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AGENDA 

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                                                      THURSDAY 

1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                   JANUARY 16, 2014 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                                 6:30 P.M. 

WEB SITE: www.kerncog.org                  

 

6:00 P.M.  KERN COG WORKSHOP:   2014 RTP PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES DEVELOPMENT UPDATE 

 

DISCLAIMER:  This agenda includes the proposed actions and activities, with respect to each agenda item, as 

of the date of posting.  As such, it does not preclude the Committee from taking other actions on items on the 

agenda, which are different or in addition to those recommended. 

   

I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:    

 

II. ROLL CALL: Flores, Hanson, Wood, Aguirre, Wilke, Cantu, Holloway, Johnston, Linder, Smith, 

Wegman, Couch, Scrivner, Kiernan, Miller, Silver 

 

III. PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members may 

respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask a question for clarification, 

make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 

meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES, WITH THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIR 

TO EXTEND THE TIME LIMIT AS DEEMED APPROPRIATE FOR CONDUCTING THE MEETING. 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 

PRESENTATION.  

 

 Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the 

Transportation Planning Policy Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street Suite 300; 

Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 861-2191.  Every effort will be made to reasonably 

accommodate individuals with disabilities by making meeting materials available in alternative formats. 

Requests for assistance should be made at least three (3) working days in advance whenever possible. 

 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT: All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 

no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion 

is desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the 

listed sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning 

the item before action is taken.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 

A. Approval of Minutes – November 21, 2013  

 

B. Response to Public Comments (None) 

 

C. FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – County of Kern for $5,673,129 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the County of 
Kern for $5,673,129. This item was recommended for approval by the Transportation Technical 
Advisory Committee. 

 
Action: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Shafter and authorize 
Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-02. ROLL CALL VOTE.  
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D. FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim – City of Delano for $1,578,156 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim for the City of 
Delano for $1,578,156. This item was recommended for approval by the Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee. 
 
Action: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the City of Delano and authorize 
Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-03. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
E. Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement and Service Enhancement Account 

(PTMISEA) Project Update (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: Pursuant to Section 8879.55 of the Government Code, Kern Council of 
Governments (Kern COG) shall determine and advise all prospective claimants of the amounts 
of all area apportionments from the Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement and 
Service Account (PTMISEA) upon appropriation of the Legislature. Included is an update of two 
previously Kern COG awarded projects. This item was reviewed by the Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

F. Regional Traffic Count Program Enhancements (Flickinger) 

 
 Comment: Changes are proposed to Kern Regional Traffic Count Program to add additional 
count locations and make other enhancements. This item was reviewed by the Regional 
Planning Advisory Committee. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

G. 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Preliminary Alternatives Development Update  

(Raymond) 

 
 Comment: In February 2013, the TPPC approved Kern COG staff to further develop 
alternatives for incorporation into the 2014 RTP environmental document.  The four preliminary 
alternatives were reviewed and recommended for inclusion in the 2014 RTP environmental 
document by the Regional Planning Advisory Committee on December 4th, 2013. 
 
Action: Approve the inclusion of these four alternatives in the development of the 2014 
Regional Transportation Plan environmental document scheduled for public review beginning 
February 2014 and adoption by the TPPC in June 2014. VOICE VOTE. 
 

H. Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) – Final Fund Estimate and Draft 

Program of Projects (Pacheco) 

 
Comment: Kern COG staff developed a revised fund estimate and a Draft RSTP Program of 
Projects. This report was reviewed by the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. 
 
Action: Approve the Revised RSTP Fund Estimate. VOICE VOTE. 

 

I. Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) – Updated Timeline and Draft Program of 

Projects (Pacheco) 

 
Comment: Kern COG staff developed an updated timeline and a Draft CMAQ program of 
Projects. This report was reviewed by the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. 

 
Action: Approve the updated CMAQ Call for Projects Timeline. VOICE VOTE. 
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J. 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Administrative Draft 

(Pacheco) 

 
Comment: The technical review period for the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program (FTIP) begins January 24th and comments are due February 21st, 2014. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 

 
Action: Information. 
 

K. Project Delivery Policy Letters (Pacheco) 

 
Comment: Per the revised Kern COG Policy & Procedures Chapter 2: Implementation 
Procedures Overview, the project delivery policy letters will be due January 21, 2014. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 

 
Action: Information.   

 

L. 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) – Voluntary Community Progress Tracking and 

Assistance Program (Napier) 

 
 Comment:  Proposal for a new strategy in the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan authorizing 
Kern COG to assist its member agencies in monitoring progress toward the region’s air 
emission goals, while helping to develop projects that will better compete under the new Project 
Delivery Policies and Procedures adopted in 2012.  This item was reviewed by the Regional 
Planning Advisory Committee and recommended for approval. 

 
Action:  Authorize Kern COG to continue the voluntary tracking and assistance program as 
funding in the Overall Work Program is available. VOICE VOTE. 
 

M. Agreement between Kern COG and the County of Kern for Construction of Bicycle 

Travel Facilities in East Bakersfield (Smith) 

 
Comment:  The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity of the State-designated 
Regional Transportation Planning Agency, applied for and was awarded funding for 
construction of bicycle travel facilities in East Bakersfield through the Public Benefits Grant 
Program administered by the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District.  The amount of 
the award is $398,799. County Counsel is reviewing this Agreement. 

 
Action:  Recommend approval of Agreement between Kern Council of Governments and the 
County of Kern for construction of bicycle travel facilities in East Bakersfield. VOICE VOTE. 
 

N. Adoption of City of Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan (Smith) 

 
Comment:  The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity as the State-designated 
Regional Transportation Planning Agency, administers funding for non-motorized transportation 
facilities design and construction.  Planned non-motorized transportation improvements by 
member agencies guide funding decisions by local, state and federal agencies for infrastructure 
improvements 
 
Action:  Adopt the Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan and include the Plan into Kern 
Council of Government’s Regional Transportation Plan, by reference.  VOICE VOTE. 
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O. 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program – Draft Amendment No. 13 (Pacheco)  

 
Comment:  Amendment No. 13 includes changes to the State Highway/Regional Choice Program. 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has not reviewed this item. 
 

Action:  In accordance with Kern COG’s Public Information Policies and Procedures and the 
FTIP Amendment Policy and as allowed by Federal Highway Administration, the Kern COG 
Executive Director will approve this administrative modification. VOICE VOTE. 

 

*** END CONSENT CALENDAR - ROLL CALL VOTE *** 

 

V.    2013 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (FTIP) – DRAFT AMENDMENT NO. 12 

(Pacheco) 
 

Comment: Amendment No. 12 includes changes to the State Highway Operations and Protection Program, 
Highway Maintenance, Highway Bridge Program, Highway Safety Improvement Program, and Transit Program 
(FTA Section 5310). The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has not reviewed this item. 
 

OPEN PUBLIC HEARING HEAR COMMENTS CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 
 
Action: Open and close public hearing. 
 

VI. BOARD MEMBER’S MEETING REPORTS: (None) 

 

VII.      CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress)  
 

VIII.     EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  (Report on Projects and Programs in Progress) 

 

IX. MEMBER STATEMENTS: On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a 

brief report on their own activities.  In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for 

clarification on any matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request 

staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any 

member thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. 

 

X. ADJOURNMENT 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 

 Minutes of Meeting of November 21, 2013 

 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM NOVEMBER 21, 2013 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 6:30 P.M. 

                                                                                                                                                                              

The meeting was called to order by Vice Chair Paul Linder at approximately 6:30 p.m. 

 

    I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 

 

   II. ROLL CALL: 

Members Present: Flores, Wood, Pascual, Wilke, Johnston, Linder, Smith, Wegman, Couch, Silver  

Members Absent: Hanson, Cantu, Holloway, Scrivner, Miller, Kiernan 

Alternates: Bob Smith, Morgan 

 Others:  10 

Staff:  Hakimi, Collins, Ball, Phipps, Stramaglia, Pacheco, Snoddy, Urata, Raymond. Heimer, and 

VanWyk 

 

III.   PUBLIC COMMENTS:  This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members   may 

respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask a question for clarification; make 

a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 

meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND 

ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.  

 

  Chief Deputy Kevin Zimmerman of the Sheriff’s office gave an update on the litter removal and 

enforcement, since your last meeting 23 new jobs have been completed, this includes Delano and 

McFarland areas. Inmates are working on vegetation and loose tumbleweed removal. Invoices for 

August and September have been submitted, by the end of November all billing should be current. It’s 

crucial that job site locations are not shared with the public prior to the cleanup, it helps maintain the 

safety of the inmates and the officers. A press conference was held on November 19th by the Kern 

County Sherriff’s office and Waste Management to kick off the new program targeting the trash loads 

that are not covered with a tarp. Patrol deputies have already started issuing citations for this infraction. 

   

 IV.  CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:  All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 

no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion is 

desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the listed 

sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning the 

item before action is taken. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 

  A. Approval of Minutes – October 17, 2013  

     B. Response to Public Comments (None) 
   C. FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Shafter for $273,950 

     D.     FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim – City of Shafter for $722,258 
E. Final Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan for Kern County (Update) 

  F.   Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and Procedures Chapter 2 Update 
G.    Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) – Summary of Comments and Responses 

 H. Technical Assistance to Member Jurisdictions 

 I. 2014 RTP Preliminary Alternatives Development Update 

 J. FY 2013-14 Transit System Safety, Security & Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Program of 

Projects for $676,193 

 K. 2014 RTP Voluntary Community Progress Tracking and Assistance Program 
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 L. Revised 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) 

Schedule 

  

 *** END CONSENT CALENDAR*** 

 

Director Morgan asked that Item F. be removed for discussion. 

 

MOTION BY DIRECTOR SMITH, second by Director Flores, TO APPROVE THE CONSENT 

CALENDAR WITH ITEM F. REMOVED. Motion carried with a roll call vote. 

 

Director McFarland arrived at approximately 6:50 p.m. 

 

F.   Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and Procedures Chapter 2 Update 

 
Ms. Pacheco said that she is available to answer any questions. Director Morgan said that he sat down 
with his staff and there was a lot of confusion with the implementation of pushing forward the request for 
authorization and what that is going to do. Currently we have until the end of March and with this 
proposal it is asking us to have it in January and making it happen this January. So if we pass it tonight it 
will be effective this January and he is concerned that that short timeline does not give us an opportunity 
and may put some of our projects at risk by not being able to meet this timeline. In discussion with his 
staff, they were completely confused as to what exactly the issue really is, after conversations with COG 
staff he says we have a process problem and COG staff wishes to correct that process problem. 
However, he doesn’t believe that any of us have had a conversation with our staff to see if this is good for 
our communities or not. He understands that there was no comment from the TTAC, however in his case 
his City Manager was not at the meeting where it was voted on nor was he aware that is was going to be 
voted on, he thought it was a discussion item, his city engineer was there but did not know what was 
going on. They both said to ask for this to be pulled so that it can be delayed a year because we don’t 
know how this is going to affect us. They do not know how it is going to affect any of their projects this 
year. He wanted to know if any of the other Directors had heard about this from their staff. He is asking 
that we please delay this for this year, leave the process – the timeline in place for this year and have 
further discussion with our staff and get COG staff and our staff together to fix whatever process problem 
we have and give us a year to get our budgets in place so we make sure we have funding available for 
projects that we’re proposing. You will have to budget this year for projects next year to be assured you 
have the funding.  
 
Chair asked if any of the other cities are concerned with this timeline being changed, have your staff 
talked to you at all about it. Director Couch said that County staff has briefed him and they were OK with 
it and understood the motivation and were supportive of the change. Director Flores said he doesn’t see 
a problem with it for his city. A question was asked if there would be a problem with leaving it as is for this 
year. Ms. Pacheco said that there is not a problem with leaving it as is, the problem that we have seen in 
the past is that we are at risk of losing funding. We want agencies to know about their projects ahead of 
time. The projects that are in fiscal year 2013-14, your agencies have known about these projects, they 
were approved by this Board in April of 2012. Your agencies have known about these projects for a long 
time. The fiscal year started October 1st and we encourage your agencies to implement your projects. 
There is not a problem with leaving it as is in March but we would just encourage your staff to deliver 
them sooner than later so that way we don’t risk losing funds and on top of that we can actually go after 
more funding in the state if we are done delivering all of our projects that we have this fiscal year than we 
can go after new projects and get more money statewide. We don’t want to be in the position of having to 
rescue projects, we want to be in the position of having new projects and more projects delivered in the 
fiscal year. We want to have those two months to have that opportunity.  
 
Mr. Hakimi said the overall intent of this program is to help our collective agencies to not lose federal and 
state funds. These funds are traditionally over programmed, or underfunded. If you do not ask for the 
money that you are scheduled to receive early in the fiscal year you risk losing it. If you do not ask for the 
money by the deadline you will lose it, so the earlier we can assist our agencies in delivering projects, the 
more likely we are to keep that money within our region. The overall goal here is to keep all the money 
that we get and the long term goal is to capture more than 100%. Over the last several years we have 
been unable to capture 100%. This program will allow us to capture more than our fair share. 
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Chair asked that if this is passed that Kern COG send letters to the City Managers to let them know of 
the change and that there is a short timeline currently with the January cut off. Ms. Pacheco said that it is 
not that we are going to discipline anyone, we just want to know what the problems are so that we can 
help you solve them. Director Couch asked if there is penalties if an agency is late. Ms. Pacheco said 
that right now our policy says that you have to submit your request for authorization by March and we get 
letters saying they won’t submit until May. We have project delivery policy letters stating the date when to 
turn them in and they are presented to the TTAC and to the Board. You receive copies of those letters. 
  
Chair asked for a motion. MOTION BY DIRECTOR SMITH, second by Director Wood, TO APPROVE 
THE UPDATE TO THE KERN COG PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY & PROCEDURES CHAPTER 2 
IMPLEMENTATION PROCEDURES OVERVIEW. Motion carried with a voice vote, with Director Morgan 
opposing.  
  

V. 2013 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (FTIP) – DRAFT AMENDMENT 

NO. 11 

 

Ms. Pacheco stated that this item starts on page 76 of your electronic agenda. Kern COG staff has 
prepared the Draft 2013 FTIP Amendment No. 11 that relies on the previous Air Quality Conformity 
Analysis that was federally approved November 4, 2013. This FTIP amendment includes updates to the 
Thomas Roads Improvement Program. The public review period began on November 10, 2013 and ends 
on December 9, 2013. At this time, she asked that the Chairman please open the public hearing, allow 
for public comment, and then close the public hearing. After the close of the public hearing, she asked 
that the committee delegate the approval of the amendment to the Chairman of the Kern COG Board of 
Directors.  
 

Chair opened public hearing, no comments heard, Chair closed public hearing. 

 

MOTION BY DIRECTOR COUCH, second by Director Flores, TO DELEGATE APPROVAL OF THE 
2013 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AMENDMENT NO. 11 TO THE 
CHAIR AND AUTHORIZE CHAIR TO SIGN RESOLUTION NO. 13-45 IN DECEMBER 2013. Motion 
carried with a roll call vote.  

 

VI. 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (RTIP) 

 
Mr. Stramaglia stated that the 2014 Regional Transportation Improvement Program is a 5-year Program 

for Projects of Regional Significance. The maximum 2014 RTIP County share estimate of new 

programming capacity for Kern is now $47.9 million for the year 2017-18 through 2019-20. Kern COG 

staff has prepared a recommended Program of Projects and is now requesting approval this month. 

Attachment F which is the Program of Projects was revised last Tuesday and was sent out to all of you in 

addition to TTAC. We needed to correct an error on Olancha Cartego, the amount requested for Kern 

COG’s 10% contribution should actually read $9.3 million instead of $8.5 million. That was an addition of 

construction engineering of $801,000 which was inadvertently left out. That number was already there 

with the Caltrans estimate, staff had missed that. A revised copy of the attachment is in your folders. One 

other note and it is very important many of our cities has waited patiently over a decade now for projects 

to be delivered that we started in 1998. We have a couple projects that are sensitive including Dennison 

Road interchange on SR 58 as well as our bypass project out on SR 119. Each of those ended up with a 

stop gap project to take care of a problem in the immediate future, but the long term project stands. Kern 

COG has a policy for the STIP program and that policy was recently updated and included a grandfather 

clause for those projects that ranked high but are waiting for funding opportunities that have not yet been 

realized. We want for the record that clearly it takes a long time, those projects that may be listed as 

replacement projects do not eliminate the need for the original project. With these changes, Kern COG 

staff is requesting that you approve Attachment F as revised for the 2014 RTIP Program of Projects and 

direct staff to complete the 2014 RTIP document for submission to Caltrans and the California 

Transportation Commission by their deadline of December 15, 2013. 
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Director Smith thanked Mr. Stramaglia for the clarification and stated that in his case Challenger Drive is 

a stop gap project of $1.5 million where it’s connecting to that interchange that has been on the books for 

a very long time, and we are just waiting for funding. It will proceed as funding becomes available. We 

are just trying to ensure that over this long period of time that the project doesn‘t become shelved. The 

$1.5 million is a connector to that interchange and it was labeled as a replacement for the Dennison 

interchange project. Thank you for putting that in the record.  

MOTION BY DIRECTOR SMITH, second by Director Flores, TO APPROVE ATTACHMENT F AS 

REVISED TO THE 2014 RTIP PROGRAM OF PROJECTS AND DIRECT STAFF TO COMPLETE THE 

2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR SUBMISSION TO 

CALTRANS AND THE CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION BY DECEMBER 15, 2013. 

Motion carried with a voice vote. 

VII. BOARD MEMBERS MEETING REPORTS (None) 

  

VIII.       CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress) 
 

Mr. Paul Marquez gave a report on projects in progress: On the south Bakersfield 8-lane project the 

asphalt is complete and the contractor will begin placing rebar on the south bound next week and is 60% 

complete and on schedule. The Bakersfield north 8-lane widening project is scheduled to continue 

throughout the fall season as weather permits. Construction crews have closed the number 1 lane by 

installing temporary pavement strifing and concrete K rail for protection of project personnel and 

commuters. On the Lerdo Lane reconstruction project the contract is near completion and the contractor 

is currently completing permanent pavement delineation stripe and markers and various punch list items. 

The project weather permitting will be completed in mid-December. On the west bound Sand Canyon 

Bridge on SR 58 the contractor is pouring bridge deck this week, detours remain in place and anticipated 

completion date is January 2014, weather permitting.  The Red Canyon Bride replacement project on SR 

14 north of Mojave – the contractor is currently constructing bridge structure columns and will set faux 

work in the coming week, detours remain in place. The SR 178 Morning Drive TRIP project – the 

contractor is currently doing earth rake work and drainage on the south side and also working on 

electrical at SR 178 and Cantria, there will be lane closures Monday and Tuesday of next week. The 

Panama Lane Aux Lane on south bound 99 is about 80% complete, ramp will stay closed until Monday 

morning, November 25th. Contractor will attempt to stripe on Sunday evening, weather permitting. The 

estimated completion is the end of December. The SR 58 Gap closure – contractor started pavement of 

shoulders Sunday night they are getting them ready for traffic shift to allow work on the median, 

contractor also plans to close Chester/H Street westbound on ramp for two weeks beginning on 

December 3rd. Closure is necessary to build a retaining wall, widening the ramp and install metering. 

There is a project to extend coverts and install K rails at a number of routes in Fresno, Kern and Tulare 

counties, it was recently awarded on November 1st and construction will get under way weather 

permitting. The contractor will be working on three locations starting next week. If they are unable to 

complete all of the six locations it will go into the next season next year.  He also reported on the next 

round of transportation planning grants for the 2014-15 cycle – Caltrans will award approximately $5.3 

million for transportation planning projects to improve mobility across California. These projects are 

things like partnership planning grants that look at sustainable transportation, certain transit development 

plans are funded by these grants.   

 

Mr. Hakimi asked about the ramp and lane closures in McFarland last month. Mayor Cantu has asked for 

the status of those, do you have an update on them. Mr. Marquez said that the project manager is 

working on it and is making good progress on it.  Mr. Hakimi said he heard from Ms. Ehlert on Monday 

that the ramps would be open by this week and everything would be picked up before Thanksgiving. Can 

you verify that? Mr. Marquez said that he would check on that, he believes one of them was to be open 

tomorrow. He will look into and get back to you on it.  
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 XII. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  

 

Mr. Hakimi stated that December 5th is the Southern California Associated of Government’s Economic 
Recovery and Job Creation Summit in Los Angeles – draft agendas and invitations are in your folders. 
 
December 11th is the next California Transportation Commission  Meeting in Riverside. December 11th is 
also the CMAQ Peer Review Workshop here. As you know this year we received many more applications 
than we were able to fund, this will be an opportunity for the staff to go over the scoring that has been 
done and come up with a final recommendation that you will act on in a few months.  
 
He wanted to applaud Caltrans Office of Local Assistance for the workshop held here on October 22nd for 
Kern COG member agencies coordinated by Ms. Pacheco of our staff. Caltrans Districts 6 and 9 staff 
discussed the topics of: Consultant selection, Americans with Disabilities Act compliance, Disadvantaged 
Business Enterprises goals, and status of invoices. Kern COG staff will work with Caltrans staff to 
schedule another workshop in February 2014.   

 
Last night Bakersfield City Council approved the Bakersfield Bike Plan and also approved actions that will 
allow portions of the Centennial Corridor to be delivered earlier. He asked Council Member Smith if he 
would like to comment on that. Director Smith said that he is so excited about the bike plan, it expands 
the existing system from 144 miles to over 400 miles of bikeways. It also has programs for education, 
enforcement and encouragement. He’s also excited about moving forward on phase one of the 
Centennial Corridor. Mr. Hakimi said that the bike plan is fully coordinated, they used the same 
consultant that Kern County used for the countywide bike plan.  
 
Planning Director Mr. Ball made a presentation to the Bakersfield Planning Commission regarding the 
RTP last month. He is very pleased to announce that Highway Safety Approval Grants have been 
awarded to Arvin, Bakersfield, California City, Tehachapi and Delano.  
 
The High Speed Rail Authority met a few weeks ago and they adopted a preferred alignment that affects 
three of our cities and the County in Kern County. There are several newspaper articles in your folders 
regarding HSR and the bike path that was in the paper today. Bob Smith’s editorial from Monday’s paper 
and an article regarding fines for littler on the way to the dump. 
  

XIII. MEMBER STATEMENTS:  
 

On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a brief report on their own 

activities. In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for clarification on any 

matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request staff to report 

back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any member 

thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda.   

 

Director Wood thanked Mr. Silver for the funding for the two cameras in California City, they were very 

much needed and very appreciated. 

 

Director Flores wanted to thank Caltrans for the approval of a couple of projects in Arvin that were 

extremely needed and also wanted to let you know that they are working with Kern County to improve 

Georgia Park.  

 

XIV. ADJOURNMENT:  There being no further business the meeting adjourned at approximately 6:45 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

                                                                             

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 

ATTEST: 

                                                          

_________________________________  
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Harold W. Hanson, Chair    DATE: _______________________          
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND 

CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AGENCY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              December 4, 2013 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                          10:00 A.M. 
 
Vice-Chairman Neath called the meeting to order at approximately 10 a.m.  A “sign-in” sheet was 
provided.   
  

I. ROLL CALL 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT:    
      

Dennis Speer     City of Ridgecrest 
Michael Bevins     City of California City 
Bob Neath   Kern County 
Wayne Clausen   City of Shafter 
Pedro Nunez   City of Delano 
Joe West   NOR/CTSA 
Arnold Ramming  City of Bakersfield   
Paul Marquez   Caltrans 
Teresa Binkley   City of Taft 
Dennis McNamara  City of McFarland 
Bob Wren    City of Wasco 
Jay Schlosser    City Tehachapi  
Linda Hollinsworth  City of Arvin   
 

STAFF:     Ahron Hakimi   Kern COG  
Peter Smith   Kern COG 

     Raquel Pacheco  Kern COG 
     Robert Snoddy   Kern COG 
     Tami Popek   Kern COG 
             
  

 OTHER:    None.        
        

         
 

II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask 
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report to the 
Committee at a later meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE STATE 
YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.   
 
There were no public comments.  
 

III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  Meeting of November 6, 2013, there was a motion 
by Mr. Wren to recommend approval of the discussion summary.  Mr. Bevin’s seconded the 
motion.  
 

IV. MEETING NOTES  
 

The Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) Discussion Summary of November 6, 2013 
was distributed to the Committee for their review and information. 
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V. FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – COUNTY OF KERN FOR $5,673,129 (Snoddy) 

 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
the County of Kern for $5,673,129. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the County of Kern in 
the amount of $5,673,129 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Bevin’s made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee.  Mr. McNamara seconded the motion.  

 
VI. FISCAL YEAR  2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) STREETS AND 

ROADS CLAIM – CITY OF DELANO FOR $1,578,156 
 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim 
for the City of Delano in the amount of $1,578,156.  
 
The action requested is to review FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the City of 
Delano in the amount of $1,578,156 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee.  Mr. Wren made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation 
Planning Policy Committee.   Mr. Bevin’s seconded the motion.  

  
VII. PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION MODERNIZATION, IMPROVEMENT AND SERVICE 

ENHANCEMENT ACCOUNT (PTMISEA) PROJECT UPDATE 
 

Mr. Snoddy updated the Committee on changes to the scope of projects for the City of 
Bakersfield and the City of Arvin.  
 
This item was for information only.  
 

VIII. REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (RSTP) – FINAL FUND ESTIMATE 
AND DRAFT PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
 
Ms. Pacheco stated that this item started on page 13. Ms. Pacheco advised that Kern COG staff 
developed a revised fund estimate and a draft RSTP Program of Projects. The fund estimate 
approved in April 2013 was $18.2 million. The revised fund estimate is now $20.5 million. Kern 
COG staff proposes to fully program all available funding. The final program of projects will be 
presented for approval in February. 

 
The action requested is that the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommend 
approval of the RSTP revised fund estimate to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.   
 

IX. CONGESTION MITIGATION AIR QUALITY (CMAQ) – UPDATED TIMELINE AND DRAFT 
PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
 
Ms. Pacheco stated that the item starts on page 16.  Ms. Pacheco advised that Kern COG staff 
developed an updated timeline and a Draft CMAQ Program of Projects.  

First, Kern COG staff is proposing advancing the timeline for approval of the Final Program of 
Projects from April 2014 to March 2014. This is in order to coincide with the circulation of the 
Draft 2014 Regional Transportation Plan. 

 
Second, the fund estimate approved in April 2013 was $19.4 million. The revised fund estimate is 
now $19.8 million. 
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Third, in terms of project analysis, a revised Kern COG staff summary of comments and 
responses has been prepared that includes two new responses from the City of Delano and 
Golden Empire Transit District. 
There is version one of the TTAC summary of comments and responses. Kern COG received 
comments from the City of Tehachapi. 
There is version one of the Draft Program of Projects.  
The plan is to discuss the TTAC summary of comments and responses as well as the draft 
program of projects at the December 11, 2013 CMAQ Workshop to be held here in the Kern COG 
Board room at 10am. If there is a need to have a follow-up workshop that will be scheduled for 
January 2014. Kern COG staff proposes to fully program all available funding. The final program 
of projects will be presented for approval in March. 

 
The action requested is that the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommend 
approval of the updated CMAQ call for projects timeline to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Wren made a motion to recommend approval.  Mr. Bevin’s seconded the motion.  
 

X. 2015 FTIP ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 
 
Ms. Pacheco stated the item on page 44. Ms. Pacheco advised the Committee that the technical 
review period for the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) begins January 
24th and comments are due February 21st. A 2015 FTIP activity summary has been prepared. 
Kern COG staff will circulate, under separate cover, the Administrative DRAFT to TTAC members 
and other technical staff on January 24th.  Kern COG staff invites project managers to meet with 
Kern COG staff, during the technical review, to discuss project concerns.   
 
This item was for information only.  
  
 

XI. PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY LETTERS   
 
Ms. Pacheco stated that the item starts on page 45.  Ms. Pacheco advised that at the November 
21, 2013 Kern COG Board meeting, the “Kern COG Project Delivery Policies & Procedures 
Chapter 2: Implementation Procedures Overview” revisions were approved. This is an 
announcement to agencies that have projects in fiscal year 13/14 of the 2013 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program and have not submitted or received approval of the request 
for authorization or CMAQ transfer. The latest project list is dated November 22, 2013. 

  
The revised Kern COG Project Delivery Policy states that projects in the current fiscal need to be 
submitted for funding authorization by January 31st. If they plan to submit projects beyond 
January 31st, lead agencies are asked to submit a letter with a revised submittal schedule. The 
Project Delivery letters are due January 21, 2014. 
 
This item was for information only.  
 

XII. MEMBER ITEMS   
 

Mr. Marquez stated that the call for projects for Fiscal Year 2014-15 Transportation Grant 
applications are now available.   The deadline for the Grant applications is February 3, 2014.  Mr. 
Marquez explained the details of the available Grants. He advised the Committee Members to 
call him if they had any questions.  
 
Mr. Smith advised that the deadline for the Kern COG Regional Awards submittals is December 
6, 2013.  
 
Mr. Smith requested to meet with Kern Regional Transit to discuss Airport Bus Transportation.  
Mr. Neath responded that they would set up a meeting.  
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Mr. Neath announced that sub-committee for CMAQ will be held on Wednesday, December 11th 
at 10:00 a.m. All Committee Members are welcome to attend.  
 

XIII. ADJOURNMENT  
 

With no further business, the TTAC meeting was adjourned at 10:23 a.m.  The TTAC will be dark 
in January.  The next scheduled meeting of the TTAC will be February 5, 2014. 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              December 4, 2013  
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA               1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman Bevins called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.  
 

I. ROLL CALL 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Paul Hellman   City of Bakersfield 

Michael Bevins  California City 
     Dennis McNamara City of McFarland 
     Wayne Clausen  City of Shafter 
     Mark Staples  City of Taft (phone) 
     Roger Mobley  City of Wasco 
     Patty Poire  Community Member 
     Richard Rowe  Community Member 
     Cindy Parra  Community Member (phone) 
     Karen King   GET 
     Paul Marquez  Caltrans (phone) 
      
      
STAFF:      Becky Napier  Kern COG 
     Rob Ball  Kern COG 

     Troy Hightower  Kern COG 
     Brad DeBranch  Kern COG 
     Michael Heimer  Kern COG  
     Ahron Hakimi  Kern COG 
     Linda Urata  Kern COG 
     Ed Flickinger  Kern COG 
      

OTHERS:    Alec Kimmel  Caltrans District 6 (phone) 
     Mike McCabe  Citizen 
     Heather Dumais ALA 
     Ted James  Consultant 
     Dave Dmohowski Quad Knopf 
     Bob Neath  Kern County Roads 
     Jeff Caton  ESA (phone) 
     Jennifer Gray  CARB (phone) 
     Wendy Alfsen  California Walks (phone) 
     Adam Livingston Sequoia Riverland Trust (phone) 

              
II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 

Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may 
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report 
to the Committee at a later meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE 
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 
PRESENTATION.   

 
None. 
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III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  Meeting of Wednesday, November 6, 2013. 
 

Committee Member Poire made a motion to approve the November 6, 2013 minutes, second 
by Committee Member Clausen, motion carried unanimously. 

 
IV. REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM ENHANCEMENTS (Flickinger) 

 
 

Mr. Flickinger informed the Committee that changes are proposed to the Kern Regional traffic 
County Program to add additional count locations and make other enhancements.  An updated 
traffic count location spreadsheet will be distributed in December by email to member agency 
stakeholders for approval of some changes. 
 
This was an information item. 
 

V. KERN REGION ENERGY ACTION PLANS UPDATE (Urata) 
 

Ms. Urata provided an update to the Committee and explained that the next stage would be 
the natural gas phase.  Mr. Caton of ESA highlighted the Kern Energy Watch Energy Action 
Plan Summit held in October and stated that it was well attended and the information presented 
was helpful. 
 
This was an information item. 
 

VI. 2014 RTP PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES DEVELOPMENT UPDATE (Ball) 
 

Mr. Ball informed the committee that the assumptions and indicators used to analyze modeling 
results for the alternatives for the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan environmental document 
have been updated. Mr. Ball stated that this item was presented to the RPAC at the November 
2013 meeting.  Since that time additional results have been added as analysis continues.  Mr. 
Ball reviewed Table 2 and 3 with the Committee.   

 
Committee Member Parra asked if the newly approved City of Bakersfield Bicycle 
Transportation Plan will be added to the Regional Transportation Plan.  Mr. Ball stated that the 
information has been added to Chapter 5.  Mr. James asked Mr. Ball to explain why the air 
quality conformity attainment date is 2023 and not 2040.  Mr. Ball explained that under federal 
law the region must reach attainment by 2023.  Mr. Ball stated that the region has to continue 
to show attainment to the horizon year for the current RTP (2040) to comply with federal law.  
Committee member Clausen discussed the housing types on Table 3 and asked that the 
percentages be reviewed and explained to the Kern COG Board in January 2014. 
 
Committee Member Poire made a motion to recommend to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee that the four alternatives be included in the development of the 2014 Regional 
Transportation Plan environmental document scheduled for public review beginning in 
February 2014, motion seconded by Committee Member Clausen, motion carried unanimously. 

   
VII. 2014 RTP – VOLUMTARY COMMUNITY PROGRESS TRACKING AND ASSISTANCE 

PROGRAM (Napier) 
 

Ms. Napier explained that since 2009, Kern COG has awarded more than $400,000 in technical 
assistance grants to help member agencies identify transportation projects that further Kern 
Regional Blueprint goals.  In November 2012, the Kern COG Board adopted new Project 
Delivery Policies and Procedures to assist the region in promoting projects that better match 
the goals of the Regional Transportation Plan.  Kern COG staff has also developed a report 
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that identifies per capita vehicle miles traveled by ten subareas of the county.  If the Committee 
wishes, this voluntary tracking report can be revised with each subsequent Regional 
Transportation Plan and provided to the Committee.  The Committee was also provided a 
handout of the subareas by census tract.  
 
After a short discussion, Committee Member Rowe made a motion to recommend to the 
Transportation Planning Policy Committee that Kern COG continue the voluntary tracking and 
assistance program as funding in the Overall Work Program is available, second by Committee 
Member McNamara, motion carried unanimously. 
 

 
VIII. DISCUSSION SUMMARIES/MEETING UPDATES 

 
The minutes of the November 6, 2013 Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC), 
were provided to the Committee.  

 
IX. INFORMATION ITEMS/ANNOUNCEMENTS  

 
Mr. Bevins announced that there will not be a January 2014 RPAC meeting and that the next 
meeting will be February 5, 2014.  Mr. Bevins also stated that selection of a Chairman and 
Vice-Chairman will also take place at the February meeting.  He indicated that he will be unable 
to be appointed Chairman at that time due to additional work duties he has been assigned.  
 

X. MEMBER ITEMS  
 
Committee Member Parra announced that a Bike Bakersfield purchased 200 bicycle taillights 
and headlights to give away to those who need them to try to combat the accidents between 
bicycles, pedestrians and automobiles.  Committee Member King discussed an Automatic 
Vehicle Location System project that the GET District has been working on.  She discussed 
the advantages to GET passengers as well as drivers and the enhanced data that will be able 
to be collected by the District.  The project should be complete in spring 2014.   

 
XI. ADJOURNMENT 

 
With no further business the meeting was adjourned at 2:20 p.m. 
 
The next meeting will be Wednesday, February 5, 2014 at 1:30 p.m.   



 
 

January 16, 2014 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM C. 

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – COUNTY OF KERN FOR $5,673,129 

 
DESCRITPION: 
 
FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the County of Kern for 
$5,673,129. This item was recommended for approval by the Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the County of Kern for 
$5,673,129. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
County of Kern   $4,659,031 $1,014,098 $5,673,129 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the County of Kern and authorize Chair to sign 
Resolution No. 14-02. ROLL CALL VOTE.  
 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-02 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2013-14 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – COUNTY OF KERN 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2013-14 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
              months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section 
              1808.1. 

 
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 16TH DAY OF JANUARY 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 21st day of November 2013. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–Shafter  
              Resolution 14-02 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2013/14

Revised: May 7, 2012

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/12 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $790,473.80 $103,901.21 $33,422.00 $2,003.00 $896,378.01

BAKERSFIELD (1) 351,443 41.69% $13,322,174.56 $1,843,251.64 $0.00 $0.00 $15,165,426.20

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $528,103.77 $69,414.85 $21,049.00 $1,262.00 $598,780.62

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $2,075,414.20 $272,795.94 $88,304.00 $5,293.00 $2,353,503.14

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,060,371.00 $303,297.00 $303,297.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $47,092.06 $6,189.86 $0.00 $0.00 $53,281.92

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $491,102.87 $64,551.39 $0.00 $0.00 $555,654.26

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $1,120,118.20 $147,230.22 $50,270.00 $3,013.00 $1,270,361.42

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $676,107.38 $88,868.69 $54,589.00 $3,272.00 $768,248.07

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $356,554.14 $46,866.08 $304,444.00 $18,247.00 $421,667.22

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $555,013.52 $72,951.91 $4,499.00 $270.00 $628,235.43

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $1,009,115.49 $132,639.84 $30,231.00 $1,812.00 $1,143,567.33

KERN CO.-IN (1) 114,910 13.63% $4,355,510.65 $602,627.01 $0.00 $0.00 $4,958,137.66

KERN CO.-OUT 184,929 21.94% $7,379,997.97 $970,039.36 $735,098.00 $44,059.00 $8,394,096.34

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $930,404.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $930,404.48

PROOF N/A $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $382,528.00 $38,441,039.11

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $408,156.00 $38,466,667.11

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $357,426.39 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $357,426.39

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $707,704.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $707,704.25

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,040,325.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,040,325.25

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $35,742,639.00 $4,421,328.00 N/A $408,156.00 $40,572,123.00

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



 

Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301 (661) 861-2191 Facsimile (661) 324-8215 TTY (661) 832-7433 www.kerncog.org 
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TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  
   Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy, 
   Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM D. 

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) STREETS AND ROADS 
CLAIM – CITY OF DELANO FOR $1,578,156 

     
 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim for the City of Delano for $1,578,156. This item 
was recommended for approval by the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the City of Delano. 
 
Claimant   LTF   STAF   TOTAL 
City of Delano              $1,578,156  $0              $1,578,156 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) the maximum funding level does not exceed 
claimants’ deferred revenues, plus current year apportionments, less required public transit financing; 2) claimants have 
conducted a public hearing within its jurisdiction to receive testimony regarding unmet transit needs and have made an 
appropriate finding by resolution of its governing body; 3) project proposed for funding is in conformity with the Regional 
Transportation Plan; and 4) claimants have not requested or received funds in excess of its current year expenditure.  
Staff recommends approval.  
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the City of Delano and authorize Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-
03. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-03 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2013-14 TDA STREETS AND ROADS CLAIM – CITY OF DELANO 
                             

WHEREAS, The State of California has declared that public transportation is an essential component 
of a balanced transportation system and that it is desirable that public transportation systems be designed and 
operated so as to encourage maximum utilization of the service for the benefit of all the people of the state, 
including the elderly, handicapped, youth, and citizens of limited means of the ability to freely utilize the system 
(Section 99220, Public Utilities Code (PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Mills-Alquist-Deddeh Act, also known as the Transportation Development Act (TDA), 
established public funding for the support of public transportation systems and other purposes consistent with 
the Act, including local streets and roads, and facilities provided for exclusive use by pedestrians and bicycles 
(Section 99400(a) PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG), as the designated Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency, is required to ensure that the following factors are identified and considered 
prior to the allocation of TDA funds for street and road claims or any other purposes not directly related to 
public transportation services (Section 99401.5, PUC): 
 

1) Size and location of identifiable groups likely to be dependent upon transit, including but not 
necessarily limited to, the elderly, the handicapped and the poor; 2) Adequacy of existing public 
transportation services; and 3) Potential alternative public transportation and specialized 
transportation services, and service improvement that would meet travel demand; and 

 
WHEREAS, Kern COG is further required to hold a public hearing to receive testimony identifying or 

commenting on unmet transit needs within the jurisdiction of claimants that might be reasonable to meet by 
establishing or contracting for new public transportation or specialized transportation services or expanding 
existing services (Section 99238.5, PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of public transportation systems in Kern County, and public 
testimony received at public hearings, evidence Kern COG's efforts to identify transportation needs pursuant 
to Section 99238.5, PUC; and 
 

WHEREAS, The RTP, adopted by Kern COG, established goals, objectives, and policies for the 
implementation of public transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, Claimant has filed a claim for street and road funds pursuant to Public Utilities Code 
Article 8 Section 99400(a); and  
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the TDA and its own rules and 
regulations, has received and evaluated Claimant’s Article 8 street and road claim consistent with the 
provisions of Section 99400(a), Article 8 of the PUC, and Section 99313.3, Article 6.5 of the PUC; and 
 

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Section 99238.5, PUC, Kern COG has held a public hearing to receive 
testimony identifying and commenting on unmet transit needs within the jurisdiction of claimant; and 
 

WHEREAS, The proposed projects are consistent with claimant’s projected TDA revenues and the 
Regional Transportation Plan; and 
 
 



 

WHEREAS, Claimant proposes to use the funds for projects shown on the claim submitted by 
claimant and filed in the Kern COG office. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1.  The Council, after consideration of all available information, including the RTP, the Kern COG 
 transportation needs studies, and testimony received at public hearings, finds that: 
 

a) There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet within the jurisdiction of claimants.  
No additional unmet transit needs have been identified which can support a public transit service 
which meets the legally-required farebox recovery ratio (21 Cal. Admin. Code Section 6633.2-6633.9); 
and b) This claim on the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) for Article 8 is consistent with the RTP. 

 
2.   This claim is approved, subject to the following conditions: 
 

a) Claimant is herein allocated the LTF and STAF funds available for apportionment shown on 
Attachment "A," plus any interest and balance from prior years, for use on projects also shown on 
Attachment "A"); b) Before any streets and roads payments are made to claimant under Articles 8 or 
6.5, those allocations approved by this Council for transit, Articles 4 and 6.5, shall be credited to 
claimant’s transit reserve account in trust fund #24075, Article 8, and #24076, Article 6.5; and c) 
Remaining Article 8 and 6.5 funds shall be credited to and retained in claimant’s non-transit streets 
and roads reserve account in trust fund #24075 and #24076 and shall be transferred or disbursed to 
claimant in accordance with Attachment "A" of this resolution and written instructions for disbursement 
issued by Kern COG staff. 

 
3. The Chairman and Executive Director of Kern COG are hereby authorized to perform any and all acts 

necessary to accomplish the purpose of this resolution, including the submission of allocation 
instructions to the Kern County Auditor-Controller pursuant to 21 California Administrative Code, 
Section 6659. 

 
AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 16TH DAY OF JANUARY 2014. 

 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 

 ________________________________                             
                       
Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ATTEST:     Kern Council of Governments 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 16th day of January 2014. 
 
 
                                                                        Date:                                              
 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                                                                                                  Res. 14-03 
Kern Council of Governments                                         TDA-S&R Delano 
                                                                                                                                                            Page 2 

 



Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2013/14

Revised: May 7, 2012

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/12 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $790,473.80 $103,901.21 $33,422.00 $2,003.00 $896,378.01

BAKERSFIELD (1) 351,443 41.69% $13,322,174.56 $1,843,251.64 $0.00 $0.00 $15,165,426.20

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $528,103.77 $69,414.85 $21,049.00 $1,262.00 $598,780.62

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $2,075,414.20 $272,795.94 $88,304.00 $5,293.00 $2,353,503.14

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,060,371.00 $303,297.00 $303,297.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $47,092.06 $6,189.86 $0.00 $0.00 $53,281.92

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $491,102.87 $64,551.39 $0.00 $0.00 $555,654.26

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $1,120,118.20 $147,230.22 $50,270.00 $3,013.00 $1,270,361.42

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $676,107.38 $88,868.69 $54,589.00 $3,272.00 $768,248.07

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $356,554.14 $46,866.08 $304,444.00 $18,247.00 $421,667.22

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $555,013.52 $72,951.91 $4,499.00 $270.00 $628,235.43

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $1,009,115.49 $132,639.84 $30,231.00 $1,812.00 $1,143,567.33

KERN CO.-IN (1) 114,910 13.63% $4,355,510.65 $602,627.01 $0.00 $0.00 $4,958,137.66

KERN CO.-OUT 184,929 21.94% $7,379,997.97 $970,039.36 $735,098.00 $44,059.00 $8,394,096.34

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $930,404.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $930,404.48

PROOF N/A $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $382,528.00 $38,441,039.11

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $408,156.00 $38,466,667.11

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $357,426.39 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $357,426.39

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $707,704.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $707,704.25

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,040,325.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,040,325.25

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $35,742,639.00 $4,421,328.00 N/A $408,156.00 $40,572,123.00

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



 
 

January 16, 2014 
 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 
BY:  Robert M. Snoddy 
  Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM E. 

PUBLIC TRANSPORTATION MODERNIZATION, IMPROVEMENT AND SERVICE 
ENHANCEMENT ACCOUNT (PTMISEA) PROJECT UPDATE 

 
DESCRITPTION: 
 
Pursuant to Section 8879.55 of the Government Code, Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) shall 
determine and advise all prospective claimants of the amounts of all area apportionments from the Public 
Transportation Modernization, Improvement and Service Account (PTMISEA) upon appropriation of the 
Legislature. Below is an update of two previously Kern COG awarded projects. This item was reviewed by 
the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
In October of 2011, the City of Bakersfield was awarded $2,700,000 of PTMISEA regional funds to 
construct a parking garage at the downtown Amtrak Station. City staff has determined during the project 
design phase that it could purchase properties to the north of the existing parking lot, extend the parking 
lot to Truxtun, and install parking shelters with solar panels. However, using this design, the City would be 
unable to deliver the parking structure stated in the original project scope. City of Bakersfield staff will be 
required to submit a scope change to Kern COG and to Caltrans to update the project status before 
proceeding. 
 
Additionally, in October of 2012, the City of Arvin was awarded $400,000 of PTMISEA regional funds to 
construct a park-n-ride facility for its Tejon Ranch Commerce Center commuter transit service. However, 
the project as originally proposed is no longer deliverable. Consequently, Kern COG staff has requested a 
project scope change be prepared and submitted to Kern COG and Caltrans to define how the funds will 
be used. 
 
Since the City of Arvin’s project may significantly change and may offer additional PTMISEA regional 
funds, Kern COG staff will report on the status of this project at a future date in case additional PTMISEA 
funds become available for re-apportionment. 
 
ACTION: 
 
Information. 
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January 16, 2014 
 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee   

  
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Ed Flickinger,  

Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDANUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM F. 

  REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM ENHANCEMENTS  

 
 
DESCRIPTION:    
 
Changes are proposed to Kern Regional Traffic Count Program to add additional count 
locations and make other enhancements. This item was reviewed by the Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee. 
 
  
DISCUSSION: 
 
Background - Traffic monitoring and pavement management are mandated in under Federal 
Title 23 Part 500 Management and Monitoring Systems.  In addition to traffic monitoring, traffic 
volume data obtained by traffic counters is used to validate the regional transportation model 
and used for engineering and planning purposes by local agencies.  Traffic counts are used in 
the annual pavement management report that provides technical data on road samples 
throughout Kern County.   
 
A Memorandum of Understanding establishing the Kern Regional Traffic Count program was 
approved by the Kern COG Board in January 2004 between Caltrans, the County, the City of 
Bakersfield and Kern COG representing the outlying communities.  The program is funded by 
the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) per the requirements of the MOU.   
 
In 2008, a transportation monitoring system was completed with the help of a consultant and 
extensive input from member agencies. A link to the final report can be found at 
http://www.kerncog.org/publications/general-transportation-reports titled Regional 
Transportation Monitoring Improvement Plan Final Report 1-4-08 with TOC. The program has 
provided more consistent and frequent traffic count, vehicle mix, and other transportation 
monitoring data to eliminate duplication of effort in counting programs between Kern COG 
member agencies and Caltrans.  
 
From 2006 through the Fiscal Year ending June 2013, over 6,000 daily counts and 3,000 
classification counts have been acquired and are available online. A website has been 
developed mapping out the count data and can be found at http://www.kerncog.org/data-
center/regional-traffic-count-data-map.  All data can also be queried out by users with a query 
tool on that site with additional supplemental locations. The files for the entire database as of 
November 2013 can be downloaded as well. 
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Proposed Enhancements - Two enhancements are proposed for the website: 
 

1. The updated traffic count location spreadsheet will be distributed in December by email 
to member agency stakeholders for their approval of some changes. Locations have 
been added that have been relinquished by Caltrans. (Parts of SR 178 and 58) Also on 
that spreadsheet, a column has been added with an ‘X’ placed for locations of low 
volume to limit counting those locations to one time per year.  This way, based on the 
budget, other locations can get more counts per year. 
 

2. In order for the online traffic count mapping system to better handle the constantly 
increasing database size, improvements are needed. This would be the second upgrade 
to the website since it was first implemented in 2008.  Staff is evaluating migrating to a 
hosted “cloud based” system to eliminate the need for periodic software and hardware 
updates and will bring a recommendation back to the Transportation Modeling 
Committee in early next year.  The upgrade to the website is proposed to be funded by 
existing savings in the regional traffic count program.  A live demonstration site of one 
vendor is available at http://kerncog.ms2soft.com .  A screenshot is posted below. 
 

Screenshot of Proposed Online New Traffic Count Interface 

 
Member agency stakeholders please respond to email for input on traffic count location list. 
 
ACTION:  
 
Information.    



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

January 16, 2014 
 
 

TO:   Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Rob Ball, Planning Director 

Troy Hightower, Regional Planner II 
Ben Raymond, Regional Planner II 

 
 
SUBJECT:   TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM G. 

2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) PRELIMINARY ALTERNATIVES 

DEVELOPMENT UPDATE 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
In February 2013, the TPPC approved Kern COG staff to further develop alternatives for incorporation 
into the 2014 RTP environmental document.  The four preliminary alternatives were reviewed and 
recommended for inclusion in the 2014 RTP environmental document by the Regional Planning Advisory 
Committee on December 4th, 2013. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Background  
 
The 2014 RTP will be the first to contain a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) as required by the 
state Climate Protection Act of 2008 (SB-375).  Kern COG began work with the Transportation Modeling 
Committee and the former Kern Climate Change Task Force, now the Regional Planning Advisory 
Committee (RPAC), in 2008, after completion of the Kern Regional Blueprint visioning process. 
 
To meet the requirements of SB 375 Kern COG is developing alternatives that attempt to illustrate future 
land use patterns projected to meet the emissions targets set by the Air Resources Board (ARB). 
Currently there are four alternatives under development for the environmental document. They have been 
named the Old Plan, Preliminary Plan, Intensified Alternative and a No-build Alternative. 
 
To better differentiate the use of each model run Kern COG has made the following distinction between 
the use of the terms “alternative” and “scenario.”  An alternative refers to modeling, assumptions and 
output that is intended to be included in the CEQA document for the 2014 RTP.  A scenario describes 
modeling intended to generate information in a public workshop.  Feedback on scenarios has helped 
inform the development of assumptions for the alternatives. 
 
Alternative assumptions, inputs, and methodologies have been developed under the direction of the 
RPAC. The development process included considerable input from stakeholders and the extensive public 
feedback received as part of the Kern COG outreach effort for the 2014 RTP which included input from 
over 5,000 participants and six annual 1,200 person, statistically valid surveys.  
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On February 21, 2013, the Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) approved the RPAC 
recommendation to incorporate these alternatives in the development of the 2014 RTP environmental 
document.  In May 2013, a 5-month extension to the schedule was approved by the San Joaquin Valley 
Regional Transportation Planning Agencies Directors Committee based on feedback from the California 
Attorney General’s office which had requested five of the COGs in the 8-county region adopt RTPs ahead 
of the regular schedule.  The 5 COGs were San Joaquin, Stanislaus, Madera, Fresno, and Tulare.  Kern 
COG had voluntarily been adhering to the earlier schedule for the public review period to begin in July 
2013.  That date has now been moved back to late November 2013. 
 
Kern COG staff is taking advantage of the additional time to further refine the models and provide 
additional opportunity for public workshops in the Metro Bakersfield area, gain input at local community 
fairs and meeting with stakeholder organizations including the Guardians of Delano, the Bakersfield 
Chamber and the Association of Realtors.  The following is an updated description of the three 
alternatives approved by the Kern COG Board for inclusion in the EIR in February 2013. 
 
Alternative Development 
 
Three primary alternatives have been pared down from the original 12 developed by the RPAC in spring 
2012. They represent a range of alternatives still under development for the 2014 RTP. Table 1 contains 
a summary comparison of the assumptions for these preliminary alternatives.  Table 2 contains direct 
inputs and outputs from the modeling.  Table 3 contains calculated indicators based on data from the 
modeling and input from the California Air Resources Board. The alternatives are designed to provide the 
widest range of options that might conceivably happen.   
 
In July 2013, the City of Bakersfield staff requested modifications to the alternatives that would only affect 
the Metropolitan Bakersfield area and included a new 4th scenario considered in two public workshops for 
Bakersfield held on August 21 and 27.  The results from the workshops was considered along with 
information from 5 recent studies on housing preference and market demand to fine tune the Alternatives 
listed below.  
 
The Old Plan Alternative 
 
The “Old Plan” or baseline uses transportation planning assumptions from the current 2011 RTP list of 
financially constrained projects, reflecting modest improvements to transit, bike and walk infrastructure.  
This alternative represents a continuation of the growth pattern occurring in Kern County over the past 
several decades.  Representing 2/3rds of the growth for the region, Metropolitan Bakersfield growth in 
this alternative occurs primarily on the periphery. This alternative would have the largest development 
footprint.  The following bullets highlight the major assumptions: 
 

 Highway Investment:  The transportation investments would be focused on planned freeway and 
local road improvements to accommodate a peripheral development pattern, improved truck flows 
and safety.  The alternative also assumes funding for portions of the South Beltway by 2040 
consistent with prior RTPs.   

 Transit/Bike/Walk Investment: Transit investments consist of operations and maintenance of 
existing bus and passenger rail services with expansion of key services as envisioned prior to the 
adoption of the new Golden Empire Transit Long Range Plan.  Investment continues based on past 
trends. 

 Maintenance Investment:  22% shortfall in maintenance funding.  

 Housing Choice:  ~17% of new housing growth characterized by multi-family, attached and small lot 
single family development less than or equal to 6,000 square feet located primarily in Metropolitan 
Bakersfield. 

 Transit Access:  ~66% of homes are within ½ mile of transit stops by 2035. 

 Revitalization:   Revitalization and growth in transit priority areas is consistent with historic trends 
and assumes 1,130 additional housing units in downtown Bakersfield.  

 Land Use Forecast:  Demographic growth forecast is based on latest planning assumptions adopted 
by Kern COG in October 2009 and the growth distribution pattern was updated to reflect the 2010 
Census.  Employment in the region is guided by locations provided by the California Employment 
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Development Department (EDD) and updated with the 2008 Longitudinal Employer-Household 
Dynamics (LEHD) data from the U.S. Census Bureau.  Forecast employment and housing locations 
reflect the latest adopted general plans and local planning assumptions at the time of the 2011 RTP. 

 
This alternative would add an average of 2,400 transportation and multiplier effect jobs over the life of the 
plan or 57,600 job years at 10.87 jobs per million dollars spent.  Preliminary results of the 2035 Old Plan 
have reduced CO2 lbs/capita from 2005 levels by 14.3%, sufficient to meet the Air Resource Board’s 
established 2035 target for the San Joaquin Valley MPOs of 10% reduction of 2005 levels.  No changes 
are proposed for this alternative. 
 
The Preliminary Plan Alternative 
 
The preliminary plan alternative has undergone refinements in the Metropolitan Bakersfield area 
incorporating feedback from the August 2013 public workshops and 5 recent studies.  The changes are 
consistent with the July RPAC item on this issue. The alternative uses transportation planning 
assumptions from the current 2011 RTP list of financially constrained projects and includes new 
investments in highway maintenance and transit/bike/walk infrastructure.  This alternative represents 
growth patterns that align with recent general plan updates, local planning assumptions, climate action 
plans, and regional studies undertaken since the old plan. The preliminary plan alternative assumes an 
increase in demand for multi-family, townhomes and small lot housing in Bakersfield resulting in an ~17% 
decrease in total housing acreage consumed by this alternative compared to old plan.  The following 
bullets highlight the major assumptions: 
 

 Highway Investment:  Transportation investments would continue to alleviate the most critical 
roadway bottlenecks while investing in operational improvements, improved truck flows, safety and 
demand management strategies such as CalVans public vanpool system. This alternative would 
postpone the Bakersfield South Beltway beyond 2040 and postpone the West Beltway nine years to 
2025.   

 Transit/Bike/Walk Investment:  Transit investment is based on the new Golden Empire Long Range 
Transit Plan and the Kern Commuter Rail Study, and includes the new bus rapid transit system for 
Metro Bakersfield, extends Metrolink commuter rail service from Lancaster to Rosamond, and adds 
additional local Amtrak service stops to the San Joaquin Valley portion or Kern.  Additional bike and 
pedestrian improvements identified by the Kern County Bike Master Plan and Complete Streets 
Recommendations would enhance transportation in revitalized areas. This alternative includes 
recommendations from the High Occupancy Vehicle/Bus Rapid Transit Study as well.   In addition, 
the alternative continues the rideshare program, the new 511 traveler information system, and adds a 
program to help local agencies identify pedestrian and complete streets projects. 

 Maintenance Investment:  Increased to fully maintain transportation infrastructure. 

 Housing Choices:  ~40% of new housing growth characterized by multi-family, attached and small 
lot single family development less than or equal to 6,000 square feet located predominately in 
Metropolitan Bakersfield consistent with the adopted general plans.  This mix of housing choices is 
consistent with recent studies on housing demand, two statistically valid housing preference surveys, 
and public input from the August 2013 Metro Bakersfield workshops. 

 Transit Access:  ~74% of homes are located within ½ mile of transit stops. 

 Revitalization:  Focus infill on vacant lots in Metropolitan Bakersfield, downtown, and at the major 
transit oriented development (TOD)/infill sites identified in the GET Long Range Transit Plan and 
consistent with the general plan. 

 Land Use Forecast:  Growth totals are the same as the old plan and the Regional Housing Needs 
Allocation.  The distribution in Metropolitan Bakersfield has been revised to assume all vacant lots in 
developed areas are filled, consistent with the existing general plan as well as some revitalization 
around TOD/infill sites and downtown.  This alternative uses Uplan land use model software 
developed by UC Davis to re-distribute the growth from areas with the lowest level of economic 
attractions in Metro Bakersfield to the infill areas. 
 

This alternative assumes an 11% increase in funding from various potential sources and would add an 
average of 3,100 jobs over the life of the plan or 80,400 job years.  This preliminary alternative run has 
shown an improvement in CO2 lbs/capita approximately 16% below the 2005 level, exceeding the state 
goal of a 10% reduction of CO2 lbs/capita by 2035.   All results are preliminary as the modeling inputs and 
assumptions continue to be refined for inclusion in the environmental document. 
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The Intensified Alternative  
 
The intensified alternative builds on transportation planning assumptions from the preliminary plan list of 
financially constrained projects and intensifies investment in transit/bike/walk infrastructure.  This 
alternative represents growth patterns that align with recent general plan updates, climate action plans, 
and regional studies undertaken since the Old Plan was adopted. The intensified alternative assumes a 
major increase in demand for multi-family, townhomes and small lot housing in Bakersfield, resulting in a 
~22% decrease in total housing acreage consumed in Metro Bakersfield by this alternative compared to 
the Old Plan.  At the recommendation of the Kern COG’s RTP EIR consultant some changes to the 
intensified alternative have been made since the July 2013 RPAC meeting to provide a broader range of 
alternatives to be analyzed in the EIR.  The following bullets highlight the major assumptions: 
 

 Highway Investment:  Transportation investments would continue to alleviate the most critical 
roadway bottlenecks while investing in operational improvements, improved truck flows, safety and 
demand management strategies such as CalVans public vanpool system. This alternative would 
postpone the Bakersfield South Beltway beyond 2040 and postpone the West Beltway nine years to 
2025.   

 Transit/Bike/Walk Investment:  This alternative differs from the previous two in that it assumes full 
funding of the 2035 transit/bike/walk improvements by 2020.  These improvements would require the 
identification of a new funding source that could be bonded against to deliver the projects sooner than 
anticipated under current funding assumptions.  Transit investment is based on the new Golden 
Empire Long Range Transit Plan and the Kern Commuter Rail Study, and includes the new bus rapid 
transit/future light rail system for Metro Bakersfield, extends Metrolink commuter rail service from 
Lancaster to Rosamond, and adds additional local Amtrak service stops the San Joaquin Valley 
portion of Kern.  Additional bike and pedestrian improvements identified by the Kern County Bike 
Master Plan and Complete Streets Recommendations would enhance transportation in revitalized 
areas.  This alternative includes recommendations from the High Occupancy Vehicle/Bus Rapid 
Transit Study as well.   In addition, the alternative continues the rideshare program and the new 511 
traveler information system. 

 Maintenance Investment:  Increased to fully maintain transportation infrastructure.  

 Housing Choices:  ~53% of new housing growth characterized by multi-family, attached and small 
lot single family development less than or equal to 6,000 square feet located predominately in 
Metropolitan Bakersfield.  The mix of housing choice is based on the most aggressive of four recent 
studies that has looked at forecasted housing demand for the Kern region.  

 Transit Access:  ~83% of homes are within ½ mile of transit stops. 

 Revitalization:  In Metropolitan Bakersfield focus revitalization efforts at the transit oriented 
development (TOD)/infill sites identified in the GET Long Range Transit Plan. 

 Land Use Forecast:  Growth totals are the same as the old plan and the Regional Housing Needs 
Allocation.  The distribution in Metropolitan Bakersfield has been revised to assume all vacant lots in 
developed areas are filled, consistent with the existing general plan as well as major revitalization 
around TOD/infill sites and downtown.  This alternative uses Uplan land use model software 
developed by UC Davis to re-distribute the growth from areas with the lowest level of economic 
attractions in Metro Bakersfield to the infill areas. 

 
This alternative assumes an 11% increase in funding from various potential sources, advancing a portion 
of those funds for transit/bike/walk improvements by 2020, and would add an average of 3,100 jobs over 
the life of the plan or 80,400 job years however some of these jobs would happen sooner under this 
alternative.   This preliminary alternative run has shown an improvement in CO2 lbs/capita of ~18% below 
the 2005 level, exceeding the state goal of a 10% reduction of CO2 lbs/capita by 2035.   All results are 
preliminary as the modeling inputs and assumptions continue to be refined. 
 
The No-Build Alternative  
 
A no-build alternative will be included in the environmental document to analyze environmental effects if 
all new infrastructure investment were to cease after 2015, and growth continues to occur at forecasted 
rates. 
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Performance Measures and Indicators 
 
The outputs generated by the transportation model are used to produce performance measures. These 
measures such as Vehicle Miles Travels (VMT) are used to evaluate the efficiency of the transportation 
system (see table 2). Indicators are produced mainly from the outputs generated by the land use model 
(see table 3). Indicators such as land consumption are used to evaluate the impacts and benefits a future 
land use pattern may have. Indicators can also be used to evaluate co-benefits such as public health.  
ARB has established CO2 per capita as a key measure to determine that the SCS if implemented is 
projected to meet the SB 375 reduction targets of 5% by 2020 and 10% by 2035. 
 
Next Steps 
 
January 16, 2014 – TPPC/COG Board considers alternatives for inclusion in RTP Environmental 
Document 
February 2014 - 55-Day Public Review Draft of 2014 RTP 
March 2014 – 45-Day Public Review Draft of 2014 RTP Environmental Document 
April 2014 – Close Public Review Period 
June 2014 – TPPC/COG Board considers adoption 
 
Attachments 
 
Table 1 – Alternative Assumptions 
Table 2 – Alternatives Summary 
Table 3 – Alternatives Performance Indicators 
Alternative Summary Sheets 
 
 
ACTION:   
 
Approve the inclusion of these four alternatives in the development of the 2014 Regional Transportation 
Plan environmental document scheduled for public review beginning February 2014 and adoption by the 
TPPC in June 2014. VOICE VOTE. 
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Table 1 - Alternative Assumptions

Assumptions Old Plan
Preliminary 

Plan 

Intensified 

Alternative
Transit: Notes

Construct new transit lines Existing Enhanced Intensified
see GET 2012 Long Range Transit Plan 

(LRTP)

Expanded Bus Routes Coordinated with Planned Centers Existing Enhanced Intensified
see LRTP - accelerated in intensified 

alternative

Expand Passenger Rail Service (Metrolink, Amtrak, HSR) Existing Enhanced Intensified
see 2012 Kern Commuter Rail Study (KCRS)  

- accelerated in intensified alternative

Increase service (e.g., change transit headways, increase network 

connectivity)
Existing Enhanced Intensified

see LRTP - accelerated in intensified 

alternative

Expanded Transit Service Area Existing Enhanced Intensified
see LRTP - accelerated in intensified 

alternative

Rapid Bus/Shorter Wait Times Existing Enhanced Intensified
see LRTP - accelerated in intensified 

alternative

Upgrade transit service (e.g., improve service to express bus, 

etc.)
Existing Enhanced Intensified

see LRTP - accelerated in intensified 

alternative

Express Transit Existing Enhanced Intensified
see LRTP - accelerated in intensified 

alternative

Bus Rapid Transit Existing Enhanced Intensified
see LRTP - accelerated in intensified 

alternative

Light Rail None None None beyond 2040 ($4B)

Improve accessibility (e.g., change bike/walk access distance to 

transit stations, change auto access distance to transit stations)
Existing Enhanced Intensified accelerated in intensified alternative

Optimized Bus Routes Existing Enhanced Intensified
see LRTP - accelerated in intensified 

alternative

Transportation Demand Management:

Promote carpooling, vanpooling, telecommuting and 

teleconferencing
Existing Enhanced Enhanced Commute Kern and E-Trips programs

Expand Vanpools Existing Enhanced Enhanced see 2012 Kern MOU with CalVans

Promote walking and biking (e.g., new class I bicycle facilities, 

inter-city bikeways
Existing Enhanced Intensified

see 2012 Kern Bikeway Master Plan (BMP) - 

accelerated in intensified alternative

Implement employer-based trip reduction strategies and Indirect 

Source Rule
Existing Existing Existing SJVAPCD Rules 9410 & 9510

Pricing:

Change in auto operation cost/user fees Enhanced Enhanced Enhanced 2/3rds Increase in fuel cost

Increase the cost of parking Existing Existing Existing parking rates downtown

Change in transit fares Existing Existing Existing reduced fares for seniors/ADA

Road Projects:

Implement Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)/Traffic 

management (e.g., change auto travel times, change highway free-

flow speed, 511 travel info, signalization/syncronization, etc.)

Existing Enhanced Enhanced
new Kern 511 travel info system, continued 

signalization/sychronization program

Add HOV facilities None Enhanced Intensified
ramp metering - accelereated in the 

intensified scenario

Delay capacity increasing project (e.g., new beltway) Existing Enhanced Enhanced S. & W. Beltways delayed

Add general purpose lanes (e.g., reduce congestion and out-of-

direction travel)
Existing Existing Existing

includes Centennial connector and Hageman 

flyover projects

Land Use:

Modify distribution of households, population, jobs or other 

variables (infill along major transit corridor consistent with GP)
Existing Enhanced Intensified

limited to Bakersfield - Consistent with Core 

Area Impact Fee Development Incentive.

Rebalance housing closer to employment/shopping areas Existing Enhanced Enhanced
assumes more shopping opportunities and 

housing in outlying communities near jobs

Market based demand shift to smaller lots/multifamily Existing Enhanced Intensified limited to Bakersfield 

Improve the pedestrian environment (walk distance to transit 

centers)
Existing Enhanced Intensified incentivized by ISR rule

Goods Movement (non SB 375):

Relief of Tehachapi Pass rail bottleneck Existing Existing Existing increase class 1 rail capacity by 30%

Increase activity at intermodal rail freight facilities Existing Enhanced Enhanced Delano RailEx, and Shafter PLP intermodal

Smoother traffic flows through major highway corridors Existing Existing Existing SR58 and SR99 improvements

Distribution centers closer to center of population Existing Existing Existing geographic center of pop. for CA is in Kern

*Definitions: Existing = strategies in current plan; Enhanced = improvement over current plan; Intensified = improvement over enhanced strategies.

**Some of the listed scenario assumptions are not yet working in the model and maybe included as post model adjustments.  
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Table 2 - Preliminary MIP Model Results Summary  DRAFT  As of 12/04/2013 

 
 

Category 

 
 

Indicators & Measures 

2005 2020 2035 2040 

Backcast from 

MIP 2006 

model base 

year 

 
Old Plan 

(Alt. A) 

 
Preliminary 

Plan (Alt. C) 

 
Intensified 

(Alt. E) 

 
"No Build" 

 
Old Plan 

(Alt. A) 

 
Preliminary 

Plan (Alt. C) 

 
Intensified 

(Alt. E) 

 
"No Build" 

 
Old Plan 

(Alt. A) 

 
Preliminary 

Plan (Alt. C) 

 
Intensified 

(Alt. E) 

 
"No Build" 
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Total Population 762,000 1,010,800 1,010,800 1,010,800 1,010,800 1,321,000 1,321,000 1,321,000 1,321,000 1,444,100 1,444,100 1,444,100 1,444,100 

Households 260,700 319,200 319,200 319,200 319,200 417,200 417,200 417,200 417,200 456,100 456,100 456,100 456,100 

Jobs 286,432 365,700 365,700 365,700 365,700 460,674 460,674 460,674 460,674 501,710 501,710 501,710 501,710 
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) Residential High / Multi-Family1
 9.5% 7.8% 9.6% 10.0% 7.8% 7.6% 11.7% 12.9% 7.6% 7.5% 12.4% 13.5% 7.5% 

Residential Medium / Small Lot, duplex, triplex, bungalows 8.4% 18.5% 20.1% 21.3% 18.5% 16.6% 21.4% 25.4% 16.6% 16.1% 22.2% 25.8% 16.1% 

Residential Low / Single Family 82.1% 73.7% 70.3% 68.7% 73.7% 75.8% 66.9% 61.7% 75.8% 76.4% 65.4% 60.6% 76.4% 
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Households within 1/4 mile of Quality Transit Areas (Stops + Routes) - 186,912 184,183 218,075 197,154 218,931 242,434 283,601 218,926 227,371 283,465 298,589 226,667 

Households within 1/2 mile of Quality Transit Areas (Stops + Routes) - 242,836 255,156 267,817 246,578 275,919 310,705 348,181 275,917 287,698 356,204 370,058 286,095 

Public Transit (Boardings)2
 22,028 26,832 36,852 37,313 26,811 34,410 50,133 56,389 27,570 34,394 56,057 60,348 27,490 

Transit (Walk+Drive)2
 0.7% 0.6% 0.8% 0.8% 0.6% 0.6% 0.9% 1.0% 0.5% 0.5% 0.9% 1.0% 0.5% 

Bike+Walk (Non-Motorized)2
 6.3% 7.8% 8.0% 8.1% 7.9% 7.7% 8.0% 8.3% 7.7% 7.6% 8.1% 8.3% 7.7% 

Single Occupancy Vehicle (SOV)2
 43.4% 41.5% 41.3% 41.3% 41.5% 41.4% 41.1% 40.9% 41.3% 41.3% 40.9% 40.9% 41.2% 

High Occupancy Vehicles (HOV) 2+ per vehicle2
 49.6% 50.1% 49.8% 49.8% 50.0% 50.4% 50.1% 49.8% 50.5% 50.5% 50.0% 49.9% 50.6% 
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Total SB 375 Emissions 6,357 7,384 7,253 7,229 7,328 9,455 9,196 8,963 9,949 10,430 10,039 9,912 11,112 

Per Capita SB 375 CO2 Emissions by Passenger Vehicles per Weekday 

(lbs) 
16.70 14.61 14.35 14.30 14.50 14.31 13.92 13.57 15.06 14.44 13.90 13.73 15.39 

Per Capita Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) (All Trips) 29.18 27.50 27.21 27.14 27.37 27.55 26.92 25.93 27.81 27.76 26.45 25.04 28.12 

Total VMT per Weekday  (Miles, in Thousands) 22,236 27,802 27,508 27,431 27,667 36,388 35,560 34,249 36,740 40,084 38,197 36,160 40,610 

Total SB 375 VMT by Passenger Vehicles per Weekday (-XX, Miles, in 

Thousands) 
18,452 21,242 20,947 20,871 21,105 27,278 26,452 25,739 27,623 30,129 28,837 28,386 30,643 

Difference between Scenarios and 2005 Base Per Capita CO2 16.7 lbs 

(0% reduction below 2005 Base)(Targets set by CARB - Targeted 

Reduction by 2020 - 5%  & Targeted Reduction by 2035 - 10%) 

 
0.0% 

 
-12.5% 

 
-14.1% 

 
-14.4% 

 
-13.2% 

 
-14.3% 

 
-16.6% 

 
-18.7% 

 
-9.8% 

 
-13.5% 

 
-16.7% 

 
-17.8% 

 
-7.8% 
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Q
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SJV NOx (Tons/Day) Budget 18.6 

  
22.79 

 
22.45 

 
22.34 

 
22.66 

 
18.07 

 
17.61 

 
16.90 

 
18.26 

 
19.84 

 
18.54 

 
17.39 

 
20.12 

Kern SB 375Scenario Development - Notes and Assumptions (See Scenario Detail Sheets for more information) 

This is a modified version of the spreadsheet compiled by ARB.  The purpose of this spreadsheet is to facilitate scenario data review and development. 

2005 emissions were backcast from Kern 2006 base model to 2005 model using the change in observed travel from HPMS. 

Population projections are based on Kern COG Growth Forecast adopted in Oct 2009 and were updated to observed 2010 Census data. 

EMFAC2011 used for emissions results. 

Land Use Scenarios do not change General Plan densities or areas. 
1. 

2005 Percentages based on DOF E-5 and E-8 reports 
2. 

2005 Boardings based on 2006 model, all other 2005 modes based on 2008 MIP, bike+walk interpolated between 2001 CHTS and 2008 MIP, difference included as SOV 



 

Kern Scenario Development - Indicator Worksheet - 2035 
 

Table 3 - Preliminary Model Results - Indicators DRAFT  As of 12/04/2013 

 
Alternative Indicators 

 
Description 

 

Old Plan (Alt. 

A) 

 

Preliminary 

Plan (Alt. C) 

 

Intensified (Alt. 

E) 

 
"No Build" 

 
Source 

VMT Per Capita Vehicle Miles Traveled per person (Weekday) 27.55 26.92 25.93 27.81 KernCOG Travel Model 

 

Total VMT 
 

Total Vehicle Miles Traveled annually (Billions) 
 

13.28 
 

12.98 
 

12.50 
 

13.41 
 

KernCOG Travel Model 

 
Mode share. Percent of trips 

(commute / non-commute / all) 

by travel mode: e.g. auto, bike, 

walk, transit, car share 2+, etc. 

Drive Alone 41.36% 41.08% 40.93% 41.30% KernCOG Travel Model 

Shared Ride 2 25.10% 25.00% 24.91% 25.11% KernCOG Travel Model 

Shared Ride 3 25.29% 25.08% 24.86% 25.35% KernCOG Travel Model 

Transit (Walk + Drive) 0.56% 0.88% 1.00% 0.50% KernCOG Travel Model 

Walk 6.71% 6.97% 7.28% 6.75% KernCOG Travel Model 

Bike 0.98% 0.99% 1.02% 0.99% KernCOG Travel Model 

Fuel Consumption (Total) Fuel (Million Gallons of Gasoline - Annual) 462 448 436 468 KernCOG Travel Model 

 

Transportation Options in 

Compact Neighborhoods 

Proportion of daily trips less than 3 miles and less than 

1 mile by mode (walking/biking/bus and rail 

transit/driving) 

     

Rural Mobility % of HH with no access to transit (rural / urban / all) 34% 26% 17% 34% GIS Analysis 

Health/Other Cost Indicators      
 
 
 
 
Per Capita Criteria Pollutants 

(lbs/person/year) (EIR Data) 

Criteria pollutants per capita (ROG) from all vehicles 

(passenger vehicles / freight / all) 

 

4.01 
 

3.92 
 

3.78 
 

4.05 
 

EMFAC Report 

Criteria pollutants per capita (NOX) from all vehicles 

(passenger vehicles / freight / all) 

 

11.80 
 

11.54 
 

11.11 
 

11.93 
 

EMFAC Report 

Criteria pollutants per capita (CO) from all vehicles 

(passenger vehicles / freight / all) 

 

28.08 
 

27.46 
 

26.49 
 

28.47 
 

EMFAC Report 

Criteria pollutants per capita (PM2.5) from all 

vehicles (passenger vehicles / freight / all) 

 

0.80 
 

0.78 
 

0.76 
 

0.81 
 

EMFAC Report 

Criteria pollutants per capita (PM10) from all vehicles 

(passenger vehicles / freight / all) 

 

1.61 
 

1.57 
 

1.51 
 

1.63 
 

EMFAC Report 

 

 
Avoided Health Incidences (1) 

 
Annual reduction in respiratory related incidences 

(from NOX exposure) compared to Alternative A 

 

 
Base (0) 

 

 
675 

 

 
1,716 

 

 
-279 

(1) TIAX LLC prepared for the 

American Lung Association of 

California, 2011. Not for use as 

inputs. 
 

 
Health Care Costs ($) 

 

Daily health-related costs due to transportation- 

related pollutant emissions (PM2.5, NOx, SOx, ROG, 

Ozone) 

 

 
$  1,154,808 

 

 
$  1,128,367 

 

 
$  1,087,033 

 

 
$  1,168,570 

(1) TIAX LLC prepared for the 

American Lung Association of 

California, 2011. Not for use as 

inputs. 

GHG Cost 2010$/ton CO2 $  867,666 $  887,007 $  848,587 $  818,084  
Ozone: Agiculture & Forests 2010$/ton (NOx+VOC) $  9,099 $  8,894 $  8,568 $  9,199  
Visibility 2010$/ton (PM+NOx+SOx+VOC) $  38,557 $  37,684 $  36,304 $  38,981  
Energy Security Premium 2010$/gal petroleum $  1,389,351 $  1,357,741 $  1,307,681 $  1,402,801  
Transportation-Related Physical 

Activity 

 

Daily walk/bike travel time (in minutes) per capita      

Resource Conservation Indicators      
 
 

 
Land Consumed 

Total land consumed due to new development 

(important farmland / identified natural resource 

areas by type [state- or federally-designated habitat 

lands, floodplains, riparian areas, vernal pools, 

forested areas, groundwater recharge zones] / all) 

(Acres) 

 

 
 

53,130 

 

 
 

46,020 

 

 
 

44,010 

 

 
 

53,130 

 
 

 
GIS Analysis 

(Square Miles) 83.0 71.9 68.8 83.0 

 
 
Important Farmland Consumed 

(as defined by SB 375) 

Total important farmland consumed due to new 

development (where "important" includes prime, 

statewide importance) outside Spheres of Influence. 

(Square Miles) 

 

 
1.77 

 

 
1.13 

 

 
0.95 

 

 
1.77 

 

 
GIS Analysis 

Percent of important farmland consumed (SB375) 0.14% 0.09% 0.08% 0.14% GIS Analysis 



 

Kern Scenario Development - Indicator Worksheet - 2035 
 

Table 3 - Preliminary Model Results - Indicators DRAFT  As of 12/04/2013 

 
Alternative Indicators 

 
Description 

 

Old Plan (Alt. 

A) 

 

Preliminary 

Plan (Alt. C) 

 

Intensified (Alt. 

E) 

 
"No Build" 

 
Source 

 
 
Important Farmland Consumed 

(total) 

Total important farmland consumed due to new 

development (where "important" includes prime, 

statewide importance) include inside SOI. (sq. mi.) 

 
33.55 

 
23.88 

 
20.81 

 
33.55 

 
GIS Analysis 

Percent total important farmland consumed due to 

new development (where "important" includes prime, 

statewide importance) include inside SOI. 

 
2.74% 

 
1.95% 

 
1.70% 

 
2.74% 

 
GIS Analysis 

Percent of Growth by Land Type 
Land use mix: Percentage of new development that is 

infill/redevelopment (revitalized). 

 

0.7% 
 

7.5% 
 

14.2% 
 

1% 
 

GIS Analysis 

Efficiency       
 

Water Consumption(4) 
 

Water usage from new growth(million gal/day) 
 

10.57 
 

9.57 
 

9.05 
 

10.57 
(4) Vickers, Amy. Handbook of 

Water Use and Conservation. (2001) 

 
Fiscal Impacts of Growth(2) 

Metro Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee (TIF) 

Program  cost (Fee reduced 50% inside core 

area))(Billion $'s) 

 
2.13 

 
1.93 

 
1.78 

 
2.13 

 

(2) HCD Central Valley South 

Bakersfield - Impact Fees (1999) 

 
Energy Usage(3) 

 

Total energy consumption from new growth(Billon 

Btu) 

 
13,453 

 
12,026 

 
11,316 

 
13,453 

(3) US Energy Information 

Administration (EIA), 2009 

Residential Energy Consumption 

 

Congested Vehicle Hours 
 

Condition - Level of Service D-F 
 

80,464 
 

81,747 
 

82,317 
 

204,319 
 

KernCOG Travel Model 

 

Congested Vehicle Hours 
 

Condition - Level of Service D-F (EJ Communities) 
 

6,958 
 

15,398 
 

16,903 
 

14,080 
 

KernCOG Travel Model 

Equity       
 

 
 

Walk/Bike Accessibility 

Proportion of households that can walk or bike (10 

minutes) to meet at least 50 percent of their daily 

needs. Public daily needs defined as: schools, parks, 

healthcare institutions and transit. Private daily needs 

defined as: restaurants, grocery stores, food markets 

and childcare. (2040) 

 
84% 

 
93% 

 
93% 

 
84% 

 
Public 

 
90% 

 
90% 

 
90% 

 
90% 

 
Private 

 

Protection of Sensitive Sites 

from Roadway Pollutants (noise, 

air quality, etc.) 

Percentage of HH within 1/4 mile of a high-volume 

roadway (all areas) (2040) 

 

37,384 
 

42,482 
 

42,238   
GIS Analysis 

Percentage of HH within 1/4 mile of a high-volume 

roadway (EJ areas) (2040) 

 

30,706 
 

17,899 
 

18,110  

Transit Accessibility to Job 

Centers 

Average travel time to major job centers (all areas) 32.78 28.19 28.08 33.67  

GIS Analysis 
Average travel time to major job centers (EJ Areas) 31.63 25.19 25.48 32.13 

Housing & Employment      

 

Distance of Housing and 

Employment from Major Transit 

Stations (Growth Only) 

Percent of new housing located within 1/2 mile of 

transit stops and centers. 

 

34% 
 

44% 
 

56% 
 

34%  
GIS Analysis 

Percent of new employment located within 1/2 mile 

of transit stops and centers. 

 

22% 
 

34% 
 

36% 
 

22% 

 
Transit Accessibility Households 

(Growth Only) 

New housing located within 1/2 mile of transit stops 

and centers 

 

54,921 
 

70,583 
 

90,312 
 

54,921 
 

 
GIS Analysis 

New employment located within 1/2 mile of transit 

stops and centers 

 

33,651 
 

52,000 
 

54,314 
 

33,651 

Jobs / Housing Fit Jobs-housing balance and fit (Jobs/Household) 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 GIS Analysis 

 
Household Costs 

% of HH income spent on Housing, utility + 

Transportation (each separately and combined, by 

income category) 

 
$  22,890 

 
$  22,375 

 
$  21,550 

 
$  23,112 

(5) AAA - 2013 Edition Your Driving 

Costs - assumes 15,000 miles per year 

per driver 

 
Housing Type  (Acres) 

(Growth Only) Countywide (7) 

Total 41,680 34,750 32,370 41,680  

 
GIS Analysis 

Multi-Family 780 2,060 1,640 780 

Small-lot/Townhome 1,860 4,060 5,950 1,860 

Large-lot 39,040 28,630 24,780 39,040 



 

Kern Scenario Development - Indicator Worksheet - 2035 
 

Table 3 - Preliminary Model Results - Indicators DRAFT  As of 12/04/2013 

 
Alternative Indicators 

 
Description 

 

Old Plan (Alt. 

A) 

 

Preliminary 

Plan (Alt. C) 

 

Intensified (Alt. 

E) 

 
"No Build" 

 
Source 

 
Housing Type  (Units) 

(Growth Only) Countywide (7) 

Total 161,000 160,900 160,900 161,000  

 
GIS Analysis 

Multi-Family 10,500 27,600 32,800 10,500 

Small-lot/Townhome 16,700 36,600 53,200 16,700 

Large-lot 133,800 96,700 74,900 133,800 

 
Housing Type % (Units) 

(Growth Only) Countywide (7) 

Total 100% 100% 100% 100%  

 
GIS Analysis 

Multi-Family 6.5% 17.2% 20.4% 6.5% 

Small-lot/Townhome 10.4% 22.7% 33.1% 10.4% 

Large-lot 83.1% 60.1% 46.6% 83.1% 

 
Housing Type % (Units) 

(Growth Only) Metro Only (7)(8) 

Total 100% 100% 100% 100%  

 
GIS Analysis 

Multi-Family 8.2% 21.9% 26.5% 8.2% 

Small-lot/Townhome 13.0% 28.9% 44.1% 13.0% 

Large-lot 78.8% 49.2% 29.5% 78.8% 
 

Housing Type % (Units) 

(Growth Only) Non-Metro Only 

(7)(8) 

Total 100% 100% 100% 100%  

 
GIS Analysis 

Multi-Family 2.9% 7.0% 7.0% 2.9% 

Small-lot/Townhome 4.5% 9.6% 9.0% 4.5% 

Large-lot 92.6% 83.4% 84.0% 92.6% 
 

Housing Type  (Units) 

(Existing + Growth) Countywide 

(7) 

Total 417,300 417,200 417,200 417,300  

 
GIS Analysis 

Multi-Family 31,640 48,740 53,940 31,640 

Small-lot/Townhome 69,360 89,260 105,860 69,360 

Large-lot 316,300 279,200 257,400 316,300 

Housing Type (Units) in Metro 

Transportation Impact Fee Core 

Incentive Area   (Growth Only) 

(7) 

Total 1,130 14,040 32,140 1,130  

 
GIS Analysis 

Multi-Family 0 7,620 15,910 0 

Small-lot/Townhome 20 5,450 15,230 20 

Large-lot 1,110 970 1,000 1,110 
 

Housing Type (%) Units in Metro 

Transportation Impact Fee Core 

Incentive Area (Growth Only) (7) 

Total 0.7% 8.7% 20.0% 0.7%  

 
GIS Analysis 

Multi-Family 0.0% 27.6% 48.5% 0.0% 

Small-lot/Townhome 0.1% 14.9% 28.6% 0.1% 

Large-lot 0.8% 1.0% 1.3% 0.8% 

 

Notes: Line items with missing data are still under development. Some totals may not add due to rounding. 

(1) TIAX LLC prepared for the American Lung Association of California, 2011.  (Table 3.2-5 - 2035) Not for use as inputs. 

(2) HCD Central Valley South Bakersfield - Impact Fees (1999) 

(3) US Energy Information Administration (EIA), 2009 Residential Energy Consumption Survey 

(4) Rapid Fire - Vickers, Amy. Handbook of Water Use and Conservation. (2001) 

(5) AAA - 2013 Edition Your Driving Costs - assumes 15,000 miles per year per driver 

(6) Housing unit growth and housing type distributions vary within each city and community, see locally adopted general plans for housing details. 

(7) Housing unit allocations and percentages are based on Land Use Modeling results and should be interpreted as approximations. 

(8) Metro and Non-Metro  housing unit percentages  do not average to represent  the countywide  housing unit percentages.  The Metro and Non-Metro  units are weighted to represent 

accurate population  distributions between the Metro and Non-Metro  areas. 



Alternative Summary Sheet 
For Discussion Purposes Only 

 
 

Title of Alternative: 2035 “Old Plan”  
 
Status as of October 1, 2013 
 
Description and Assumptions: 
The 2035 Base “Old Plan” uses transportation planning assumptions from the Kern 
COG 2011 RTP list of constrained projects, reflecting modest improvements to transit, 
bike and walk infrastructure.  This alternative represents a continuation of the growth 
pattern occurring in Kern County over the past several decades.  Representing 2/3rds of 
the growth for the region, Metropolitan Bakersfield growth in this alternative occurs 
primarily on the periphery.  This alternative would have the largest development 
footprint.   
 
Results: The 2035 Base shows a 14.3% decrease in CO2 lbs./capita compared to 
2005 levels.  
 
 
Indicator or Measure for 2035 2035  Difference 

from 2005 
Public Transit Boarding’s (daily) 34,410 +56.2% 
SB 375 CO2/Capita 14.31 -14.3% 
Per Capital VMT/Weekday  27.55 -5.1% 
Per Capita SB 375 VMT (Minus External Trips) 20.65 -14.3% 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 



Land Use Pattern Map & LOS – 2035 Old Plan 

 
 
 
 

2035 SOCIO-ECONOMIC DATA TABLE 
 

 
 

  

2035 Scenario A

RSA Households Employment Households Employment Households Employment

Greater Arvin  4,596             3,767               5,200             9,300               24                   221                 

Greater Cal City/Mojave 7,307             5,609               11,100          14,300            152                348                 

Greater Delano/McFarland  13,712          22,721            16,800          29,300            124                263                 

Greater Frazier Park 3,484             3,419               9,100             6,400               225                119                 

Greater Lake Isabella 7,634             3,091               11,900          5,600               171                100                 

Greater Ridgecrest  13,775          13,841            17,400          22,700            145                354                 

Greater Rosamond  7,318             17,980            14,400          22,700            283                189                 

Greater Shafter  6,212             19,183            17,800          35,500            464                653                 

Greater Taft/Maricopa  6,189             10,866            9,000             14,900            112                161                 

Greater Tehachapi  11,614          10,499            23,000          23,900            455                536                 

Greater Wasco  6,087             13,563            10,700          18,100            185                181                 

Greater Metro Bakersfield 168,373        183,660          271,400        256,700          4,121             2,922              

Total 256,300        308,199          417,800        459,400         

*Values may not sum due to rounding Updated 11/04/2013

2010 2035 Annual Growth



Alternative Summary Sheet 
For Discussion Purposes Only 

 
 

Scenario Title: 2035 “Preliminary Plan”  
 
Status as of November 5, 2013 
 
Scenario Description and Assumptions: 
The “Preliminary Plan” alternative has undergone refinements in the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield area incorporating feedback from the August 2013 public workshops and 5 
recent studies.  The “Preliminary Plan” alternative uses transportation planning 
assumptions from the current 2011 RTP list of constrained projects and includes new 
investments in highway maintenance and transit/bike/walk infrastructure.  This 
alternative represents growth patterns that align with recent general plan updates, local 
planning assumptions, climate action plans, and regional studies undertaken since the 
“Old Plan”.  The “Preliminary Plan” alternative assumes an increase in demand for 
multi-family, townhomes and small lot housing in Bakersfield resulting in an 17% 
decrease in total housing acreage consumed in Metro Bakersfield by this alternative 
compared to the “Old Plan”.  
 
Primary Changes from “Old Plan”: 
Highway Investment:  Postpone the Bakersfield South Beltway beyond 2014 and 
postpone the West Beltway nine years to 2025. 
Transit/Bike/Walk Investment:  Transit investment based on the new Golden Empire 
Long Range Transit Plan and the Kern Commuter Rail Study.  Extends Metrolink 
commuter rail service from Lancaster to Rosamond, and adds additional local Amtrak 
service stops in Kern.  Additional bike and pedestrian improvements identified by the 
Kern County Bike Master Plan and Complete Streets Recommendations. 
Maintenance Investment:  Increased to fully maintain transportation infrastructure. 
Housing Choices:  40% of new housing growth characterized by multi-family, 
attached and small lot single family development less than or equal to 6,000 square feet 
primarily in Metro Bakersfield compared to 17% in the “Old Plan”. 
 
Results: The 2035 Base shows a ~17% decrease in CO2 lbs./capita compared to 
2005 levels.  
 
Indicator or Measure for 2035 2035  Difference 

from 2005 
Public Transit Boarding’s (daily) 50,148 +127% 
SB 375 CO2/Capita 13.92 -16.6% 
Per Capital VMT/Weekday   26.92 -7.3% 
Per Capita SB 375 VMT (Minus External Trips) 20.04 -16.8% 

 

 
 



 

Land Use Pattern Map & LOS – 2035 Preliminary Plan 

 
 

2035 SOCIO-ECONOMIC DATA TABLE 
 
 

 
  

2035 Scenario C

RSA Households Employment Households Employment Households Employment

Greater Arvin  4,596             3,767               5,600             4,400               40                   25                    

Greater Cal City/Mojave 7,307             5,609               10,600          14,300            132                348                 

Greater Delano/McFarland  13,712          22,721            16,800          29,300            124                263                 

Greater Frazier Park 3,484             3,419               8,100             6,400               185                119                 

Greater Lake Isabella 7,634             3,091               11,300          5,600               147                100                 

Greater Ridgecrest  13,775          13,841            17,400          22,700            145                354                 

Greater Rosamond  7,318             17,980            14,900          22,800            303                193                 

Greater Shafter  6,212             19,183            16,100          36,600            396                697                 

Greater Taft/Maricopa  6,189             10,866            9,100             14,900            116                161                 

Greater Tehachapi  11,614          10,499            27,400          23,000            631                500                 

Greater Wasco  6,087             13,563            10,700          18,000            185                177                 

Greater Metro Bakersfield 168,373        183,660          269,900        262,600          4,061             3,158              

Total 256,300        308,199          417,900        460,600         

*Values  may not sum due to rounding Updated 11/04/2013

2010 2035 Annual Growth



Alternative Summary Sheet 
For Discussion Purposes Only 

 
 

Title of Alternative: 2035 “Intensified Alternative”  
 
Status as of October 1, 2013 
 
Scenario Description and Assumptions: 
The “Intensified Alternative” builds on transportation planning assumptions from the 
“Preliminary Plan” list of financially constrained projects and intensified investment in 
transit/bike/walk infrastructure.  This alternative represents growth patterns that align 
with recent general plan updates, climate action plans, and regional studies undertaken 
since the “Old Plan” was adopted.  The “Intensified Alternative” assumes a major 
increase in demand for multi-family, townhomes and small lot housing in Bakersfield, 
resulting in a 22% decrease in total housing acreage consumed in Metro Bakersfield by 
this alternative compared to the “Old Plan”.  At the recommendation of the Kern COG’s 
RTP EIR consultant some changes to the “Intensified Alternative” have been made 
since the July 2013 RPAC meeting to provide a broader range of alternatives to be 
analyzed in the EIR. 
  
Primary Changes From “Preliminary Plan”: 
Transit/Bike/Walk Investment:  Assumes full funding of the 2035 transit/bike/walk 
improvements by 2020.  These improvements would require the identification of a new 
funding source that could be bonded against to deliver the projects sooner than 
anticipated under current funding assumptions.  Includes recommendations from the 
High Occupancy Vehicle/Bus Rapid Transit Study. Includes low High-Speed Rail 
assumptions. 
Housing Choices:  53% of new housing growth characterized by multi-family, 
attached and small lot single family development less than or equal to 6,000 square feet 
located predominately in Metropolitan Bakersfield as compared to 40% in the 
“Preliminary Plan”. 
Transit Access:  83% of homes are within ½ mile of transit stops compared to 74% in 
the “Preliminary Plan”. 
 
Results: The 2035 Base shows an 18.7% decrease in CO2 lbs./capita compared to 
2005 levels. 
 
Indicator or Measure for 2035 2035  Difference 

from 2005 
Public Transit Boarding’s (daily) 56,389 +156% 
SB 375 CO2/Capita 13.57 -18.7% 
Per Capital VMT/Weekday  25.93 -10.7% 
Per Capita SB 375 VMT (Minus External Trips) 19.48 -19.0% 

 



2035 Scenario E

RSA Households Employment Households Employment Households Employment

Greater Arvin  4,596             3,767               5,600             4,400               40                   25                    

Greater Cal City/Mojave 7,307             5,609               10,900          11,500            144                236                 

Greater Delano/McFarland  13,712          22,721            16,800          29,300            124                263                 

Greater Frazier Park 3,484             3,419               8,100             6,500               185                123                 

Greater Lake Isabella 7,634             3,091               11,300          5,500               147                96                    

Greater Ridgecrest  13,775          13,841            17,400          22,700            145                354                 

Greater Rosamond  7,318             17,980            14,500          25,000            287                281                 

Greater Shafter  6,212             19,183            16,300          35,800            404                665                 

Greater Taft/Maricopa  6,189             10,866            8,900             14,900            108                161                 

Greater Tehachapi  11,614          10,499            26,500          23,000            595                500                 

Greater Wasco  6,087             13,563            10,700          18,000            185                177                 

Greater Metro Bakersfield 168,373        183,660          270,800        263,400          4,097             3,190              

Total 256,300        308,199          417,800        460,000         

*Values may not sum due to rounding Updated 11/04/2013

2010 2035 Annual Growth

Land Use Pattern Map & LOS 2035 Intensified Alternative 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2035 SOCIO-ECONOMIC DATA TABLE 
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January 16, 2014 

 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Raquel Pacheco, 
   Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM H. 

REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (RSTP) –  
FINAL FUND ESTIMATE AND DRAFT PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 

Kern COG staff developed a revised fund estimate and a Draft RSTP Program of Projects. This report 
was reviewed by the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. 
 

DISCUSSION: 

Timeline 

The next task in the Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) call for projects process is to distribute the 

draft program of projects for review as shown below: 

 

RSTP Call for Projects Timeline (approved 4/18/13) 
 

Date Task 

  

January 2014 Present Draft Program of Projects to TTAC and TPPC 

February 2014 Approve Final Program of Projects and introduction into FTIP 
 
 
Kern COG staff has processed submitted applications and developed a Draft Program of Projects. A Final 
Program will be presented for approval at the February 20, 2014 Kern COG Board meeting. The 
approved RSTP Program of Projects will then be incorporated into the Draft 2015 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program (FTIP) that will be out for public review beginning in March 2014. Kern COG staff 
may process an amendment to the 2013 FTIP if time allows. 
 
Fund Estimate 
This call for projects will introduce projects to program against federal fiscal years 14/15 and 15/16. The 
fund estimate was approved at the April 18, 2013 Kern COG Board meeting. On November 4, 2013, Kern 
COG received revised estimates from Caltrans. The revised fair share estimate is shown on the next 
page. Please note that the Regional Traffic Count Program is not part of the fair share estimate. This 
project was approved as part of a Memorandum of Understanding between City of Bakersfield, County of 
Kern, Caltrans, and Kern COG.  
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Table 1:  RSTP Fair Share Estimate (revised 1/16/14) 

      [x $1,000] 

Federal Fiscal Years 14/15 15/16

Available to Program $10,285 $10,285 

Agency Population % Total

Arvin 19,849 2.34% $241 $241 $482 

Bakersfield 354,480 41.70% $4,289 $4,289 $8,578 

California City 13,260 1.56% $160 $160 $320 

Delano 52,005 6.12% $629 $629 $1,258 

Maricopa 1,163 0.14% $14 $14 $28 

McFarland 12,333 1.45% $149 $149 $298 

Ridgecrest 28,089 3.30% $339 $339 $678 

Shafter 16,928 1.99% $205 $205 $410 

Taft 8,906 1.05% $108 $108 $216 

Tehachapi 13,872 1.63% $168 $168 $336 

Wasco 25,324 2.98% $307 $307 $614 

County of Kern 303,797 35.74% $3,676 $3,676 $7,352 

Totals 850,006 $20,570  
 
Source: Population figures from California State Department of Finance 1/1/12. 

 
 
The attached Draft RSTP Program of Projects closely reflects estimates shown in the table above.  Kern 
COG staff proposes to fully program all available funding as part of the Draft RSTP Program of Projects. 
Kern COG staff received revised project information from the following agencies: Bakersfield, California 
City, Delano, Ridgecrest, Taft, Tehachapi, and Wasco.  
 
The Kern COG staff and the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval of the 
revised fund estimate. 
 
 
Enclosure: “Draft 2013 RSTP Program of Projects Summary” 
 
 
ACTION:   
 
Approve the Revised RSTP Fund Estimate. VOICE VOTE. 

 



DRAFT 2013 RSTP Program of Projects Summary

Lead Project RSTP LOCAL RSTP LOCAL RSTP LOCAL

$10,285,441 $10,285,441 $20,570,882

Arvin IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$47,443 $6,147 $434,557 $128,141 $482,000 $134,288

Bakersfield IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$3,810,999 $493,756 $4,762,045 $616,976 $8,573,044 $1,110,732

Cal. City IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$38,922 $5,043 $281,078 $36,418 $320,000 $41,461

Delano IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$61,971 $8,029 $1,196,029 $164,030 $1,258,000 $172,059

Kern Co. IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$5,879,762 $762,000 $1,466,238 $642,000 $7,346,000 $1,404,000

McFarland IN MCFARLAND: KERN AVE FROM 2ND ST TO 
3RD ST; LANDSCAPING AND PEDESTRIAN 
IMPROVEMENTS

$35,280 $4,571 $262,720 $95,939 $298,000 $100,510

Ridgecrest IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$89,503 $11,597 $588,497 $76,247 $678,000 $87,844

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR NON-
CAPACITY WIDENING (NO ADDITIONAL 
TRAVEL LANES)

$228,000 $49,000 $0 $0 $228,000 $49,000

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$0 $0 $182,000 $23,581 $182,000 $23,581

State IN MARICOPA: SR 33 AT STANISLAUS ST; 
INSTALL RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASHING 
BEACON NEAR PEDESTRIAN CROSSING

$8,853 $1,147 $30,985 $4,015 $39,838 $5,162

Taft IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION 
(NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY)

$17,230 $2,593 $198,770 $25,754 $216,000 $28,347

Tehachapi IN TEHACHAPI: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$20,890 $3,110 $315,110 $40,827 $336,000 $43,937

Wasco IN WASCO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$46,588 $6,037 $567,412 $73,516 $614,000 $79,553

RSTP LOCAL RSTP LOCAL RSTP LOCAL

Total RSTP Requested $10,285,441 $1,353,030 $10,285,441 $1,927,444 $20,570,882 $3,280,474

Balance of Available Apportionment / programmed $0 $0 $0

$79,677 $10,323 $79,677 $10,323 $159,354 $20,646
Kern COG: Regional Traffic Count Program - approved under 

separate action

2014-15 2015-16

Available Apportionment by Year

2014-15 2015-16 Total

Total

Shafter

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments November 22, 2013 Version 1 1
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January 16, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:  Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM I. 

CONGESTION MITIGATION AIR QUALITY (CMAQ) –  
UPDATED TIMELINE AND DRAFT Program OF PROJECTS 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Kern COG staff developed an updated timeline and a Draft CMAQ Program of Projects. This report was 
reviewed by the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. 
 

DISCUSSION: 

Timeline 

The TTAC subcommittee has reviewed the Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) call for projects 
applications and initial ranking as shown below: 

 

CMAQ Call for Projects Timeline (proposed update 1/16/14) 
 

Date Task 

April 2013 Approve Timeline and Fund Estimate 

Late April 2013 Advertise Call for Projects 

September 2013 Candidate Projects Due 

November 2013 Develop Program of Projects; TTAC submits application comments 

December 2013 TTAC subcommittee (peer) review of applications and initial rankings 

February January 2014 Update Program of Projects as needed 

March February 2014 Present Draft Program of Projects to TTAC and TPPC 

April March 2014 Approve Final Program of Projects and introduction into FTIP 

Kern COG staff is proposing advancing the timeline for approval of the Final Program of Projects from 
April 2014 to March 2014. This is in order to coincide with the circulation of the Draft 2014 Regional 
Transportation Plan. 

Project Analysis 

Kern COG staff has processed the applications submitted and developed a Draft CMAQ Program of 
Projects. This call for projects will introduce projects to program against federal fiscal years 14/15 and 
15/16. Submitted applications totaled about double the estimated revenue of $19.8 million (Caltrans 
revised estimate received November 4, 2013). This Draft is a work in progress, subject to further revisions 
and refinement. Kern COG staff has considered the following factors in the development of the proposed 
program of projects:  
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 Use of Kern COG CMAQ Policy and Procedures for technical analysis; 

 Use of Federal Highway Administration CMAQ Program Guidance for eligibility criteria; 

 Use of Air Resources Board’s methodology for calculating emission reduction and cost-effectiveness; 

 Use of Fresno Council of Governments’ methodology for calculating emission reduction and cost-
effectiveness because there is no Air Resources Board methodology for unpaved streets and 
shoulder projects; 

 Program all available federal funds estimated by Caltrans; and 

 Leverage other possible funds available from outside sources.   
 
The “Draft CMAQ 2013 – Summary of Comments and Responses” was first distributed under a separate 
cover with all the submitted applications as well as part of the November 6, 2013 TTAC agenda packet. 
The enclosed “Draft CMAQ 2013 – Summary of Comments and Responses version 2” includes updated 
responses from the City of Delano and the Golden Empire Transit District. 

 The City of Delano has withdrawn their application for the rail spur project. 

 Golden Empire Transit District clarified that the solar energy project emission reductions are accurate. 
The cost effectiveness recalculation is in progress. 

 
The enclosed “Draft CMAQ 2013 – TTAC Summary of Comments and Responses version 1” includes 
comments/questions submitted by TTAC members by the November 22, 2013 deadline. This summary 
has been circulated under a separate cover to the CMAQ applicants as well as the TTAC. Responses 
from the applicants were due December 5, 2013 and were discussed at the December 11, 2013 CMAQ 
Workshop. 
 
The enclosed “Summary of Programming by Category” provides an overview of available funding for each 
programming year and the total amount of proposed programming that was identified for each CMAQ 
category. The “available target amounts” by category were approved by the Kern COG Board at their 
April 2013 meeting. It is Kern COG staff’s intent to select projects for all available funding identified in this 
cycle, by March 2014. Kern COG staff is considering the option of selecting additional substitute projects 
for programming in an outer year. Details regarding the implementation of this option will follow. 
 
The Kern COG staff and the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval of the 
revised timeline. 
 
Enclosures:    “Draft 2013 CMAQ – Summary of Comments and Responses version 2” 

                       “Draft 2013 CMAQ – TTAC Summary of Comments and Responses version 1” 

“Draft 2013 CMAQ Program of Projects – Summary of Programming by Category” 

 

 
ACTION:   
 
Approve the Updated CMAQ Call for Projects Timeline. VOICE VOTE. 

 



 
 
 

Draft 2013 CMAQ – 
 

Summary of Comments and Responses 
version 2 
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Kern 
Council of Governments staff with responses from applicant. 
 
 

City of Bakersfield surface unpaved shoulders 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. What is the source of the PM10 emission 
factors (Before 0.0184 and After 0.005)? 

Since there is no Air Resources Board (ARB) 
methodology, provided a recalculation based on 
Fresno Council of Governments’ methodology 

2. Based on method provided, could not 
replicate the cost benefit. 

Since there is no Air Resources Board (ARB) 
methodology, provided a recalculation based on 
Fresno Council of Governments’ methodology 

City of Bakersfield signals/coordination 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

3. Before Speed Factor and After Speed 
Factor different than what is in the ARB 
Emissions Table May 2013 and therefore 
emissions reductions and cost benefit are 
incorrect. Need to recalculate. 

Provided recalculation based on ARB Emissions 
Table May 2013 

4. If project is not going to be improvement in 
LOS, what is purpose of project? 

Agency provided the calculation because there is a 
benefit to the main corridor but did not expect 
points for LOS 

City of Bakersfield – Harris at Mountain Vista signal; Snow at Norris signal; Snow at Jewetta signal 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

5. Livability question #4 response relies on 
GET bus system, but this project is not on 
a GET bus route. Please explain. 

Agreed that project is not on a GET bus route 

City of Bakersfield bike lanes 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

6. Commute trip ends and VMT factors 
different than what is in the ARB Emissions 
Table May 2013. Need to recalculate for 
emissions reduction and cost effectiveness 

Provided recalculation based on ARB Emissions 
Table May 2013 

City of Bakersfield bike lanes file 1415_07 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

7. Locations not included; emissions 
calculations based on location of previous 
project file 1415_06. What is the rationale 
for this project? 

Provided the specific locations from the City of 
Bakersfield’s new Bicycle Transportation Plan. 
Provided new emissions calculations. 
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Kern 
Council of Governments staff with responses from applicant. 
 
 
 
 

County of Kern surface unpaved streets 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. Based on method provided, could not 
replicate the wind emissions result and 
therefore PM 10 emission reduction. Need 
to recalculate. 

Since there is no Air Resources Board (ARB) 
methodology, provided a recalculation based on 
Fresno Council of Governments’ methodology 
 

2. Projects are not RACM projects. 
 

Agreed. 

3. Livability question #2 – what is rationale for 
saying that paving dirt road will get people 
out of their car? What is rationale for 
saying that paving dirt road will reduce 
congestion (on a road segments with 
minimal traffic counts)? 

Our belief is that people are more likely to ride 
bikes or walk if they have a nice, smooth, paved 
road upon which to do so, as opposed to a rough 
dirt road.  While the use of the word “congestion” 
can certainly be contested when discussing roads 
with the ADT of those we are proposing to pave, 
certainly there is no denying that providing people 
with a viable alternative of walking or riding a bike 
will reduce the number of vehicles currently in use. 
 

County of Kern surface unpaved shoulders 

4. Based on method provided, could not 
replicate the cost effectiveness. Need to 
recalculate. 

Since there is no Air Resources Board (ARB) 
methodology, provided a recalculation based on 
Fresno Council of Governments’ methodology 
 
 

5. What is “higher volume” threshold for 
county roadway network?  

 

The Roads Department has been using CMAQ 
funds to pave the shoulders of roads with the 
highest ADT’s throughout the County for at least 
the last eight years.  When describing this cycle’s 
proposed projects as “higher volume,” comparison 
should be made to those roads that remain with 
unpaved shoulders, and not with the projects of the 
past.  With that said, “higher volume” is a relative 
term and there is no exact threshold. 
 
 

6. What is the source of the PM10 emission 
factors (Before 0.0184 and After 0.005)? 

Since there is no Air Resources Board (ARB) 
methodology, provided a recalculation based on 
Fresno Council of Governments’ methodology

County of Kern signals 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

7. Number provided for VMT reduced is 
incorrect. Will not be considered for points. 

 

Agreed. 
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8. Before Speed Factor and After Speed 
Factor different than what is in the ARB 
Emissions Table May 2013. Need to 
recalculate for emission reductions and 
cost effectiveness. 
A. After providing recalculation, why were 

the before and after speeds different 
from the original applications? 

 

Agreed.  These values were recalculated using the 
most recent tables.  

A. An all-way stop has an average speed of 
5mph, which is the before speed. The after 
speed are the speed limits. 

 

9. Answer to application question #22 and/or 
question #23 provided the existing 
reference in the Traffic Collision History 
Report NOT after project rate. Rate should 
be provided as “mvm” not “cpmv” 

 

County provided segment data from Caltrans’ traffic 
collision report in order to provide rate in “mvm” 
(millions of vehicle miles).  
 

10. Projects are not RACM projects. 
 

Agreed. 

11. Emission Reductions total in lbs/year could 
not be replicated. Need to recalculate. 

Agreed.  These values were recalculated. 
 

County of Kern – Cottonwood at Belle Terrace signal & Cottonwood at Feliz signal 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

12. This is not an un-signalized corridor 
because there is a signal at SR 58. Will this 
project be connected to the signal at SR 
58? 

 

This signal will be not be connected with the signal 
at SR 58 because there is no agreement with the 
State.  
 

13. Please check on the ADT provided. There 
is 14,000 at Belle Terrace, whereas there 
is 10,000 at Feliz. 

 

Traffic counts were conducted at different times 
during the year. Traffic counts for Cottonwood at 
Feliz were adjusted to be consistent with 
Cottonwood at Belle Terrace. 

 
County of Kern - Near Tehachapi: Banducci Rd from Bear Valley Rd to Highline Rd; surface unpaved 

shoulders 
 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

14. Is there another name for Bear Valley Rd 
because it was not found in google maps? 

 

Bear Valley Road is shown on the County GIS map 
that was used to generate the location map in our 
application.  A nearby road that shows up in 
Google maps would be Chalet Drive or Old Ranch 
Road. 
 

 
County of Kern - Near Ridgecrest: County Line Rd from Franklin Ave to Bowman Rd; surface unpaved 

street 
 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

15. Google maps shows both San Bernardino 
Blvd and County Line Rd; CRS shows 
neither road name. Please explain. 

The road in question is not a County maintained 
road at this time, and therefore we do not have an 
official name for it.  We used the name provided to 
us by Supervisor Gleason’s office as the name 
most recognizable to residents of the area. 
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County of Kern – Fruitvale at Meany signal 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

16. Livability question #1 and #4 responses 
rely on GET bus system, but this project is 
not on a GET bus route. Please explain. 

 

Agreed. Please disregard that portion of the 
responses.  

County of Kern – CNG buses 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

17. No project justification provided. Is this 
project replacement buses or expansion of 
service? 

 

The new buses would replace existing diesel-
burning buses that were originally purchased in 
2003.  Also, while we would not be expanding 
service, the buses requested are larger than those 
being replaced, which would increase our capacity 
along existing routes. 
 

18. Why is the cost of the buses different from 
the first year request to the second year 
request? 

 

The second year request reflects an anticipated 
five percent increase in the cost of the buses. 
 

19. Please provide copy of Executive Order for 
these buses. Need to recalculate the 
emission reductions. 

 

Executive Order provided. Recalculation of 
emission reductions provided. 

20. LOS information provided is incorrect. 
 

Agreed.  
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Kern 
Council of Governments staff with responses from applicant. 
 
 
 
City of Delano 
 
PROJECT: Pave shoulders  

- Woollomes Ave from Dover Parkway and Albany St 
- Ellington St from Cecil Ave and 9th Ave & Garces Hwy and 1st Ave 
- Fremont St from Cecil Ave and 9th Ave & Garces Hwy and 1st Ave 
- Albany St from Cecil Ave and 19th Ave & 21st Ave and Lincoln Ave 
- Randolph St from Garces Hwy and 6th Ave 

 
Kern Council of Governments Comment 

 
Applicant Response 

1. Commute trip ends and VMT factors 
different than what is in the ARB Emissions 
Table May 2013. Need to recalculate for 
emissions reduction and cost 
effectiveness.  

Since there is no Air Resources Board (ARB) 
methodology, provided a recalculation based on 
Fresno Council of Governments’ methodology 
 

2. Application Livability #1 responds to 
Livability question #3. Application Livability 
#2 does not respond to any livability 
questions. Please explain.  

Application Livability #1 and #2 correspond to 
question #3. Application Livability #3 (last 
paragraph) corresponds to question #4.  

 
PROJECT: Construction of Additional Rail Spur - Between Union Pacific and Industrial Park 

Kern Council of Governments Comments Applicant Response 
 

3. Commute trip ends and VMT factors 
different than what is in the ARB Emissions 
Table May 2013. Need to recalculate for 
emissions reduction and cost 
effectiveness.  

The City of Delano has withdrawn their rail spur 
application from consideration this CMAQ cycle.  
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Kern 
Council of Governments staff. A response is requested. 
 
 

Golden Empire Transit – Solar Energy Project 

Kern Council of Governments Comment Applicant Response 
1. Request for clarification about project 

scope:   
Please quantify how this project will enhance 
the productivity of the existing solar power 
project previously approved for CMAQ 
funding. Please quantify scope and benefits 
from the first project and scope and benefits 
from the proposed project.    

This project increases electrical capacity by 424,784 
kilowatt hours per year needed to operate the electrical 
CNG compressor motors in lieu of gas driven 
compressor engines.  The first solar project argued that 
by converting from natural gas burning engines to 
electrical requires much more electrical production.  The 
first approved project partially supported the demand for 
electricity; however the remaining supply came from the 
utility companies.  This project aims to expand the solar 
production with substantial benefit to air quality and the 
environment while saving taxpayer dollars by not 
purchasing electricity from utility companies.  Solar 
assists in reducing our dependence on utility companies 
and on imported oil needed to produce utility electricity. 

2. Request for clarification on emissions 
calculations:  

We noticed that emissions benefits were 
provided from a consultant firm and dated in 
2011. Please provide formula information for 
NO x and CO calculations for this current 
application.  

Clarified that the solar energy project emission 
reductions are accurate. 
 

3. Request for clarification on cost 
effectiveness: Our current policy 
does not recognize CO2 for use in 
the cost benefits analysis but only 
NOx and CO. Please recalculate 
cost benefits value using NOx and 
CO and not CO2. 

Cost effectiveness recalculation is in progress. 

 
Golden Empire Transit / California State University Bakersfield – Transit Station 

 
Kern Council of Governments Comment Applicant Response 

4. Request for clarification on project 
benefits and definition and 
quantification of expansion: Please 
quantify how the new project will 
provide additional capacity for 
transportation/transit capacity. 
KCOG staff is concerned about 
project eligibility. 

The new transit center project would increase transit 
capacity by significantly increasing the number of 
effective loading areas over the existing campus bus 
stop. The current campus bus stop has a single loading 
area and can accommodate only one bus at a time. The 
proposed transit center has six loading areas arranged in 
two bays of three loading areas each. (See Attachment 
“C” to the project proposal, “CSUB Transit Center Design 
Concept.”)  Depending on the design, the project would 
increase the existing loading capacity by a multiple of 5 
or 6, accommodating 5-6 times more buses than the 
current site. 
 
Increased Capacity with a Linear Design 
A linear design could reduce the efficiency of the loading 
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areas if there is insufficient space for the buses to exit 
independently. In a linear design scenario, three loading 
areas have a 75% efficiency factor, resulting in 2.60 
effective loading areas. Doubling that for the two bays 
provides a total increased capacity of 5.2 effective 
loading areas for the new transit center. Thus, in a worst 
case scenario, the new project would increase transit 
capacity by providing an effective capacity more than 5 
times the existing loading area capacity. Given enough 
space in a linear design for buses to exit independently, 
the loading areas would have the full capacity benefit; 
thus, would provide 6 times the existing loading capacity. 
There is ample space at the proposed site to afford full 
capacity benefit. 
 
Increased Capacity with a Non-Linear Design 
Non-linear loading areas are 100% efficient; that is, the 
number of effective loading areas equals the number of 
physical loading areas. A transit station with a sawtooth, 
non-linear design that allows buses to enter and exit 
independently of each other would have full capacity 
benefit, providing an increase of 6 times the loading 
capacity of the current bus stop. There is ample space at 
the proposed site for the 33% additional length per 
loading area that a sawtooth design would require.  
(Source:  Transportation Research Board, Transit 
Capacity and Quality of Service Manual, 3rd Ed., Chapter 
6, Bus Capacity Methodology) 
http://www.trb.org/main/blurbs/169437.aspx 
 
Accessible pedestrian accessways will be equipped with 
wheelchair ramps and be ADA compliant.   
Designated parking positions in a linear or non-linear 
configuration will assist ADA passengers locate their 
buses more efficiently. 
 

5. Request for clarification on emissions 
calculations: Emissions calculations 
assume new service for transit and 
refer to “Operations of new bus 
services” calculations provided by 
ARB Guidelines. Clarification is 
needed to indicate how baseline 
capacity from current center will be 
improved with proposed project.  

Baseline ridership for the existing campus bus stop is 
653 students, faculty, staff per weekday.  The number of 
buses travelling through the campus each hour will 
increase from the current four to ten; however, this will 
not be a net increase in buses on the road as these 
additional buses are currently deployed in service 
elsewhere in Bakersfield and will merely be rerouted to 
serve the campus.  It is estimated that the transit 
ridership will increase to 2,100 by 2020. The numbers in 
this scenario include only those riders whose final 
destination is CSUB and does not include other riders 
who may ride through campus or transfer at the transit 
center from one route to another.  
 
The assumptions used in the original application for 
emissions calculations assume the service increases. 
 
(Source: GET and Kern Regional Travel Demand 
Forecast Model) 
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Kern 
Council of Governments staff with responses from applicant. 
 
 
 
City of McFarland 
PROJECT: On Elmo Highway and Browning Rd; shoulder paving and/Class II bike lanes  

Kern Council of Governments Comment Applicant Response 
1. Need to explain methodology and 

assumptions used in calculations for bike 
lane emission reductions. Variables A and 
ADT to not match variables used in 
calculations.  

Regarding ‘A’ factor: Incomplete equation shown 
for Annual trips reduced. Should read: Annual Trips 
Reduced = D x ADT x (A+C), where C = .005. 
Propose revised equation sheet.  
 
Regarding ADT factor: Agree, ADT values do not 
match. Propose revised calculation sheet.  

2. Need to explain methodology and 
assumptions used in calculations for 
shoulder paving emissions reductions.  

Shoulder paving emissions factors and equations 
were re-calculated with Fresno Council of 
Governments spreadsheet methodology provided 
by Kern Council of Governments. 
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Kern 
Council of Governments staff with responses from applicant. 
 
 

City of Ridgecrest China Lake signal 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. Emission reductions were derived from 
emission factor table from March 2010. 
Table 4 of May 2013 Emission Factors is 
the valid version to use to get corrected 
emission reductions and cost 
effectiveness. Need to recalculate.    

Provided recalculation based on ARB Emissions 
Table May 2013 

 
City of Ridgecrest Graaf surface unpaved street 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

2. Is this project eligible for CMAQ funds? 
One side of the street is already paved. Is 
this project adding capacity for single 
occupancy vehicles? 

This project will pave the eastbound lane. Currently 
eastbound traffic travels on the dirt roadway. 

3. Backup documentation does not show how 
to get result of PM10 1.67 kg/day or PM 
2.5 0.161 kg/day? What is the formula 
used?  Backup documentation from 
Warner application reads Graaf cost 
benefit of $3.83 not $3.16. 

Since there is no Air Resources Board (ARB) 
methodology, provided a recalculation based on 
Fresno Council of Governments’ methodology 

4. If this project is going from highway LOS A 
to LOS A, what is the purpose of the 
project? 

The purpose is to reduce PM10 emissions 

 
City of Ridgecrest Warner surface unpaved street 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

5. Backup documentation does not show how 
to get result of PM10 1.533 kg/day or PM 
2.5 0.149 kg/day? What is the formula 
used? Backup documentation from Graaf 
application reads Warner cost benefit of 
$10.14 not $9.10.  

Since there is no Air Resources Board (ARB) 
methodology, provided a recalculation based on 
Fresno Council of Governments’ methodology 

6. If this project is going from highway LOS A 
to LOS A, what is the purpose of the 
project? 

The purpose is to reduce PM10 emissions 
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Kern 
Council of Governments staff with responses from applicant. 
 
 

City of Taft park and ride 

Kern Council of Governments Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. PM 10 emission reduction is derived from 
emission factor table from March 2010. 
Must use PM conversion factor of 1.08. 
New result for PM 10 is 0.4 kg/day (PM 2.5 
X factor) and therefore cost effectiveness is 
$49.18.  

 

After using the PM conversion factor of 1.08, the 
cost effectiveness result is indeed $49.18. Provided 
recalculation and application revision 

2. Is there an agreement with Kern Regional 
Transit to provide service to the park-and-
ride? 

The Kern Regional Transit currently stops at the 
existing Transit Transfer Station. The City will 
initiate talks with Kern Regional to stop at the 
proposed park-and-ride as well. 
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is requested. 
 
 

General Comments 

Tehachapi Comment Applicant Response 

1. Several agencies submitted a ‘Pave 
Dirt Shoulders’ project and based the 
emissions reduction upon the existing 
roadway vehicular traffic volumes.  
PM10 emissions do result for each 
vehicle that passes a dirt shoulder.  
Those emissions should be much less 
than the emissions created by a 
vehicle driving on a dirt surface.  Are 
the before and after conversion factors 
based upon the PM10 created in a 
shoulder condition or in a dirt road 
condition?  As this is the most common 
type of project submitted, we believe 
the calculations should be consistent 
between all agencies. 

 

 

2. The CMAQ application form requests 
before and after project Level Of 
Service information and accident data.  
We opted not to submit a project this 
cycle because we could not accurately 
prepare this information in time to meet 
the deadline.  Several agencies 
proposed projects where this 
information is applicable to the ranking 
effort but simply left them blank or 
noted “N/A”.  Is this information 
necessary or not?  Tehachapi was 
under the impression all of the 
agencies had agreed to this new 
ranking criteria and we acted 
accordingly and chose not to apply. 
 

 

3. We participated in the Air Board 
training webinar for CMAQ projects 
earlier this year.  The gentlemen 
leading the discussion effectively noted 
that projects seeking to purchase new 
clean air vehicles would be very hard 
to justify.  He based this assessment 
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on the fact that diesel engine 
technology is now comparable with 
CNG powered vehicles such that 
promoting CNG usage is only 
marginally superior to conventional 
equipment.  Several agencies 
proposed projects to purchase new 
equipment.  We would argue that 
purchases designed to increase 
service (thus offsetting standard 
vehicular traffic) should be considered.  
Conversely, projects designed to 
simply replace aging equipment don’t 
really have an effect on congestion or 
air quality. 
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is requested. 
 
 
 

Bakersfield Projects 

Tehachapi Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. Project 1415-04 Signal @ Mohawk / 
Tower assumes a non-existent 4-way 
stop as the ‘before’ condition.  It would 
seem likely to me that this assumption 
greatly increases the proposed 
emission reduction.  In short, the 
project seeks to mitigate congestion 
that largely does not occur.  Also, an 
unspecified amount of median work is 
proposed.  How does median 
construction help reduce emissions 
and/or congestion? 

 

2. Projects designed to add signals are 
based upon calculations that cannot be 
evaluated with the information 
provided.  Almost every other 
application from every agency includes 
a detailed spreadsheet laying out the 
evaluation.  Several Bakersfield signal 
projects do not have this information. 

 

 

3. Project 1516-03 Signal @ Jewetta and 
Snow seems to indicate (can’t be sure, 
see Note 2 above) that 1,400 vph are 
stopping at this intersection.  This is a 
T-intersection with only one leg 
stopping.  We question how much 
delay will actually be mitigated with this 
project.  I have never stopped in this 
location for more than a few seconds 
and have traveled through it on 
numerous occasions. 

 
 

4. Projects 1516-04, 1516-05, and 1516-
06 propose shoulder widening.  It is 
unclear if Class II bike lanes are 
proposed.  Please clarify. 
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 

 
The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is requested. 
 
 

Delano Projects 

Tehachapi Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. The Delano Rail Spur Project proposes 
to install two miles of rail spur to an 
Industrial Park and to service future 
developments.  The project proposes 
to use rail service to offset truck traffic 
and thus truck emissions.  It is unclear 
how many actual existing trucks will be 
removed from the road with this 
project.  It does not seem appropriate 
to fund a capacity project to service 
future growth. 
 

The City of Delano has withdrawn their rail 
spur application from consideration this CMAQ 
cycle. 
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is requested. 
 
 

Golden Empire Transit District Projects 

Tehachapi Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. The Bus Replacement Project seeks to 
replace several aging buses with new 
buses.  We were unclear as to what 
type of bus is to be replaced?  If the 
proposal is to replace relatively clean 
buses with new CNG buses, the 
resulting emissions benefit would 
logically be very small.  Furthermore, 
the emissions tables used appear to be 
outdated.  Perhaps a step-by-step 
explanation of the calculation process 
can be provided? 
 

 

2. The Passive Solar System Expansion 
seeks to construct solar power 
generating facilities on existing fixed 
structures.  We can’t see how this is a 
traffic/transit related project.  If credit 
for reducing emissions due to reduced 
power grid electricity use is claimed, 
arguably any agency could propose a 
solar project as a CMAQ project.  
Simply because these installations 
would be on structures GET owns does 
not make them transportation projects. 
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Summary of Comments and Responses 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is requested. 
 
 

Kern County Projects 

Tehachapi Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. The CNG Bus Purchase Project 
calculates the value of replacing small 
buses with large buses to increase 
route capacity.  The calculation is 
based upon comparing older buses 
with newer buses.  It seems to us the 
calculation should be based upon a 
projection of the number of vehicle trips 
that will be converted to bus ridership 
as this is the purpose for the new 
buses. 
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2015-16 TOTALS

DRAFT 2013 CMAQ Program of Projects - Summary of Programming by Category

2014-15

$19,802,440TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $9,901,220 $9,901,220

$388,258$186,724PROJECTS OFF THE TOP $201,534

$19,414,182$9,714,496BALANCE OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $9,699,686

$3,882,836CATEGORY 1 - TRANSIT - 20% OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $1,942,899 $1,939,937

$8,881,058$4,446,334PROJECT SUBMITTALS $4,434,724

$4,459,166$1,946,334CMAQ PROJECTS TO FUND $2,512,832

($576,330)($3,435)BALANCE OF CATEGORY 1 - TRANSIT ($572,895)

$1,941,418CATEGORY 2 - PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM - 10% OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $971,450 $969,969

$0$0PROJECT SUBMITTALS $0

$0$0CMAQ PROJECTS TO FUND $0

$1,941,418$971,450BALANCE OF CATEGORY 2 - PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM $969,969

$970,709CATEGORY 3 - FUELING STATIONS - 5% OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $485,725 $484,984

$1,222,230$1,222,230PROJECT SUBMITTALS $0

$1,222,230$1,222,230CMAQ PROJECTS TO FUND $0

($251,521)($736,505)BALANCE OF CATEGORY 3 - FUELING STATIONS $484,984

$3,882,836CATEGORY 4 - TRAFFIC OPERATIONS - 20% OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $1,942,899 $1,939,937

$3,778,586$1,378,577PROJECT SUBMITTALS $2,400,009

$3,181,009$781,000CMAQ PROJECTS TO FUND $2,400,009

$701,827$1,161,899BALANCE OF CATEGORY 4 - TRAFFIC OPERATIONS ($460,072)

$8,736,382CATEGORY 5 - DISCRETIONARY - 45% OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $4,371,523 $4,364,859

$26,329,113$19,857,232PROJECT SUBMITTALS $6,471,881

$10,551,777$5,764,932CMAQ PROJECTS TO FUND $4,786,845

($1,815,395)($1,393,409)BALANCE OF CATEGORY 5 - DISCRETIONARY ($421,986)

$0CMAQ PROGRAM BALANCE $0 $0

PROJECTS TO FUND $9,901,220 $19,802,440

$13,508,148TOTAL PROJECTS SUBMITTED $27,091,097 $40,599,245

$9,901,220

November 22, 2013 - Version 1  Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 1 of 1



2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 0 - Off the Top CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

KCOG Total $201,534 $26,111 $0$186,724 $0In Kern County: Rideshare Program $24,19310

$0Total $24,193$186,724 $0$201,534 $26,111

Dated November 22, 2013 - Version 1 Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 1 of 7



2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 1 - Transit CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

GET Total $1,074,840 $139,275 $0$115,960 $0In Bakersfield, on Don Hart Dr East and 
Kroll Way; construction of public transit 
center.

$15,02548

GET Total $1,437,992 $186,308 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield, GET; expansion of 
passive solar electric conversion system

$029

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$1,830,374 $0In Kern County, Kern Regional Transit, 
purchase four replacement 40' CNG 
coaches

$237,14420

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,921,892$0 $249,002In Kern County, Kern Regional Transit, 
purchase four replacement 40' CNG 
coaches

$020

GET Total $0 $0 $2,500,000$0 $323,900In Bakersfield, GET purchase of five 
replacement CNG buses

$019

$4,421,892Total $252,169$1,946,334 $572,902$2,512,832 $325,583

Dated November 22, 2013 - Version 1 Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 2 of 7



2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 3 - Fueling Stations CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

KCSOS Total $0 $0 $0$1,222,230 $0In Bakersfield: CNG Fueling Station 
Expansion

$166,68010

$0Total $166,680$1,222,230 $0$0 $0

Dated November 22, 2013 - Version 1 Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 3 of 7



2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 4 - Traffic Operations CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$200,000 $0In Bakersfield: Snow Rd at Coffee Rd; 
traffic signal

$50,00048

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$280,000 $0In Bakersfield: Snow Rd at Calloway Rd; 
traffic signal

$70,00047

Kern Co. Total $200,000 $50,000 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Fruitvale at Meany; traffic 
signal

$046

Kern Co. Total $200,000 $50,000 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Cottonwood Rd at Feliz 
Dr; traffic signal

$041

Kern Co. Total $200,000 $50,000 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Merle Haggard Dr at 
McCray St; traffic signal

$040

Kern Co. Total $200,000 $50,000 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Cottonwood Rd at Belle 
Terrace; traffic signal

$030

Bakersfield Total $223,538 $28,962 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Snow Rd at Jewetta  Ave; 
signal & Jewetta Ave: Snow Rd to Olive 
Dr; interconnect

$030

Bakersfield Total $298,169 $38,631 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Snow Rd at Norris Rd; 
signal & Snow Rd from Norris Rd to 
Calloway Dr; interconnect & Calloway Dr 
from Snow Rd to Norris Rd; interconnect

$028

Kern Co. Total $200,000 $50,000 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Flower St at Virginia St; 
traffic signal

$026

Bakersfield Total $448,847 $58,153 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Stockdale Hwy from Allen 
Rd to Coffee Rd; signal coordination

$025

Bakersfield Total $429,455 $55,645 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Mohawk St at Tower 
Way; signal & Mohawk St from Truxtun 
Ave to California Ave; construct median 
island

$024

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $0$301,000 $0In Bakersfield: Harris Rd at Mountain 
Vista Dr; signal & Harris Rd from 
Mountain Vista Dr to Buena Vista Rd; 
synchronization

$39,00018

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $278,869$0 $36,131In Bakersfield: Rosedale Hwy from 
Verdugo Ln to Jet Way; signal 
coordination & along Rosedale Hwy at 
Verdugo Ln Calloway Dr Coffee Rd;

$016

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $318,708$0 $41,292In Bakersfield: Brimhall Rd from Jewetta 
Ave to Coffee Rd; signal coordination

$011

$597,577Total $159,000$781,000 $77,423$2,400,009 $431,391

Dated November 22, 2013 - Version 1 Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 4 of 7



2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 5 - Discretionary CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

Kern Co. Total $1,547,500 $352,500 $0$0 $0Southwest of Bakersfield: Old River Rd 
from SR 166 to I-5; surface unpaved 
shoulders (original request $1,520,000)

$047

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$1,018,095 $0South of Bakersfield: Buena Vista Blvd 
from Union Ave to SR 184; surface 
unpaved shoulders (original CMAQ 
request $1 000 000)

$231,90546

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$814,476 $0In Delano: Garces Hwy from SR 43 to 
Melcher Rd; surface unpaved shoulders 
(original CMAQ request $800,000)

$185,52446

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$1,404,971 $0West of Wasco: Rowlee Road from 
Lerdo Hwy to SR 46; surface unpaved 
shoulders (original CMAQ request 
$1 380 000)

$320,02946

Kern Co. Total $600,000 $150,000 $0$0 $0Near Arvin: Sycamore Rd from Vineland 
Rd to Comanche Dr; surface unpaved 
shoulders

$045

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$305,428 $0In Bakersfield on Heath Rd: Between 
Johnson Rd and Rosedale Hwy; surface 
unpaved shoulders  (original CMAQ 
request $300 000)

$69,57245

Kern Co. Total $1,051,527 $248,473 $0$0 $0In Kern County: Pond Road from SR 43 
to SR 99; surface unpaved shoulders 
(original request $1,040,000)

$045

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$301,485 $0Northwest of Bakersfield: Renfro Rd 
from Johnson Rd to Rosedale Hwy; 
surface unpaved shoulders (original 
CMAQ request $300 000)

$73,51544

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$1,445,694 $0Near California City: California City Blvd 
from SR 58 to City Limits; surface 
unpaved shoulders (original CMAQ 
request $1 420 000)

$329,30643

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$320,000 $0Near Tehachapi: Banducci Rd from 
Pelliser Rd to Bear Valley Rd; surface 
unpaved shoulder

$80,00042

McFarland Total $242,592 $31,431 $0$28,428 $0In McFarland: along Elmo Hwy and 
Browning Rd; pave shoulders and install 
Class II bike lane facilities

$3,68439

State Total $750,000 $182,000 $0$0 $0South of Bakersfield: SR 223 at SR 
184/Wheeler Ridge Rd; operational 
improvement (State funds $568,000)

$037

Ridgecrest Total $231,769 $30,029 $0$40,307 $0In Ridgecrest: North Warner St from 
Drummond Ave to West Howell Ave; 
surface unpaved street

$5,22332

Taft Total $363,457 $47,090 $0$86,048 $0In Taft: Supply Row St between S. 4th St 
and S. 6th St; park-and-ride

$11,14926

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,460,000$0 $365,000North of McKittrick, Lokern Rd: between 
State Route 33 and State Route 58; 
surface unpaved shoulders

$047

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,340,000$0 $383,413Northwest of Bakersfield: Round 
Mountain Rd from China Grade Loop to 
Choctaw Dr; surface unpaved shoulders

$046

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,480,000$0 $370,000Near Tehachapi: Backus Rd from 
Tehachapi-Willow Springs Rd to SR 14; 
surface unpaved shoulder

$042

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $600,000$0 $150,000In Rosamond: 90th St West from 
Avenue A to Rosamond Blvd; surface 
unpaved shoulders

$042

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,200,000$0 $300,000Near Mojave on Oak Creek Road: 
Between Cement Plant Access Road to 
Koch Street; surface unpaved shoulders

$042

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $260,000$0 $65,000Near Tehachapi: Banducci Rd from 
Stallion Springs Dr to Pelliser Rd; 
surface unpaved shoulders

$042

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $900,000$0 $225,000Near Tehachapi: Banducci Rd from 
Bear Valley Rd to Highline Rd; surface 
unpaved shoulders

$042
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2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 5 - Discretionary CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,000,000$0 $250,000In Tehachapi: Umtali Rd from Umfalozi 
Rd to Sand Canyon Rd; surface 
unpaved street

$030

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $400,000$0 $100,000Near Buttonwillow: Sullivan Rd from 
Cannon St to Bussell Rd; surface 
unpaved street

$030

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $760,000$0 $190,000In Inyokern: Neal Rd from SR 395 to 
Brown Rd; surface unpaved street

$030

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $400,000$0 $100,000In Buttonwillow: Cannon St from SR 58 
to Sullivan St; surface unpaved street

$030

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $400,000$0 $100,000In Buttonwillow: Bussell Rd from SR 58 
to Sullivan Rd; surface unpaved street

$030

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $322,249$0 $41,751In Bakersfield: Panama Ln from Ashe 
Rd to Gosford Rd; surface unpaved 
shoulders

$029

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $300,000$0 $75,000Near Tehachapi: Cummings Valley Rd 
from 1000' west of Pelliser Rd to Bailey 
Rd; surface unpaved street

$029

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $400,000$0 $100,000In Ridgecrest: Primavera St from 
Ridgecrest Blvd to Drummond Ave; 
surface unpaved street

$029

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $509,047$0 $65,953In Bakersfield: Panama Ln from Gosford 
Rd to Old River Rd; surface unpaved 
shoulders

$028

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $200,000$0 $50,000In Rosamond: 70th St West from 
Avenue A to Elder Ave; surface unpaved 
street

$028

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $265,590$0 $34,410In Bakersfield: Panama Ln from Old 
River Rd to Mountain Vista Dr; surface 
unpaved shoulders

$027

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $200,000$0 $50,000In Rosamond: Dawn Rd from SR 14 to 
Sierra Hwy; surface unpaved street

$027

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $300,000$0 $75,000Near Ridgecrest: County Line Rd from 
Franklin Ave to Bowman Rd; surface 
unpaved street

$027

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $200,000$0 $50,000In Rosamond: Holiday Ave from 65th St 
West to 60th St West; surface unpaved 
street

$026

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $200,000$0 $50,000In Ridgecrest: Sunland St from Javis 
Ave to Kendall Ave; surface unpaved 
street

$026

Ridgecrest Total $0 $0 $103,206$0 $13,372In Ridgecrest: Graaf Ave from North 
Sierra View to North Norman St; surface 
unpaved street

$023

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $92,256$0 $12,044Stockdale Hwy, Haggin Oaks, Panama 
Ln, Snow Rd; class II bike lanes & S. 
King St, Pacific St, Garnsey Ave, 
Marella Way Montclair St Mira Loma

$022

Delano Total $0 $0 $383,996$0 $49,751In Delano on Woollomes Ave: Between 
Dover Pkwy and Albany St; shoulder 
improvements

$022

Delano Total $0 $0 $125,885$0 $16,310In Delano on Randolph St: Between 
Garces Hwy and 6th Ave; shoulder 
improvements

$021

Delano Total $0 $0 $362,820$0 $47,008In Delano on Ellington Street: Between 
Cecil Ave and 9th Ave and between 
Garces Hwy and 1st Ave; shoulder 
improvements

$021

Delano Total $0 $0 $362,820$0 $47,008In Delano on Fremont St: Between Cecil 
and 9th Ave and between Garces Hwy 
and 1st Ave; shoulder improvements.

$021
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2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 5 - Discretionary CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

Delano Total $0 $0 $198,477$0 $25,715In Delano: Albany Street from Cecil Ave 
to 19th Ave & from 21st Ave to Lincoln 
Lane; shoulder improvements

$020

Ridgecrest Total $0 $0 $206,463$0 $26,750In Ridgecrest: China Lake Blvd from 
Ridgecrest Blvd to College Heights; 
signal coordination

$020

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $106,236$0 $13,764In Bakersfield: Harris Rd from Gosford 
Rd to Wible Rd; class II bike lanes

$012

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $185,910$0 $24,090In Bakersfield: Harris Rd from Buena 
Vista to Gosford Rd; class II bike lanes

$011

Wasco Total $0 $0 $552,381$0 $71,567In Wasco: Puchase two replacement 
CNG refuse trucks

$010

Delano Total $0 $0 $0$0 $0In Delano between Union Pacific and 
Industrial Park; construction of rail spur 
(WITHDRAWN)

$00

$15,777,336Total $1,309,907$5,764,932 $3,537,906$4,786,845 $1,041,523
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Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

  
January 16, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By:  Raquel Pacheco, 

       Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM J.   

2015 FTIP ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT 
 

DESCRIPTION:   
The technical review period for the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) begins 
January 24th and comments are due February 21st. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
The Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) is a multimodal list of capital improvement 
programs to be implemented over a five-year period. Biennially, Kern Council of Governments, in 
cooperation with member agencies and the California State Department of Transportation, prepares a TIP 
for all highways, street, roads, aviation, transit and guideway projects in the Kern County area that use 
local, state, and/or federal funding. The 2015 FTIP will accompany the Air Quality Conformity Analysis 
and the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan. A 2015 FTIP activity summary has been prepared below. 
 

1. January Caltrans 2015 FTIP Development Workshop – Kern COG staff attended the State 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) development workshop to learn new guidance in 
preparing the 2015 FTIP.   

 
2. January 24th to February 21st technical review period – Technical review of the 2015 FTIP 

Administrative DRAFT project records begins January 24th.  Kern COG staff will circulate, under 
separate cover, the Administrative DRAFT to TTAC members and other technical staff on 
January 24th.  Kern COG staff invites project managers to meet with Kern COG staff, during the 
technical review, to discuss project concerns.   

 
3. February 20, 2014 – The Kern COG Board approval of the project list for the Regional Surface 

Transportation Program is scheduled for February 20, 2013. Kern COG staff will include the 
approved project list in the Draft 2015 FTIP prior to public review. 
 

4. March 20, 2014 – The Kern COG Board approval of the project list for the Congestion Mitigation 
and Air Quality Program is proposed for March 20, 2013. Kern COG staff will include the 
approved project list in the Draft 2015 FTIP prior to public review. 
 

Project Revisions Deadline February 21st – Please review your agencies projects and submit comments 
or revision requests.  This deadline is set in order for Kern COG staff to have enough time to consider the 
revisions for inclusion in the public review draft. The public review period will begin March 2014.   
        

ACTION:  Information. 
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January 16, 2014 

 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:  Raquel Pacheco, 

       Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM K.   

PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY LETTERS 
 
DESCRIPTION:    
 

Per the revised Kern COG Policy & Procedures Chapter 2: Implementation Procedures Overview, the 
project delivery policy letters will be due January 21, 2014. The Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee has reviewed this item. 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 

At the November 21, 2013 Kern COG Board meeting, the “Kern COG Project Delivery Policies & 
Procedures Chapter 2: Implementation Procedures Overview” revisions were approved. This is an 
announcement to agencies that have projects in fiscal year 13/14 of the 2013 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program and have not submitted or received approval of the request for authorization or 
CMAQ transfer. The latest project list is dated November 22, 2013 and is attached. 
  
The revised Kern COG Project Delivery Policy states that projects in the current fiscal need to be 
submitted for funding authorization by January 31st. If they plan to submit projects beyond January 31st, 
lead agencies are asked to submit a letter with a revised submittal schedule. 
  
The Policy Delivery Policy letters are due January 21, 2014.  A sample letter is attached.  
  
 
Enclosures: Sample Project Delivery Policy Letter 

       November 22, 2013 FY 13/14 project list 

ACTION:   

Information. 

 



[Date] 
 
Mr. Ahron Hakimi 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
 
 
Re:  [KER090909] Revised Submittal Schedule 
 
Kern Council of Governments’ Project Delivery Policy for local projects requires that 

agencies submit for funding authorization by the end of the month of January.  If an 

agency does not submit by January, then that agency sends a revised submittal schedule 

to Kern COG by January 21st.  Since [Lead Agency] does not plan to submit project 

[KER090909] by the end of January for funding authorization, the following is provided 

as [Lead Agency] response:   

 

[insert  project description] 

 Funding program: [insert Regional Surface Transportation Program, etc.]  

 Total cost of project: [insert $] 

 Federal share of project: [insert $] 

 Reason for delay: [give cause/reason for delay] 

 Revised submittal date: [insert date] 

 
Should you have any questions, contact [name] at [phone] or [email]. 
 



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Arvin KER120401

IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Campus Dr)
$0 $621,765 $707,250 1

Bakersfield KER120402

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Panama Ln, Truxtun 

Ave)

$0 $3,353,579 $3,793,000 1

Bakersfield KER120506

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Buena Vista Rd, Jewetta at Reina)

$0 $762,683 $861,500 1

Bakersfield KER120507

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Jewetta Ave, Calloway Dr)

$0 $369,869 $417,800 1

Bakersfield KER120508

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL 

DEVICES (H St, White Ln, Stine Rd)
$0 $734,040 $829,150 1

Bakersfield KER120511

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Old River Rd, Cottonwood Rd, Morning Dr)
$0 $695,575 $785,700 1

Bakersfield KER121001

IN BAKERSFIELD: MT VERNON FROM COLUMBUS ST TO 

UNIVERSITY AVE; LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS
$0 $398,000 $515,565 1

Cal. City KER120403

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hacienda Blvd)
$0 $238,359 $341,850 1

Cal. City KER120513

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: CALIFORNIA CITY BLVD (SOUTH) AT 

HARVARD AVE; CONSTRUCT COLLEGE STATION PARK‐AND‐

RIDE

$0 $297,060 $335,548 1

Delano KER120404

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hiett Ave)
$0 $541,977 $612,196 2

Delano KER120514

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Albany St and Hiett Ave)
$0 $689,101 $778,382 2

GET KER120504 PURCHASE TWO REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES $0 $1,018,095 $1,150,000 1

GET KER120502 PASSIVE SOLAR ELECTRIC CONVERSION SYSTEM $0 $1,064,325 $2,474,337 1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

KCOG KER120412 IN KERN COUNTY:  REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM
$0 $79,677 $90,000 1

KCOG KER120501 IN KERN COUNTY:  RIDESHARE PROGRAM $0 $191,490 $216,300 1

Kern Co. KER120405

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Elk Hills Rd, Airport 

Dr)

$0 $3,246,637 $3,672,202 1

Kern Co. KER120510

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Merle Haggard Dr at Airport Dr)
$0 $486,800 $550,000 1

Kern Co. KER120515

IN TEHACHAPI: ROOST AVE FROM BEAR VALLEY RD TO END; 

SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $300,000 $375,000 1

Kern Co. KER120518 CML‐5950(344)

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Highline Rd, Midway Rd, Redrock‐

Randsburg Rd)

$0 $1,935,036 $4,216,431 3,1,1

McFarland KER120406

IN MCFARLAND: W KERN AVE FROM WEST OF FRONTAGE RD 

TO EAST OF 2ND ST; PEDESTRIAN / LANDSCAPE 

IMPROVEMENTS

$0 $243,014 $274,500 1

Ridgecrest KER120407

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (S. China Lake Blvd)

$0 $539,646 $686,754 1

Ridgecrest KER120519

IN RIDGECREST: SOUTH SUNLAND DR FROM UPJOHN AVE TO 

BOWMAN RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $440,226 $497,262 1

Ridgecrest KER120520

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (China Lake Blvd)
$0 $309,000 $350,000 1

Shafter KER120408 STPL‐5281(019)

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (West Los Angeles 

Ave)

$0 $182,637 $307,000 3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 2 11/22/13



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Taft KER120409

IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Center St)
$0 $172,386 $224,274 1

Tehachapi KER120523 IN TEHACHAPI: CURRY ST AT VALLEY BLVD; GUTTER REMOVAL
$35,400 $391,300 $482,000 1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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January 16, 2014 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Becky Napier 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT:   TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM L. 

2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) – VOLUNTARY COMMUNITY 

PROGRESS TRACKING AND ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
Proposal for a new strategy in the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan authorizing Kern COG to assist its 
member agencies in monitoring progress toward the region’s air emission goals, while helping to develop 
projects that will better compete under the new Project Delivery Policies and Procedures adopted in 2012.  
This item was reviewed by the Regional Planning Advisory Committee and recommended for approval. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The 2014 RTP-Directions to 2050 will be the first to contain a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) 
as required by the state’s Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008 (SB 375).  Local 
agency staff requested a reporting method to provide member agencies with feedback on regional air 
emission reduction goals.  Kern COG has been providing reports to the RPAC identifying the vehicle 
miles per capita for each community since 2009. 
 
Also since 2009, Kern COG has awarded more than $400,000 in technical assistance grants to help 
member agencies identify transportation projects that would further Kern Regional Blueprint goals.  The 
program has funded: 
 

 community bike and complete street plans 

 community visioning/design workshops 

 2D/3D community visualizations 

 transportation impact fee programs 

 general plan circulation element updates 

 habitat/natural community conservation planning (HCP/NCCP) in support of transportation 
 
In addition to technical assistance grants, Kern COG has provided staff time and support for other 
local/regional planning efforts supporting Kern Blueprint and Directions to 2050 principles that promote 
economically vibrant, healthy and more livable communities.  
 
In November 2012, Kern COG’s Board adopted new Project Delivery Policies and Procedures to assist 
the region in promoting projects that better match the goals of the RTP.  To review the document go to 
the following link: (http://www.kerncog.org/images/docs/policies/Project_Selection_Process_2012.pdf). 
The procedure establishes a point system to rank projects for future funding, depending on category.  Up 
to half of all available points go to projects that promote more livable communities and lower air 
emissions. 
 



 

 

 
 
 
2014 RTP – VOLUNTARY COMMUNITY PROGRESS TRACKING AND ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 

Page 2 

 
 
 
 
Since the inception of these programs, Kern COG has funded park-and-ride facilities in California City 
and South Bakersfield; the Golden Empire Transit district has implemented a new, more convenient rapid 
bus corridor; and the City of Tehachapi has adopted the first citywide “form-based-code” general plan in 
California. 
 
This tracking and assistance program is proposed to be formalized as a strategy in the 2014 RTP and 
subject to the Board’s direction, could be prioritized toward communities showing difficulty in reducing 
emissions and passenger vehicle travel.  Any grants and incentives are subject to state and federal 
funding restrictions. 
 
Attachments 
 
1) Map 1 – 10 Sub Areas for VMT Reporting Based on the Regional Statistical Areas (RSA) 
2) Table 1 – 10 Sub Areas for VMT Reporting Based on the Regional Statistical Areas (RSA) 
 
ACTION:   
 
Authorize Kern COG to continue the voluntary tracking and assistance program as funding in the Overall 
Work Program is available. VOICE VOTE. 

 



 

 

Attachment 1)  Map 1 – 10 Sub Areas for VMT Reporting Based on the Regional Statistical Areas (RSA) 
 



 

 

Attachment 2) Table 1 – 10 Sub Areas for VMT Reporting Based on the Regional Statistical Areas (RSA) 

 

 

 

Kern VMT by Subarea Working Draft

As of: 11/26/2013

Scenario: 2035 C35 AV

Subarea HHLD EMP  VMT % VMT

VMT per 

HHLD+EMP HHLD EMP VMT % VMT

VMT per 

HHLD+EMP

Old Plan vs 

New Plan

1 West Kern 9,024        14,869     897,183          3.3% 37.55          9,053       14,908     887,471         3.3% 37.04           -1.36%

2 Delano McFarland 16,792      29,262     1,316,671       4.8% 28.59          16,798     29,310     1,309,587      4.9% 28.40           -0.65%

3 Greater Wasco 10,664      18,061     1,237,210       4.5% 43.07          10,708     18,035     1,230,233      4.6% 42.80           -0.63%

4 Greater Tehachapi 22,640      22,823     2,200,533       8.0% 48.40          27,330     22,810     2,373,061      8.9% 47.33           -2.22%

5 Metro Bakersfield Area 277,007    267,121   15,861,358     57.8% 29.15          275,513   267,086   15,068,578    56.3% 27.77           -4.73%

6 Southeast Kern 25,483      37,046     1,552,845       5.7% 24.83          25,484     37,074     1,550,542      5.8% 24.79           -0.19%

7 Kern River Valley 11,851      5,554       918,598          3.3% 52.78          11,335     5,573       913,033         3.4% 54.00           2.32%

8 Indian Wells Valley 17,440      22,743     764,526          2.8% 19.03          17,444     22,737     753,739         2.8% 18.76           -1.41%

9 Greater Frazier Park 9,125        6,418       692,671          2.5% 44.57          8,135       6,402       672,464         2.5% 46.26           3.80%

10 Greater Shafter 17,849      35,524     2,009,945       7.3% 37.66          16,113     36,603     1,998,936      7.5% 37.92           0.69%

Total 417,874  459,420 27,451,540  100.0% 31.29         417,912 460,537 26,757,644  100.0% 30.46          -2.66%

Preliminary Plan (C35)Old Plan (A10)
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January 16, 2014 

 
TO:   Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakami,  

Executive Director 
       

 BY:  Peter Smith,  
   Regional Planner 

 
SUBJECT:  TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM M. 

AGREEMENT BETWEEN KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERMENTS AND THE COUNTY OF 
KERN FOR CONSTRUCTION OF BICYCLE TRAVEL FACILITIES IN EAST BAKERSFEILD 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity of the State-designated Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency, applied for and was awarded funding for construction of bicycle travel facilities in East 
Bakersfield through the Public Benefits Grant Program administered by the San Joaquin Valley Air 
Pollution Control District.  The amount of the award is $398,799. County Counsel has reviewed this 
Agreement. 
 
 
DISCUSSION:   
 
The attached Agreement is between Kern Council of Governments and the County of Kern for 
construction of bicycle improvements in East Bakersfield.  The improvements are described in Exhibit A of 
the Agreement.   
 
ACTION:   
 
Recommend approval of Agreement between Kern Council of Governments and the County of Kern for 
construction of bicycle travel facilities in East Bakersfield. VOICE VOTE. 
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN  
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS AND 

THE COUNTY OF KERN 
 

THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT (“Agreement”), made and entered into this 16th day of 
January, 2014 (“Execution Date”), by and between the County of Kern ("County") and Kern 
Council of Governments, a joint powers entity ("Kern COG").  County and Kern COG are 
referred to individually as a “Party” and collectively as the “Parties.” 
 

W I T N E S S E T H  
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG entered into Agreement C-19387-A with San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution 
Control District (“District”), a copy of which is attached as Exhibit “A”; and 
 
WHEREAS, This Agreement identifies and provides funding for a project (“Project”) to be 
constructed on COUNTY maintained roadways; and 
 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED AS FOLLOWS: 
 

1.   County shall be the lead agency for the design and construction of the Project. 
 
2.  Kern COG shall reimburse County for construction of the Project from funds identified in 

Exhibit A. 
 
3.  County shall complete all work on Project no later than one year from the date of this 

Agreement unless an extension of time is granted in writing by Kern COG. 
 
4.  County shall provide Kern COG staff preliminary construction plans for project review and 

approval. 
 

5.  County shall submit one invoice to Kern COG upon completion of Project. Requisition for 
payment shall refer to the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District Public 
Benefit Grant Agreement No. C-19387-A 

 
6. Either Party may, at its sole discretion, terminate this Agreement at any time by giving 30 

days written notice to the other Party.  In such event, the County shall submit and Kern 
COG shall pay an invoice for the work completed up to and including the date of final 
termination.  With that said, if there is ongoing construction that cannot be brought to a 
safe and reasonable conclusion prior to the date set forth in the termination notice, said 
notice shall be extended until the time that such work can be completed.  
 

7. County shall indemnify, defend (upon written request of Kern COG) and save harmless 
Kern COG, its officers, agents and employees from any and all losses, damages, liability, 
claims or causes of action of every nature whatsoever for physical damage to or 
destruction of property, including the property of Kern COG, or physical injury to or death 
of any person or persons, including Kern COG's officers, agents and employees, which 
may arise out of any negligent or willful act or omission of the County, its officers, agents, 
independent contractors or employees during the performance of this Agreement. 
 

8. Kern COG shall indemnify, defend (upon written request of County) and save harmless 
County, its officers, agents and employees from any and all losses, damages, liability, 
claims or causes of action of every nature whatsoever for physical damage to or 
destruction of property, including the property of County, or physical injury to or death of 
any person or persons, including Kern COG's officers, agents and employees, which may 
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arise out of any negligent or willful act or omission of Kern COG, its officers, agents, 
independent contractors or employees during the performance of this Agreement. 
 

9. No waiver of a breach of any provision of this Agreement shall constitute a waiver of any 
other breach, or of such provision.  Failure of either Party to enforce at any time, or from 
time-to-time, any provision of this Agreement shall not be construed as a waiver thereof.  
The remedies herein reserved shall be cumulative and in addition to any other remedies 
in law or equity. 
 

10. Should any part, term, portion, or provision of this Agreement be finally decided to be in 
conflict with any law of the United States or the State of California, or otherwise be 
unenforceable or ineffectual, the validity of the remaining parts, terms, portions, or 
provisions shall be deemed severable and shall not be affected thereby, provided such 
remaining portions or provisions can be construed in substance to constitute the 
agreement which the Parties intended to enter into in the first instance. 
 

11. This Agreement contains the entire agreement of the Parties relating to the rights herein 
granted and the obligations herein assumed.  Any oral representations or modifications 
concerning this Agreement shall be of no force or effect excepting a subsequent 
modification in writing, signed by the Party to be charged. 
 

12. The terms of this Agreement shall be construed and interpreted under, and all respective 
rights and duties shall be governed by, the laws of the State of California. 

 
13. Any notice or notices required or permitted to be given pursuant to this Agreement may 

be personally served on the other Party by the Party giving such notice or may be served 
by certified mail, return receipt requested, to the following addresses: 

 
TO Kern COG:  Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 

Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, California  93301 

 
TO County: Craig M. Pope, Director 
 Kern County Roads Department 
 2700 M Street, Suite 400 
 Bakersfield, CA 93301-2370  
 

14. The individual executing this Agreement on behalf of each Party warrants that he/she is 
authorized to execute the Agreement on behalf of their agency and that the agency will 
be bound by the terms and conditions contained herein. 
 

15. County acknowledges that County, and all subcontractors hired by County to perform 
services under this Agreement, are aware of and understand the Immigration Reform and 
Control Act (“IRCA”).  County is and shall remain in compliance with the IRCA and shall 
ensure that any subcontractors hired by County to perform services under this 
Agreement are in compliance with the IRCA.  In addition, County agrees to indemnify, 
defend and hold harmless Kern COG, its agents, officers and employees, from any 
liability, damages or causes of action arising out of or relating to any claims that County’s 
employees, or the employees of any subcontractor hired by County, are not authorized to 
work in the United States for County or its subcontractor and/or any other claims based 
upon alleged IRCA violations committed by County or County’s subcontractor(s). 
 

16. County agrees to maintain and make available to Kern COG accurate books and records 
relative to all its activities under this Agreement.  County shall permit Kern COG to audit, 
examine and make excerpts and transcripts from such records, and to conduct audits of 
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all invoices, materials, non-confidential records of personnel or other data related to all 
other matters covered by this Agreement.  County shall maintain such data and records 
in an accessible location and condition for a period of not less than three years from the 
date of final payment under this Agreement, or until after the conclusion of any audit, 
whichever occurs last.  The State of California and/or any federal agency having an 
interest in the subject of this Agreement shall have the same rights conferred upon Kern 
COG herein. 
 

17. County shall observe and comply with all applicable state, federal, and local laws, 
ordinances, rules and regulations now in effect or hereafter enacted, each of which are 
hereby made a part hereof and incorporated herein by reference. 

 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this Agreement to be executed by their 
respective officers and agents thereunto duly authorized as of the execution date. 

 

 
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  COUNTY OF KERN 
 
 
____________________________________ ________________________________ 
Harold W. Hanson, Chair Leticia Perez, Chairperson 
"Kern COG"      Kern County Board of Supervisors  

“County” 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO CONTENT:  APPROVED AS TO CONTENT: 
 
 
____________________________________ ________________________________ 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director Craig M. Pope, Director  
Kern COG  Roads Department 
 

 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________________ ________________________________ 
Philip Hall, Deputy, Kern County Counsel  Deputy, Kern County Counsel 
for Kern COG      for County of Kern 
 
        



1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

I
10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

sAN JoAeurN vALLEy uNrFrED ArR poLLUroN iliilJ,Hl.i87-A
PUBLIC BENEFIT GRANTS PROGRAM

FUNDING AGREEMENT

(Advanced Transit and Transportation Project)

This Agreement is made and entered into this 21"1 day of

November ,2013, by and between the SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY UNIFIED AIR

POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT, a unified air pollution control district formed

pursuant to California Health and Safety Code section 40150 et seq. (District), and

Kern Council of Governments (Padicipant).

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the California Clean Air Act (CCAA) requires local air

pollution control districts to reduce emissions from motor vehicles;

WHEREAS, AB 2766, AB 923, S8709, and AB 2522 authorizes the

District to impose fees upon certain registered motor vehicles within the district, and

the governing board of the District has imposed said fees;

WHEREAS, said legislation requires District to use said funds for

activities related to reduce air pollution from motor vehicles and for related planning,

monitoring, enforcement, and technical studies necessary for the implementation of

the California Clean Air Act of 1988; and

WHEREAS, the District has developed other funding mechanisms in

order to provide grant monies for its incentive programs; and

WHEREAS, on January 3, 2012, District issued Request for Proposal

PBGP12-01 seeking proposals for projects introducing advanced clean technology in

the areas of transit and transportation that can sustain in the Valley, and/or promote

innovative infrastructure designs that reduce vehicle miles traveled or vehicle idling

and will assist the District in meeting its air quality goals; and

WHEREAS, Participant has proposed an advanced transit and

c-19387.r'
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transportation project that meets the eligibility criteria of the Public Benefit Grants

Program; and

WHEREAS, on December 20, 2012 fhe District's Governing Board

approved the recommendation to provide funding towards Participant's advanced

transit and transportation project; and

WHEREAS, Pafiicipant represents that it is willing and able to complete

the proposed project set forth herein within the timeframe specified in this Agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, based on their mutual promises, covenants, and

conditions, the parties hereby agree as follows:

1. PROJECT

Participant proposes to complete its project, where major arterial roads

within an identified Environmental Justice area in the metropolitan Bakersfield

area will have Class ll bicycle lanes ¡nstalled by reducing the width of existing

automobile travel lanes. ln addition to the bicycle lanes, bicycle road

improvements will also be made to local streets through the use of sharows.

The goal of the project is to reduce the number of vehicle tr¡ps ¡n the area by

over 2.4 million per year and reduce the vehicle miles traveled by over 4.3

million miles, as set forth in the Participant's proposal; attached hereto and

incorporated herein as Exhibit A. Participant agrees to furnish all labor, materials,

equipment, licenses, permits, fees, and other incidentals necessary to perform and

complete, per schedule, in a professional manner, the project described herein.

Participant represents that Participant has the expertise, match funding, and

resources necessary to adequately perform and complete the project specified in and

in accordance to this Agreement and the exhibits incorporated herein.

ln the event of any conflict between or among the terms and conditions

of this Agreement, the exhibits incorporated herein, and the documents referred to and

incorporated herein, such conflict shall be resolved by giving precedence in the

following order of priority:

c.t93a1-t
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1) To the text of this Agreement

2) Exhibit A of this Agreement

3) Exhibit B of this Agreement

4) Exhibit C of this Agreement

2. PERIODOFPERFORMANCEiTIMETABLE

Participant shall commence performance of work and produce all work

products in accordance with the project implementation schedule; attached hereto and

incorporated herein as Exhibit B. Participant shall complete the project in its entirety

and in accordance to the specifications of Exhibit A by the timeframe specified in

Paragraph 24 of this Agreement, unless this Agreement is terminated sooner as

provided for elsewhere in this Agreement. Participant is responsible for and must

comply with meeting and obtaining all local, state, and/or federal permitting, licensing,

and/or certifying requirements necessary to complete the project.

3. COMPENSATION

The total obligation of District under this Agreement shall not exceed

Three Hundred Ninety-Eight Thousand Seven Hundred Ninety-Nine dollars

($398,799).

Participant shall obtain through other sources sufficient additional

monies to fund the total cost of the project as outlined in Exhibit A. Satisfactory written

evidence of such funding commitments shall be provided to District prior to the release

by District of any funds under this Agreement. ln the event funding from other sources

as outlined in Exhibit A is not received by Participant to pay for costs associated with

the project, District reserves the right to terminate or re-negotiate this Agreement. ln

that event, if requested by District, Participant shall return any District funds advanced.

A. Payments: Advance payments shall not be permitted. Payments

will be permitted only at which time project milestones have been satisfactorily

completed, and only for eligible costs allowed as specified in the eligible budget list;

attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit C. Participant may submit a

c-t9387-A
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disbursement request at intervals that coincide with the due dates of the quarterly

progress reports as identified in Paragraph 4. District shall reimburse Participant after

receipt and verification of a properly supported financial claim which includes the

following:

1) Public Benefit Grants Program Advanced Transit and

Transportation Claim for Payment Form, attached hereto an

incorporated herein as Exhibit D: The Form must be filled in

completely and be signed by the contract signing authority. Only

an original-signed Form will be accepted.

2) Supporting Documentation that supports completion of work

and/or milestone: Supporting documentation may include, but is

not limited to, copies of invoices, checks, and receipts for work

completed that is specific to the project in this Agreement as

specified in Exhibit A. Other forms of supporting documentation

may be accepted as deemed appropriate by the District.

Claims and all supporting documentation shall be submitted to San Joaquin Valley

Unified Air Pollution Control District at the following address with the submission of the

quarterly progress report:

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

Attention : I ncentives Program

1990 East Gettysburg Avenue

Fresno, California 93726-0244

Payment shall be made to Participant by District upon submission and evaluation of

Participant's claim that shall set forth the work completed pursuant to this Agreement.

District will issue payment to Participant within sixty (60) working days of

receipt of proper documentation and verification that Participant has satisfactorily

completed the work for which compensation is sought.

The amount to be paid to Participant under this Agreement is limited to

c-t9387-
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eligible costs identified in Exhibit C. Any other expenses incurred by the Participant

for this project which exceed the eligible costs identified in Exhibit C are the

responsibility of the Participant. Participant shall make payment of such expenses as

necessary to ensure the completion of the project in accordance to Pafticipant's

proposal as specified in Exhibit A, and the project implementation schedule as

specified in Exhibit B.

Concurrently with the submission of any claim for payment, Participant

shall certify (through copies of invoices issued, checks, receipts, and the like) that

complete payment has been made to any and all sub-contractor(s) as provided.

Disbursement requests may be submitted in more frequent intervals if

necessary and with sufficient justification provided by the Participant. Participant must

submit such requests to the District in writing and District shall provide written

approval of such changes to the disbursement schedule as the District deems

appropriate.

B. Surplus Funds: Any compensation, which is not expended by

Participant pursuant to the terms and conditions of this Agreement by the project

completion date, shall automatically revert to District. Only expenditures incurred by

Participant in the direct performance of this Agreement will be reimbursed by District.

Allowable expenditures under this Agreement are specifically established and included

in Exhibit C.

C. Closeout Period: Participant shall submit all final claims within

sixty (60) days following the final month of activities for which payment is claimed. No

action will be taken by District on claims submitted beyond the 60-day closeout period.

District will not make payment on final disbursement request until the final report, as

specified in subparagraph 4.8 has been submitted and deemed sufficient by the

District, and the project has been completed in full and in accordance to Exhibit A. lf

the final report is not submitted and/or the project is not satisfactorily completed in

accordance to Exhibit A, Participant shall return, if requested by the District, District

c-
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funds provided for the project, up to the full amount provided to Participant on previous

disbursements.

4, REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

Participant shall perform the following reporting requirements. lf

Participant does not meet the reporting requirements specified in this Agreement,

Participant may be subject to conditions outlined in subparagraph 7.4.

A. Quarterly Progress Reports: Participant shall submit regular

progress reports on a quarlerly basis according to the project implementation

schedule and deliverables identified in Exhibit B. The progress report shall detail the

work performed during the current reporting period; work planned for the next

reporting period; problems identified, solved, and/or unresolved; the percentage of

each task completed; and include any other pertinent information requested on the

Quarterly Progress Report; attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit E.

Quarterly progress reports shall be required for the duration of the two-year project

implementation phase or until the project is complete, whichever is later.

B. Final Report: Upon completion of the project, Participant shall

submit a final report which shall detail the final project product; problems identified,

solved, and/or unresolved; and any other pertinent information requested on the Final

Report Form; attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit F.

C. Annual Reports: Participant is required to complete and submit

annual reports to the District for three (3) subsequent years, commencing

approximately one year following the completion of the project. The annual report shall

detail the project's viability; include, if completed, any study(ies) and/or reports that

document the project's success and contribution to improving air quality, public

service(s), and/or its tangible benefit to Environmental Justice communities; and

include any other pertinent information requested on the Annual Report Form. For

each annual report, District shall provide Participant with an Annual Report Form

approximately one month prior to the due date of the report.

c-19387.
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5. NON.ALLOCATION OF FUNDS

The terms of this Agreement are contingent on the approval and receipt

of funds by the appropriating government agency. Should sufficient funds not be

allocated, the scope of the project may be modified or this Agreement terminated at

any time by giving Participant thirty (30) days' prior written notice.

6. INDEPENDENT PARTICIPANT

ln performance of the work, duties, and obligations assumed by

Participant under this Agreement, it is mutually understood and agreed that

Participant, including any and all of Participant's officers, agents, and employees, will

at all times be acting and performing as an independent Participant and shall act in an

independent capacity and not as an officer, agent, servant, employee, joint venture,

partner, or associate of District. Furthermore, District shall have no right to control or

supervise or direct the manner or method by which Participant shall perform its work

and function. However, District shall retain the right to administer this Agreement so

as to verify that Participant is performing its obligations in accordance with the terms

and conditions thereof. Participant and District shall comply with all applicable

provisions of law and the rules and regulations, if any, of governmental authorities

having jurisdiction over matters the subject thereof.

Because of its status as an independent Participant, Participant shall

have absolutely no right to employment rights and benefits available to District

employees, Participant shall be solely liable and responsible for providing to, or on

behalf of, itself all legally required employee benefits. ln addition, Participant shall be

solely responsible and save District harmless from all matters relating to payment of

Participant's employees, including compliance with social security, withholding, and all

other regulations governing such matters. lt is acknowledged that during the term of

this Agreement, Participant may be providing services to others unrelated to District or

to this Agreement.

7. TERMINATION

c-19387-,
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A. Breach of Agreement: District may immediately suspend or

terminate this Agreement, in whole or in part, where in the determination of District

there is:

1) An illegal or improper use of f unds;

2) A failure to comply with any term of this Agreement;

3) A substantially incorrect or incomplete report submitted to District;

or

4) lmproperly completed project.

ln no event shall any payment by District constitute a waiver by District

of any breach of this Agreement or any default, which may then exist on the part of

Participant. Neither shall such payment impair or prejudice any remedy available to

District with respect to the breach or default. District shall have the right to demand of

Participant the repayment to District of any funds disbursed to Participant under this

Agreement which in the judgment of District were not expended in accordance with

the terms of this Agreement. Participant shall promptly refund any such funds upon

demand.

ln addition to immediate suspension or termination, District may impose

any other remedies available at law, in equity, or otherwise specified in this

Agreement.

B. Without Cause: Either party may terminate this Agreement at

any time upon giving the other party at least thirty (30) days' advance written notice of

intention to terminate. District shall have the right to demand the repayment of a

portion of or all funds paid to the Participant should termination of the Agreement

result in an incomplete project that does not satisfactorily meet the criteria in which

funding was awarded to the project. District has the sole discretion to review and

assess the project completeness in relation to the funding criteria utilized to evaluate

the project and make such determinations for repayment. Under such cases,

Participant may, subject to Paragraph 3, still be eligible to be paid the reasonable

c-t9787-]
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value of project milestones satisfactorily completed and actual, reasonable costs

incurred up to the time of the termination, as determined by the District.

8. MODIFICATION

Any matters of this Agreement may be modified from time to time by the

written consent of all the parties without in any way affecting the remainder.

9. NON.ASSIGNMENT

Neither party shall assign, transfer, or subcontract this Agreement, nor

their rights or duties under this Agreement, without the prior express, written consent

of the other party.

10. INDEMNIFICATION

Participant agrees to indemnify, save, hold harmless, and at District's

request, defend District, its boards, committees, representatives, officers, agents, and

employees from and against any and all costs and expenses (including reasonable

attorneys' fees and litigation costs), damages, liabilities, claims, and losses (whether

in contract, tort, or strict liability, including, but not limited to, personal injury, death,

and property damage) occurring or resulting to District which arises from any negligent

or wrongful acts or omissions of Participant, its officers, agents, sub-contractors, or

employees in their performance of this Agreement.

11. INSURANCE

A. Without limiting District's right to obtain indemnification from

Participant or any third parties, Participant, at its sole expense, shall maintain in full

force and effect the following insurance policies throughout the term of this

Agreement:

1) Commercial general liability insurance with minimum limits of

coverage in the amount of One Million Dollars ($1,000,000) per

occurrence;

2) Commercial automobile liability insurance which covers bodily

injury and property damage with a combined single limit with

c-t938?-,
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minimum limits of coverage in the amount of One Million Dollars

($1,000,000) per occurrence.

3) Workers' compensation insurance in accordance with California

law.

B. This insurance shall not be canceled or changed without a

minimum of thirty (30) days' advance, written notice given to District.

C. Prior to the commencement of performing its obligations under

this Agreement, Participant shall provide certifications of insurance on the foregoing

policy, as required herein, to District, stating that such insurance coverages have been

obtained and are in full force; that District, its officers, agents, and employees will not

be responsible for any premiums on the policy. This insurance shall not be canceled

or changed without a minimum of thirty (30) days' advance, written notice given to

District.

D. ln the event Participant fails to keep in effect at all times

insurance coverage as herein provide, District may, in addition to other remedies it

may have, suspend or terminate this Agreement upon the occurrence of such event.

E. lf Participant is a government entity, then it may self-insure such

of those risks identified in subparagraph 11.A.1 of this Agreement, provided, however,

that:

1) Such self-insurance plans shall be reasonably satisfactory to

District; and

2) All those provisions identified in subparagraph 1 1.C of this

Agreement concerning the relationship of Participant's primary

and District's excess insurance to each other, the requirement of

Participant delivering a certificate of insurance or other suitable

evidence to District, and the cancellation/change of insurance

requirements shall apply to such self-insurance plans.

12, AUDITS AND INSPECTIONS

C-19387-t
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Participant shall at any time during regular business hours, and as often

as District may deem necessary, make available to District for examination all of its

records and data with respect to the matters covered in this Agreement. Participant

shall, upon request by District, permit District to audit and inspect all such records and

data necessary to ensure Participant's compliance with the terms of this Agreement.

lf, after audit, District makes a determination that funds provided to

Participant pursuant to this Agreement were not spent in conformance with this

Agreement or any other applicable provisions of law, Participant agrees to

immediately reimburse District all funds determined to have been expended not in

conformance with said provisions.

Participant shall retain all records and data for activities performed under

this Agreement for at least two (2) years from the date of final payment under this

Agreement or until all audits are completed for that fiscal year, whichever is later.

13. NOTICES

The persons and their addresses having authority to give and receive

notices under this Agreement are as follows:

PARTICIPANT
Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
Kern Council of Governments
1401 1gth Street, Suite 300
Bakersfield, CA 93301

DISTRICT
Seyed Sadredin
Executive Di rector/APGO
San Joaquin Valley Unified APCD
1990 East Gettysburg Avenue
Fresno, CA 93726

Any and all notices between District and Participant provided for or

permitted under this Agreement or by law shall be in writing and shall be deemed duly

served when personally delivered to one of the parties, or in lieu of such personal

service, when deposited in the United States mail, postage prepared, addressed to

such party.

14. POLITICAL ACTIVITY PROHIBITED

None of the funds, materials, property, or services provided under this

c-t9387-A
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Agreement shall be used for any political activity, or to further the election or defeat of

any candidate for public office contrary to federal or state laws, statutes, regulations,

rules, or guidelines.

15. LOBBYINGPROHIBITED

None of the funds provided under this Agreement shall be used for

publicity, lobbying, or propaganda purposes designed to support or defeat legislation

before the Congress of the United States of America or the Legislature of the State of

California.

16. CONFLICT OF INTEREST

No officer, employee, or agent of District who exercises any function or

responsibility for planning and carrying out the services provided under this

Agreement shall have any direct or indirect personal financial interest in this

Agreement, Participant shall comply with all federal and state conflict of interest laws,

statutes, and regulations, which shall be applicable to all parties and beneficiaries

under this Agreement and any officer, agent, or employee of District.

17. GOVERNING LAW

This Agreement shall be governed in all respects by the laws of the

State of California. Venue for any action arising out of this Agreement shall only be in

Fresno County, California.

18. COMPLIANCE WITH LAWS

Participant shall comply will all federal and state laws, statutes,

regulations, rules, and guidelines which apply to its performance under this

Agreement, including California driving eligibility and financial liability laws.

19. BINDING ON SUCCESSORS

This Agreement, including all covenants and conditions contained

herein, shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties, including their

respective successors-in-interest, assigns, and legal representatives.

20. TIME IS OF THE ESSENCE

c-t938't-t
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It is understood that for Participant's performance under this Agreement,

time is of the essence. The parties reasonably anticipate that Participant will, to the

reasonable satisfaction of District, complete all activities provided herein within the

time schedule outlined in the attachments to this Agreement, provided that Participant

is not caused unreasonable delay in such performance.

21. DATA OWNERSHIP

Upon termination or expiration of this Agreement, all data which is

received, collected, produced, or developed by Participant under this Agreement shall

become the exclusive property of District, provided, however, Participant shall be

allowed to retain a copy of any non-confidential data received, collected, produced, or

developed by Participant under this Agreement subject to District's exclusive

ownership rights stated herein. Accordingly, Participant shall, if requested, surrender

to District all such data which is in its possession (including its sub-contractors or

agents), without any reservation of right or title, not otherwise enumerated herein.

District shall have the right at reasonable times during the term of this

Agreement to inspect and reproduce any data received, collected, produced, or

developed by Participant under this Agreement. No reports, professional papers,

information, inventions, improvements, discoveries, or data obtained, prepared,

assembled, or developed by Participant, pursuant to this Agreement, shall be released

or made available (except to District) without prior, express written approval of District

while this Agreement is in force.

22. NO THIRD.PARTY BENEFICIARIES

Notwithstanding anything else stated to the contrary herein, it is

understood that Participant's services and activities under this Agreement are being

rendered only for the benefit of District, and no other person, firm, corporation, or

entity shall be deemed an intended third-party beneficiary of this Agreement.

23. SEVERABILITY

ln the event that any one or more of the provisions contained in this

c-1938?-l
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Agreement shall for any reason be held to be unenforceable in any respect by a court

of competent jurisdiction, such holding shall not affect any other provisions of this

Agreement, and the Agreement shall then be construed as if such unenforceable

provisions are not a part hereof.

24. SPECIAL CONDITIONS

The entire proposed project must be completed within two (2) years of

execution of this Agreement. Participant shall complete the project in a manner

consistent with the project implementation schedule described in Exhibit B. No

contract extensions will be granted without reasonable justification and written

approval from the District. Funds may not be used to meet Americans with Disabilities

Act (ADA) requirements.

25. ENTIRE AGREEMENT

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between Participant

and District with respect to the subject matter hereof and supersedes all previous

negotiations, proposals, commitments, writings, advertisements, publications, and

understandings of any nature whatsoever unless expressly included in this

Agreement,

lN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this Agreement to be

executed as of the day and year first hereinabove written.
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ilt
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Kern Council of Governments San J ified Air

Poll ct
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nette
lnterim District Counsel

Approved as to accounting form:
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Director of Administrative Services

For account¡ng use only:
Program 2ç22 (t ,*ol
Account No.:

l(Þ u
Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director

Participanf Busrness EntÍty :

Tax lD Number:

Governing Board Chair

Recommended for approval :
San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution
Control District

ft 7v "r/*,t/ g.polv
SeyedSadredin -' ô/'(Ò
Executive Director/APCO

Approved as to legal torm:
San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution

n

n Control D

c-19387-



Exhibit A

I
Kern Council
of Governments

Mr. David Lopez
Air Quality Specialist
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
1990 East Gettysburg Avenue
Fresno, CA93726-0244

March 1,2012

Dear Mr. Lopez:

We are pleased to submit for your review an Advanced Transit and Transportation
Project under the District's Public Benefit Grant Program, Our proposed Bicycle
Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program will establish a wide bicycle
transportation network withìn an identified Environmental Justice area in the
metropolitan Bakersfield area, create a Safe-Routes to Schools program for eleven (11)
schools within the district, and establish a bicycle support facility for the area,

Our goal is to reduce the number of vehlcle trips in the area by over 2.4 million per year
reduce the vehicle miles traveled by over 4,3 million miles, Achieving this goal would
reduce annual vehicle emissions by over 14,000 pounds being put into the atmosphere
of the most impacted air basin in the United States.

Additionally, with the establishment of additional bicycle travel facilities, and the ability to
acquire bicycles for free or a reduced price, an improvement in the obesity level of the
district population will result. Further, reduced transportation expenses will result in an
increase in disposable income in an economically challenged area.

The Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program is a co-
operative effort between the Kern Council of Governments, the County of Kern and the
non-profit agency Bike Bakersfield, We are requesting $1,552,759 from the Public
Benefit Grant Program. We welcome your review and any questions you may have,

Please contact Mr. Peter Smith, Senior Planner at 661-861-2191 or at
psmith@kerncoo.orq at your earliest convenience should you require additional
information or clarifícation.

Sincerely,

eh
Robeñ Ball
lnterim Executive Director

l(ern Council of Governments



Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Table of Gontents

Executive Summary,

Bicycle Synergy.

Air Quality Benefit,

Public Benefit of Bicycle Synergy

lnnovation of Bicycle Synergy.,. .

Potential for Replication and Regional Applicability

Environmental J ustice Benefit.

Project Work Plan..

Project Budget.

Attachments

Bike Bakersfield's Resume,
Kern Cog Letter of Recommendation
Kern Health Department Letter of Recommendation
Bakersfield City School District Letter of Recommendation
Standard School District Letter of Recommendation.
Reference Page.
Sharrow lmage.
SRTS Boltage Technology

List of Schools in Bicycle Synergy Area...

Portland lncrease in Bicycle Mode share,.....

Census Tracts with Median lncomes

Bicycle Synergy Area with lnfrastructure lmprovements.

County of Kern Engineer Estimate For Bicycle lnfrastructure....,

3

4

5

,7

.8

8

.9

,.9

12

1.

2.

3.

4.

5,

6.

7.

8.

9.

9.

10

11

12

.XV

..xvil

,.XXI

..xxil

XXIII

Page2



Exhibit A
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Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Executive Summary

Bicycle Synergy is a bicycle transportation project combining many of the best
practices known to increase bicycle mode share within a transportation system. The
program will include advanced infrastructure improvements, new technology within a

safe routes to school program, community infrastructure via a community bicycle center,
adult education, bicycle events, and economically easier access to bicycle
transportation. The concentrated effort and advanced technologies will accelerate the
shift towards healthier and more affordable transportation choices within an
environmentaljustice area of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
(SJVAPCD). The specific objective of Bicycle Synergy is to obtain a six percent bicycle
mode share within the program area, This project will serve as an example to the rest of
the San Joaquin Valley, thereby encouraging and accelerating a mode shift in the entire
Valley. Bicycle Synergy is a partnership between Kern COG, County of Kern and Bike
Bakersfield. Kern COG is the federally-designated metropolitan planning organization
and the state-designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency. Kern COG will be
the lead agency for the program, The County of Kern Roads Department will be
responsible for all bicycle infrastructure road improvements associated with the
program. Bike Bakersfield will provide an advanced Safe Routes to School program and
the Community lnfrastructure program.

Total program cost:

Bicycle lanes and neighborhood green ways

Safe Routes to School

Community Bicycle Center

Bicycle

Kern COG Administration

$ 478,559

$ 340,700

$ 493,500

$ 200,000

$ 40,000

Total Cost $ 1,552,759

Funding requested $ 1,552,759

The program would begin July 1 ,2012 with construction of the bicycle lanes and
neighborhood greenways. The Safe Routes to School program and the Community
Bicycle Center would begin in August of 2012. The funding for the project would end
July 1 ,2014. The benefits of the project will continue to grow as the surrounding
community sees and adopts the bicycle as a viable means of everyday transportation
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Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Bicycle Synergy

Bicycle Synergy provides an affordable transportation choice in an environmental
justice area of the SJVAPCD. This is accomplished by combining advanced bicycle
road infrastructure, high tech tools for bicycle education and encouragement, and a
community bicycle center.

Road lmprovement Proqram

The road improvement portion of the program is innovative and in many ways new
to the San Joaquin Valley. Major arterial roads will have bicycle lanes installed by
reducing the width of existing automobile travel lanes. This encourages bicycling in two
ways. First, the bicyclist is given their own space in the roadway so the bicyclist and
auto driver understand that the bicyclist is an expected road user. Second, by creating
narrower travel lanes traffic is calmed.tllTraffic calming has been shown to decrease
accidents by encouraging drivers to be more aware of what is happening on the
roadway.tzl'

ln addition to the bicycle lanes on the major arterials, bicycle road improvements
will also be made to local streets through the use of sharrows. This pavement marker
was recently approved by the State of California to identify a roadway as a bicycle
route. A shârrow is a universal bicycle symbol placed oelôw two cneironr.lseeáttachment 

1l

The sharrow is placed in the travel lane on lower speed streets with no room for bicycle
lanes. The placement of sharrows accomplishes at least three desirable effects for
bicycling transportation. First, it directs the bicyclist to the safest part of the street on
local streets. Second, it educates auto drivers that bicyclist should be in the center of
the lane. Third, it encourages.bicycling in a calmer and more enjoyable environment
than on major arterial streets.t'rThe combination of the bicycle lanes, sharrows, and
new bicycle signage will serve as an example to the community that bicycling is a
respected, convenient, safe and fun means of transportation.

Safe Routes to School

cail ä:"Jìl-*attac in this
pro rhood green
ways with sharrows. Education will be accomplished through school assemblies and
after school bicycle rodeo's teaching participants riding skills and street safety.
Encouragement and Evaluation are connected in the program through the use of
electronic sensors. At each school site walkers and bicyclist are given a tag which is
recorded by the sensor and then transmitted to a computer for tabulation. This allows
for immediate feedback to the children and the opportunity to provide monthly prizes to
the students. Studies how Boltage provides excellent results in increased bicycling and
walking to school.

Page 4
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Gommunitv Bicvcle Center

The Community Bicycle Center provides the necessary infrastructure to educate
and encourage the adult pop._ulation to safely and confidently operate and maintain their
new mode of transportation.ltl The Center will be a community space to provide

resources and educational programs designed to promote bicycling as a healthy,
sustainable, affordable and fun transportation option. Programs will specifically support,
engage, and build leadership amongst low-income community members, immigrants,
women, and others sometimes excluded from mainstream bicycle planning and
programming. Weekend events will be geared towards the whole family so the
education and skills necessary to ride are taught to all members, Education classes will
be held on the maintenance and repair of bicycles. ln addition, the community can
purchase or earn their new bicycle. The grant includes funds for the purchase of
bicycles so the community can experience bicycle transpottation at a price point they
can afford. The dissemination of bicycles into the community will be based on the needs
of the individual. Some bicycles will be sold at a discount, some will be earned by
participating in the education programs and others will be loaned out from a bicycle
library. All participants in the program will be encouraged to check in on a monthly basis
so the mileage on their bicycles can be recorded to measure the success of the
program and to maintain the fleet.

Results

The overall goal of Bicycle Synergy is to create a less polluted and more active
community. This will result in a healthier, more liveble, and more affordable community
in an enviionmental justice area of the SJVAPCD.t6l The measurable objective in

reaching this goal is a substantial increase in the bicycle mode share for transportation
within the community and beyond. The long term goal is a twenty percent mode share,
We do not believe this goal can be reached in the two year.time frame of the project or
within the additional three year measurement period. However, we do believe the
project will substantially affect the transportation choices of the community and begin a
transformation within the San Joaquin Valley. lt is the objective of Bicycle Synergy to
reach a six percent mode share by the end of the five year measurement period.

AIR QUALITY BENEFIT

Air quality benefit will be calculated using an increase in mode share of 6
percent,tTlThe attached graphics from the City of Portland are used as an example of a
city who successfully shifted transportation mode choices. Note in the attached graph
now the increase in mode shift accelerates in the later years.lsee attachment 31 This
acceleration can be attributed to a number of factors. What we learned from Portland
(and many other cities across the United States) is if you build adequate bicycle
infrastructure people will use it. Furthermore, if you develop encouragement programs,

along with the infrastructure improvements, the change can happen much faster. To
quote Mia Birk who worked as the Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator for the City of
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Portland during the 1990's, "Once you build it, people will come. This we know. But if we
build it, and then encourage people to use it, in ways that_are meaningful to their lives,
they will come in flocks, droves, maybe even stampêdes"tul. The San Joaquin Valley has
more supportive topography and weather than Portland, Minneapolis or San Francisco
for bicycling transportation. Nevertheless, all of these cities are obtaining much higher
mode shares because of improved infrastructure, education, and encouragement
programs.

Therefore air quality benefit will be calculated using the following assumptions:

1 A reduction of 6 percent of all automobile trips will be achieved in the five year
observation period.

2 Average trip bike length trip is 1.8 miles.tel
3 Each ñousehold generates 9.5 trips per day in existing condition.tl0I

From the above assumptions, a reduction in pollutants and the dollars per ton of
emission reduction reduced can be calculated using Methods to Find the Cost-
Effectiveness of Funding Air Quality Projects dated May 2005 and the Emission Factor
Tables dated March 2010 published by the California Air Resources Board and
Caltrans.tllI

On page 40 of "Methods" the following formula can be found:

Annual Emission Reductions (ROG, NOx, and PM10)= lbs/year
[( Annual Auto Trips Reduced]*(Auto Trip End Factor)

+(Annual Auto VMT Reduced)*(Auto VMT Factorlll4s4

From Table 3 Ave Auto Emission Factors the fol lowing can be found

There are 11,562 households in the program area according to the census.tl2]

ROG
VMT (g/mile)

average trip ends (g/trip end)
0.277
0.762

NOx
VMT (g/mile)

average trip ends (g/trip end)
0.324

0.444

PMlO
VMT (g/mile)

average trip ends (g/trip end)
0.221

0.009

co
VMT (g/mile)

average trip ends (g/trip end)
3.365

6.289
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We will use 9.5 trips per household per d¿yt1sl

Therefore
11 ,562 households * 9.5 trips per household per day * 365 days per year

= 40,091,235 trips per year

6%reduction= 40,091,235 * .06=
2,405,47 4 Annual Auto Trips Reduced

and 2,405,474 Annual Auto Trips * 1.8 miles per trip=
4,329,853 Annual Auto VMT Reduced

From all of the above the Total Annual Emission Reduction = 14,277 lbs of RoG,
NOx and PM10

From the table on page 2 of "Methods" capital recovery factors can be found. 15 years
is the default years for class 2 bicycle projects with a corresponding capital recovery
factor of 0.08. As the entire project continues to offer benefits for the entire 15 year
period that is the effectiveness period that will be used.

Equation: Capital Recovery Factor x Dollars Funded / Pounds of Pollutants
Therefore: $8.70/lb. x 2,000 lb./ton = $17,4021ton

Therefore funded dollars per ton of emissions reduced is $17,4021ton

Carbon Monoxide emission reduction from above would be 65,414 lbs

Public Benefit of Bicycle Synergy

Bicycle Synergy will provide economic, health and safety benefits to residents in

the project area and beyond.

Safety of the community will be improved through the installation of additional
bicycle infrastructure.ttol Spate will be made for bicyõlists in the roadways where none
exist now. Pavement markings and signage will_h_elp educate both drivers and bicyclist
on how to safely coexist in the shared roadway.llcl

The economic well being of the Valley residents within the program area will be
improved by transitioning to a much more affordable mode of transportation. The
average annual cost of ãutomobile ownership in the United States is $8,588.t161 ln low
income areas such as the project area, 30% and more of income is spent on
transportation.tlTl By creating a physical and social environment where bicycling is an
acceptable and preferred means of transportation, households will spend less income
on transportation and the well being of the community is improved. The median
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household income for three census tracts in our area, which accounts for 30% of the
population, is $27, 315.[18ltsee 

attachmentrourl At these income levels transportation by
automobile is an economic burden. The existing infrastructure, both physical and social,
do nothing to alleviate this burden.

The health of the residents of the Valley within the program area will be improved
by incorporating exercise into their daily commutes.tlel Studies show active
transportation is the most reliable means of starting and maintaining the recommended
daily exercise needed for good health.t2olThe obesity rates within Kern County are at an
atarming 28.9 percent.t21l Éeart disease hospitalizes 6.5 percent of Kern residences
annually and diabetes affects 7.6 percent of Kern residence. Kern County, along with
other Valley counties, ranks among the worst counties in California for both
conditions.t22l Bicycle Synergy will create an active transportation system that will begin
to reduce these rates by helping the community obtain the necessary daily exercise.

Innovation of Bicycle Synergy

Bicycle Synergy incorporates many innovative ideas and new technologies in order
to accomplish the goals of reduced emissions and a more livable, healthier community.
The San Joaquin Valley has not yet had governmental funding for promoting bicycling

for transportation at the level proposed by Bicycle Synergy. The combination of physical
and social infrastructure is a new concept to the Valley. Up to now, the installation of
bicycle lanes on high speed arterials has been the standard for a bicycle network in the
valley. This type of network provides a low level of service for bicyclist. Furthermore, it
does not encourage the 60% of individuals who are interested but concerned about the
safety of bicycling for transportation.t23l New and innovative pavement markings such
as narrowed traffic lanes to calm traffic and sharrows to inform all road users of
expected bicycle usage will show other Valley communities new
communication/delineation techniques. The Boltage program, incorporated into Safe
Routes to School, is using a new technology in order to encourage children and their
parents to choose non-motorized transportation. By electronically tracking and
rewarding children, the choice to walk or bike to school will be encouraged. The
community bicycle center is a resource that does not exist anywhere else in the Valley.
Transportation education and affordable access to a better means of transportation will
be available within the neighborhood.

Potential for Replication and Regional Applicability

Bicycle Synergy will show the way for the rest of the valley to an affordable healthy
non- polluting transportation choice. 41o/o of commutes in the United States are five
miles or less and twenty-five percent of all trips are one mile or less.f2al These trips are
easily accomplished on a bicycle, The Valley has good cycling weather essentially year
round and flat topography. The only items missing are safe and convenient
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infrastructure and education. The city of Davis, California has essentially the same
weather and topography as the San^Joaquin Valley and has the highest rate of bicycling
in the nation, about 25% of alltrips.tzcl The difference is their safe and convenient
infrastructure and a culture who accepts bicycling as first-rate transportation. Bicycle
Synergy will show the Valley communities the same results are possible here with a

concentrated effort. Bicycling is a fun activity, takes you where you want to go and
makes you healthier in the process. Most communities simply built their environments
around the automobile at the expense of safe and convenient bicycling. With
appropriate changes in infrastructure and a major shift in public perception bicycling can
provide our communities with a non-polluting transportation choice. Bicycle Synergy will
show the way.

Environmental Justice Benefit

Bicycle Synergy benefits will initially be entirely within the SJVAPCD
Environmental Justice area of Southeast Bakersfield. The concentrated effort is within
an area with a high proportion of low income residents. The program will provide an
opportunity for these residents to access transportation that will give them the freedom
to access jobs, shopping and school without the financial burden of owning and
operating an automobile. The program also provides health benefits to a community that
aiong w¡ln tne rest of Kern County tras an obesity rate of 28.9 percent.t26l Active
transportation will provide healthy addition of daily exercise into this community.

PROJECT WORK PLAN

TASK 1

BICYCLE INFRASTRUCTURE $478.559.00 (SJVAPCD) TIMELINE
The County of Kern will invest money into the road infrastructure in the Bicycle Synergy
Area to make them more bike friendly. The changes to the roads will consist of adding
bike lanes to arterials and sharrows to other roads.

Schedule:

Tasks will be completed by County staff beginning in AugusUSeptember 2012
and completed in December 2012.

o
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TASK 2

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL $34O.7OO.OO(SJVAPCD) TIMELINE
EDUCATION

Student tally and parent survey (Before and After) for each school site; bicycle safety
rodeos, bicycle safety assemblies, bicycle repair classes, helmet distribution ,

pedestrian safety education, walk around the school site, and on-site school safety
efforts at a minimum of one time per month will be part of the program for each of the
eleven schools in the target area. Create and establish a minimum of 2 walking school
buses per school. ln addition special events will be held to rally the school into
participation such as InternationalWalk to School Day in October, lnternational Bike to
School Day in May, and Walk and Roll to SchoolWeek the first week of May. ln
addition we will use the schools Back to School Night in August to provide information to
parents and staff of each school. We will begin the process of forming a strong
stakeholder group within each school to assure self sustainability of the program.

Schedule:

. August 2012through May 2013 one visit per school per month

. Purchase, installation and maintenance of BOLTAGE equipment starting in July
2012, equipment will be used through 2015

. Form stakeholder groups at each school by November 1,2012

. Special Activities Back to School Night AugusUSept.2012

. lnternational Walk to School Day October 2012

. One rodeo per school beginning in February 2013 thru April 2013

. lnternational Bike to School Day May 2013

. Rock and Roll to SchoolWeek May 2013

. First year total visits per school 15

. Quarterly Reports October 30, 2012, January 1 , 2013, April 1, 2013, July 1, 2013

TASK 2 YEAR 2
ln year two we will continue with encouragement activities at each of the schools and
get stakeholder group at each school site to begin taking a bigger role ensuring the
program will be sustainable by the end of 2014. Champions will be identified for each
school and SRTS staff will begin training and educating these stakeholder groups at
each school to take charge of the program. All of the activities listed in year one will be
repeated in year two.

TASK 3

COMMUNITY BICYCLE CENTER 293.500(SJVAPCD) Timeline
Door to Door Outreach 200.000 lBike Bakersfield)
The Community Bicycle Center will serve as the hub to hosting events, providing

materials, educating the community, and encouraging bicycling in the Bicycle Synergy
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Area. This asset will be the headquarters for doing door to door outreach programs

which provide one-on-one personal interaction with the community. Health and wellness

fairs, bike clinics, and other events will be hosted at this center.

Schedule:

. Renovation on the Community Bike Center will begin September 2012 and be

completed in December 2012.
. Outdoor health and wellness fairs will begin July 2012
. Classes such as bike maintenance courses, adult and children learn to ride

programs, commuter workshops, safe cycling classes, and women's cycling

classes will begin scheduling in October 2012 and continue through June 30,

2014

Task 4

Dissemination of Bicvcles into the Community 200,000 August 2012
June 2014

Page
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Project Budget Two Years
Bicycle Synergy Project

lnfrastructure - see attachment 6 for details SUBTOTAL

Safe Routes To School
YEAR 1

$102,000

478.559

YEAR 2

$112,200SchoolSite Visits
1't year 1 5 visits per school: 165 total visits
2nd year 15 visits per school: 165 total visits
Staff:
Two full-time Safe Routes
to School coordinators &
50% Executive Director Time
Walk and bike incentives i.e.
Pencils, stickers, wrist bands, lights, bells, shoe laces etc.
Bike Helmets (1 000@7.50ea.
Supplies
Posters, banners, handouts, flyers, annualreport layout
Design print and distribution
School personneltime
(Covers Staff needed when doing after school events)
Boltage equipment with 3 year maintenance plan

TOTALS

SUBTOTAL

Gomm unity Bicycle Center
Staff requirement 6 fulltime people and executive diredor
50 percent of time for six months for door to door activity
Educational materials
Rent or Lease building
Operating cost
2 fulltime employees

2 part time

Utilities
EquipmenUSupplies

2 years

SUBTOTAL

Bicycles
Kern Cog Administration

Page
L2

$6,ooo

$87.000

$ 6,000

$212,500 $128,200

340.700

$131,000
$ 30,000
$ 50,000

$70,000 year 1

$77,000 year 2
$35,000 year 1

$38,500 year s
$12,000
$50,000

493.500

200.000
40.000

$5,000
$7,500
$5,000

$5000

$5,000

TOTAL PROJECT COST $I.552.759
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Attachments

Attachment One

Bike Bakersfield Resume

Bike Bakersfield was incorporated in 2005 as a non profit corporation and began its operations
in Jan of 2006. Since that time it has become the strongest bicycle advocacy organization in the
San Joaquin Valley. Bike Bakersfield has provided many services throughout the community in

order to promote bicycling for everyday transportation, We have provided Safe Routes to School
education, recycled bicycles, sponsored bicycle related community events, actively engaged
governmental agencies, and consulted businesses on employee commute options,

We have been involued in educating children within the schools since the beginning. We began
by providing bicycle rodeos and safety education assemblies. We then were successful in
obtaining a federal SRTS grant for education and encouragement within schools. We have
obtained further funding via The Rose Foundation for extending our reach for education in the
Bakersfield Metropolitan Area and beyond. For the schools that we have a long term
relationship with we promote "walk and roll" to school events, bike to school days, waking
school buses, bicycle trains to school along with otrer promotions and events. Our after school
programs include bicycle safety education, bicycle rodeos and Bike Polo. \Mten needed we
have helped he schools obtain bicycle parking and advised on where best to place it. We have
also been successful in helping some of the area high schools in starting bicycle clubs which
promote bicycling to school togeürer.

We opened our "Bike Kitchen" in January of 2006. Our Kitchen serves as a recycle a bicycle
center and a bicycle repair education center. We collect discarded bicycles from various
organizations and the community at large. Community members are then allowed to "earn" a
bicycle by volunteering and learning howto assemble and rnaintain the bicycle. Since we began
we have returned over 770 bicycles to the community. Upstairs from our basement Kitchen we
provide a space for education in more of a classroom format. We have education for various
segments of the community such as ladies night and high school night. Theses nights focus on
bicycle maintenance, safe riding and commutertips.

Our community bicycle events have been an integral part of our organization from the
beginning. May is Bike Month. Bike Month is our annualfull court press. We provide commuter
stands, encourage Bike to Work Day and Bike to School Day, promote in the media the
importance of healthy living and cleaner air via bicycling, sponsor a Bicycle Festival whidr
includes two full days of activities including Bike Polo, BMX, Bicycle Rodeos, Bicycle Jousting, a

Criterium Race and anything else bicycling we can think of along with food and music.

Engaging governmental agencies is an important part of our long term vision, We have been
successful in creating relationships with the City of Bakersfield, County of Kern (Roads and
Health Departments), Kern COG, and CalTrans. We have been successful in convincing the
city of Bakersfield to apply for and obtain grants for bicycle infrastructure that would not have
been applied for. With our help the City of Bakersfield has recently been approved for a
planning grant for a Bicycle Master Plan. We have encouraged Kern COG to move forward with

I
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a Bicycle Master Plan for the county unincorporated areas and now sit on the steering
committee for that plan. We have worked with Cal Trans on proposed new infrastructure in the
city and have been assured that bicycles access will be provirled when possible. We are the
lead organization for a local bicycle and pedestrian safety coalition whidr includes staff from
city, county roads,county health and law enforcement agencies.

Our relationships with the local business community have been productive in the past and
continues to grow in scope. We have received grants from State Farm lnsurance and Chevron
for our work in the local schools. We are now working with Chevron and Mercy-Memorial
Hospital on alternative transportation options for employees. We have worked with California
State University at Bakersfield and their sustainability group and offered advice on the design of
their new bike path,

We believe that bicycling for everyday transportation can help solve many of the societal and
environmental problems that we now face in the San Joaquin Valley. Bicycling can help obesity
rates, heart disease, economic opportunities, and air pollution. We are committed and
passionate about guiding this change in our community.
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Attachment Two

Kern Cog Letter of Recommendation

I
Kern Council
of Governments February 28,2012

Mr. David Lopez, Air Quality Specialist
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control Dìstrict
1990 East Gettyslrurg Avenue
Fresno. CA 53726"0244

Dear Mr Lopez,

Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) supports the efforts Bike Bakersfield is

making to continue providing Safe Routes to Schools educalion within our comrnunity.
Kern COG is the lead agêncy and program manager of a Safe Routes to School federal
grant that Bike Bakersfield adrninisters. Through this grant, Bike Bakersfield has proven
to be our local experts in providing bicycle and pedestrian safely education to the
children of our schools. Bike Bakerefield ls in its final year of this three year grant and
hâs extended the program lo six local schools within five school districts.

The project targeted traditional Safe Routes to Schools planning and activities to
schools serving sonre of the most at-rlsk youth of our community. They have
coordinated many successful events such as lntemational Walk to School Day, Walk
and Roll to School Week, bicycle rodeos, and bicycle safety presentâtions ât each
school within the project scope. Bike Bakersfield is responsible for bringing together
local agencies with lhe most program expertise in education, health, walking, cycling
and commuting, and traffic safety to provide these services to the six schools served by

the Safe Routes to School Program.

The staff fronr Bike Bakersfield has been sucoessful in providing bicycle and pedestrian
safety information to Kern County clrildren s¡nce 2006, The continuation of this progrâln
through the SJVAPCD grant will enable them to expand the education, encouragement,
enforcèment, and evaluation of routes to mole at-rìsk youth in our schoof system.

As the progranr clevelops, we will continue lo see an increase in bicycle transportat¡on
by the youth of our community to and fiom school in a safe manner, We will continue to
support these efforts made by Bike Bakersfield to provide a safe, healthy, clean way to
travel to and from school. lf we can provide any further information regardìng our
support, please contact Susanne Campbell at (661) 861-2191.

T

Sincerelv.

,''4Lzo'-
Robert R, Ball,
lnterinr Ëxecutive Þirector

RRB/sc/lc

Kern Counc¡l of Govcrnmènts
i::j:,,,irr\:¡r \,:, t',').:1,t, !1,:,i.:,:,,!t -.1;ì,i:' .'¡)i .l:ì j ::¡, ,,..ir¡:rtiì:.,; i:',':;i)i,.1,:.;.:1,, :i,,,,t, ì
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Attachment Three

Kern County Health Department Letter of Recommendation

MA'I"u.lDW OONS'li\Niil Nr)
DlRfllÛ'IOIr

Ptllll.lll I I l:lAl,'ll l ShllVl(:lif,{

L'1...\tlDlÀ JON¿\fl, l\f lt
i'1.1ìl,l(: ll li¡\l',11 I Ol'f l( :l:;ll

PUIJI,,IC H þ]AI.,TH STIßVICES
l) ìì P 

^ 
lì 'l Ìt'l Ii: N 1'

lì'ehruarY 29,2012

Ihvìd l-opez, Air' (lrrulity Specialist
Srn Jotquin Vul[:y r\ir lolltttiott Oontrul District
lÐ90 Bast (iett_vsbulg Àvonuc
f-rcsnrr, C'A 93726-02tr4

Rli: l.ctlcr ol'Conn¡ílrncnc - llìcycle Syncrg¡, Âllcln¡tivc l'rnnsporio(ion lìnhancentcnt Ptngrnrn

Dcur Mr. l-opcz-:

Kenr Oourrty l\rblio I'lculth Sclviccs l)cpartrnenl (K()l'llSD) supports thc Kr:rn Council ùl'(iovcrïtnì:rlls
(KC(Xì) npplication 1o (ho Sun .loaquin Vulley Air I'ollulion Cùntrol Distri{:t (SJVApCD) Public flcnefìt
Críìnt l'rogrom 1rl coutinue lhc eflìlrrs ol'Biku ll¡rkr¡¡sliold to prorrroto thc healtl¡ior cletncr rnodo ol'
(r¿nsporltt(iotì, thc hicycìe., rvithil our comnrunity.

this pro.icct will pilot tr¡¡litionrl SÐl¡ fìoutcs to Schocrl plnnnilrg nnd rclivitìes at lltrkcrslield Oiþ School
Distriot Schools ald conlinuc to prontotc b¡cycl('tralsporta(ion irr our lo;ul hi¡¡h schools largcting sr¡ntc ollhc
most at I ìsk youth irr oLrr oonrnrunily. ln addith:n tho iuclusio¡r ollhe cnliro cornrnrrnily in tho tu'get srcn will
ensurc thut enlirc' lanrilies lennr thc bcnr:Jits <ll'bicycling un<l lreconrc hculthy lìrntilies (lgcthur. l,ed by l]ikc
llaliersficltl, this prticct wíll [:r'ing togcthcr tlìe locúl ugcrroics wi(h ll¡c most trxpcrlisc irt ctlucation, walkìng
prn!,rímsr cyclirrg prograrrrs, rrrrtr ition ¡rud lrealth prognuns oloug wilh ooñrmulints tnd snfety progratns.

11 is irnpolânt to cd0cätc purenls, carcgivers, and heullh oure prù\'idors about thc wuys ol'rcduoing thc risks of
biks ¡ elrted inj urios und litrrlit ics, l'h is progranr rvill r.rlfcr eduq¿lion, cncou rírË,cn¡qrìt, unfurce mcnt, and

cvalua(íon ol'routcs in the ttrg,ot nrca. Iìicycling i.s nlso nnc of'lho r{ìsiúsl wûys 1(t lìclp rcduoe obesily in our
communiry along with l:clping lcduct air polluf ion lhirt cßn r!¡use other henlth pnrblctns. Obcsity has lrcuortrer

a surìoLrs natiorral putrlis hcalth cpidcnric and Kcrn C'ounly firs a lrigh prcvulonr:e r:fobcsily arrrl peoplc that
are ovcrrvei¡;ht. l'oo¡ nurfitiorr antl physical inootivity only reinli,rçe ¡.rbosiiy rnd ovenvcighl by irtcrcasíng
risks ol'many chronìc contjitious sr¡r,:h ns rliabstes, lrcalt discnsc, high blood prèssurc, ancl many ty¡res oi
cancers.'l'his ¡r<¡jeot siLs well into thc Kcrn Courrty Call to 

^o(ioo, 
Chlonic Dìsense and Obcsily Action ['larr;

this plan oolls lirr ever¡, pcrs(ìlì lo trc ptrl of Lhe solution in thc cflirrt lo combã! this high prevnlunce,

Âs (hc progrzrn devolcrps, ll¡blic I lonlth Serviccs ís conrnliltcd to collaborltilg tvith KC-'OCì artd llikc
fJnkurslir:ld's continued etlbns (o help got our oomrnunity to ¿nd l.ionr 5sho(ì1, lo lnd fiom rvorh, âD(l j0il l'or
drr ily cxeroisc in n safc nvi nne¡'. I his suppolt rvill irrcluilu stnlï ti¡lrc 1o infbrnt KCO(ì unct ll ikr: Bnkcrslic'ld of'
colnnrurily cvcn(s, rttecling lhsililìcs, nretliu o¡ ecr¡n¡ìlurril¡r outrcach nssisloncc.

Dirsc(or ol' Public l f eallh Scrviccs

"oNt; v0l(:u'
nÌ\t f;R(l¡:Nö'À1l,iDl(lA l, Sl,:RVt0 Lis ¡tNVlllONMDfi'l¡l1, llliÅÌ,'l'tl ltl'il:ìl,ll; H ti¿\I,'.1'll

[ \Kltlt.\tit:l,lr I rl tllrìñtr\ \a(í,]ir,f

¡\liIt\t r\L c0.\Tlìol,

IV

\'\1,\cNt úNNttlt,il r¡¡i\i 1 I r)!\r
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Attachment Four

Bakersfield City School District Letter of Recommendation

BO¿tRD OIl EDUCÁîION

Bøkersfteld City School Dìstrìct
Educatlon Center

It00 ßtkct SYr¿aí

t.. lrêrqllcld, (il I J 3 0 5-4 3 99

Plrcne (óól) 631'4ó10
fe (661) tt]1-162t RO¡¡AXI' I,.llll¿tS Elt,ü.

sÆwsDffi

Fcbntar¡' 16,2012

il.f.r. Robcrt Boll
ft ¡torim Executiv'€ Dircctor
Kcm Counoil of Govr,'mmcnts
llOt t9Û StrËer. Suilc 300
Bokersficlcl, CA 93301

Doar Mr. Ball.

On trch¡lf of Bukusfiold City Scho<¡l District, I arn writing tl¡is lctter to dcmonstratc suppo¡¡ fo¡ iltc 2012

SJVAPCD applicalion submittedby ùe KernCouncil of Oovemmens fbr¡Safe Routts to School Edr.a¿tion

llrogran in our sch¡¡<¡l dist¡ict. Wc l¡l<rk forward to ûrc prospect of working closely *'ith ßike Êakcrslìcld ro
incease rvnlking nnd blking in and uround thosc schools within our rlistricf. We w'elcomc tho idca of targcling
[t risk youth throughout our sclrool disfrict to provido educ¿tion on bêst prrtct¡ces for *'alking ond biking to
school.

'ù ilh the financiol crisis th¿t faces rnany school districts, trnnsportotion adjustmñts somc(imes huvc lo be

addrtsscd, lvhiclr rnay lravc morc shrdcnls havirrg to look tbr ûltenltte ibnüs oItrailsporution to gsl 10 md fmm
schools. l¡raddition.ourcommunityhnssomeoflhehighcstrâtesofchildhoodobesitvinthcStatoaud
neighborhoo<ls rhuunnk high in crinre makc walkirrg and biking to school dil'fioult. Tlre ueed for Safs Routcs to
School F¡lucation has no,er becn so important,

llakenlicld Ciry School District fully suppols a Safe Routcs lo Sclìool l\ogrûm llút ltill tcâch the ¡'orrth in our
distriot saîc and tim wn¡'s oltrnvcliug to lnd from school rlong rvith fuurishing tficm lhe lools 1o a hcnlùicr
way of travcl thtt can bc life changing and lifc-saving.

Wc nrc cnger to bc n par1 of n Sa[c Routes to School Community and bclieve in thcir mi¡sion of improving
childrcn'ssalbtywhilcwalkingnndbikingûosclrool.'ftccommongoalofusofetriptoschool hingslanrìlies,
leighbors, school ollicials and cornmunity leoders together. trìvcry child - lnd communily - descrvcs ¡ sofc

mule to school,

l
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Attachment Five

Standard Sdrool District Letter of Recommendation

Standard School District
Sc(ítrg rhc S'fÄNoÂRD for F¡c¿llarcc i¡ l\¡blic Ëdrrcadon

BOARD OÊ TRUSTÉES
Þrmèlå J. lâcobsn
Std€n t{âplor
P€m Nerl
Chuck Sôärs
Stevan nusÈtge18

Xsv¡n Slll¡èrborg. Ed,O,, Sup€ilntc[dqt
Glynde Mðrtln, Olroclor, Eduøtlonðl gerulce6

Karcn K, C¡x, Às¡stant
Den¡ta Maughà¡/ Ph,D,¿

suparlnteldcnq 8u5lnêâr sêrulcês
Dlrector¿ Studont Support Saryiæ5

Fel¡ruary 24,2012

David Lopez, AÍr Quality Spocìalist

Sðn Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control Oiitricl
1990 Eâst Gettysburg Avenu€
Frêsno, CA 93726-0244

Deàr Mr. Lope¿,

On behalf of Standurd School District, I ân] writingthis letter to demônstrâte commilmert for the Kern

Council of 6overnnlent (Kern COC)) applìcàtlnn for the Bicycle 5VnErgy Alìornôtlve TIansÞorl¿ttion
Ënhancement Program Applicatlon to the SJVAPCD Publlc Eenefit Gränt Program. St¡nd¿rd School

District h0s workêd clôsely wlth Bikc Bake rsfield to lncre¡sc biklng and walking in Bakersfield, We are

cxcitcd ¡rbout thís ôpportun¡ly to target ât-r¡sk ctudents throtrglrout the Kcrn County åreå.

Situâted wilh¡n the community of Olld¿le, Standard unfortunately has the disllnctìoñ of having some of
the trighest rates of (hifdhood ob0sity ìn th€ entire county snd slate. ln ,?ddition to lhìs lssue, our
neighborhoods rãôk hlgh in crinìe thät rnakes walkìng or r¡dlng to school a nrajor ìssue for us, Wlth thù
fin¡nci¿l crisis thôt f¿rces sch,:)ols, we have adjusted our triln$portðtion plan to decrease the nunrber ol
studcnts rlding ¡o school on a bus by over 25%. Th'r need for safo routes to school h¿s never f¡een 5o

llYrpc,rtant tô our D¡strict ðs lt is right now.

Stãndðrd School D¡stri0t n8rccs lo comÍì¡t to the SRTS Community Coålltion by.îttendinB thÊ quarterly

nleet¡ngs. We look lorward to partlclpat¡nB ln a SRTS Workshop which wíll bring togelhcr key partnors,

including schools, elected olflctals. loc¡l govcrnment, eogineers, parks ond recrert¡on, law cnforcement,
omerßency services, public health, bus¡ness owners, residents, advocacy grouÞs ùnd othcr ór8ani¿at¡ôns.

Our agency wilf ¡>articipate ãs ô €ore rnenrber and particlpðte tn designìng ond implementinÉ B plan

whìch ìncorporatcs the f¡ve Ës- Ëducâtìon, Encorira8ement, Inforc(rnent, englneer¡ng, and F.vaiu¿tíDn.

We are eager to be ¡ pàrt ol the SßTS Comrlunity Coalition ancl t¡e lìo'rc in thoìr rTìi3s¡on o[ improving
children's s.ìletv while lvàìlking and b¡cyclinß to and from school. Tha common goal of a safe trìp to
school brings fðmil¡0s. neighbôrs, rchool oflicials ¿nd conrrnunity leaders togcther, Every child - and

cornmunlty - dcserves ä safe route to schóol.

5¡rìcr:refy,

Êd. D

Su perintendent

EDUCATION SERVTCE CENÍER
1200 N. chÊrt3Ì Arenuê
B.kcßñêldr CA 93308'3521

Pr (6611 392"2110
F: (661) 39r-0õ81

ww,stðndrrd. kl2.cà, us
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Attachment Six
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Attachment Seven

Sharrow lmage

The above image is a typical sharrow
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Attachment Eight

SRTS Boltage Technology

lmage above is the Boltage technology used to count walkerdbikers
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9^y flr!:rtÈr gl rnt¿¡:iup prc€rrîrr al¡ö. h€r.€ l¿ laE¡n mÐre åÞ¿,ul h¡r lo ürdËr thå34
¡tf nr t

ln sdditiDñ, Bâltáäê a\.ôvi{Êl reÊ../B ðnJ ¿dls d¿$plos$s ló tuÊfj¿rt ¡Fc€nl¡vè
pÍ:/¿¿'ên\t Ê)ne ¡¿dr rÉpcrt ru!-.tôfîr än ¡ncÉrlivå lchrme rvhere rÍdç csn ea¡n ãille¡ert
Þçlrr:ú¡utit!/\y¡ribsrétÎ"Jre€cirir€58!ecilir¿åpLÉvëlginJmbetsltípåi Ïhi;
Þt}.et9fi1 i5 deiiÐn€C $ó thsl sll the rids u¡ e¿rn re*ardt råtstófÉ$ ól helr'{ûf0 !!
13!es l¡ËT1 la rËtd1 ¿Êrlsìn 

^lil95ioiei 
l.:¡úrsho Fâllicipslê ñó{Ê g.Ê.erat¿ed ú¡lh

cills?erll æl*,€$ úÌ6ibend5 lhat r€Fr€aÊnt h¡âhår låvê13 ôf 3drí€rement As (¡Ca æ.llect
,t'iEliánli, nct Doly åfè lhei.ecððn¡2e¿ l3t lhëit Bccêfipli3htrlent5, bul lhèl levËls9 I
5Ênsà *-l 5€lÕnåirÐ l¿ r ârô!p l€âdrnâ th€ \1sr. lcúsrd g mså ruils¡ndblè iulure

^rcthéy 
t, Fe sl åfÊ ñ¡te i.cÉnlrvë F.c"gtâ m p:cmtlë: g;oup =fo{r, á hct€ lllc 1r^ãlÈ

tch.Dl glriyE to rÊ3ah r æñncn gcEl. ct æñp:i€t \1ìlh !lÐl¡Êr sEtttl 19 rëã€h ¡ big
m¡lE3tûré '/J€ nâeE !evqlcôÉd Éc:teri srJ ft?ü\tñg:bsl lÊl 5còö)1, b¡ci lhei¡
¡unrJl¿f ¡v€ Ë¡ogr€!r l.À a¡ó B gê31, ,1'hidr Ëåt tp mìl:-: çù2 estgl numbèr ol !¡ìFj,
alô SrmFly fièaiurin! sñd P¿tìr.9 Ìhår€ !€:Ll15 rn rFÊ;ch93l halluly csn prcvide
.91.c¡A niÇliyÉlìcn lr. lhÞ ?.iér Th¿* patler' rsn bë ja\l1'l)ãðèd f Èt* snd s;lom¡¿eé
t) .ellEñ. lhr ;pecific reear cl iñdiviëoel 9cñe¿13,

e,,i¡nniñg lh€ hsart3 srd rì¡.d! cT.ì13 æD Þè tflû} b!!iñÉrj big æmçarìe¡:geno
mìlli;ni tqrìng 1o figure il out d1s ti!áJ ther.lÊrhn¡aù6 Ðrd ÉfE æ.^;lenlly lesrnicç
bãFd cn ihe €xpsìeõæ.1 ËÐltàAE iah?tlr ani Þâs3 põ bÞt't F Ê:tiæ3 th¡Ê!Ð¡cur
rur netnc{( 3!/ gcal rs îc relte ¡ brsnd- 3rÐunÍ Bollagå cn per:ríth lh€ chtståEtec
rested ¡t th¿ gs,r'e.ha!!ê n:adra ìxjâJpåõiÊr, 5rd llriiz€ it 1è driv€ lhÊ €tlective^e!¡
cf ?ur r¡æ.i¡ve çi3q/tÉi

Technology
The prrpcs-o cl |he liz bsng t4cñ¡glf,ti i9 l? 5ûFÉÕrl thÊ inænlrve êrcÈlåsg Þ7

p!.tittiód lrd-3pec¡lrc ì11ãñ)sl¡Õn dsy rn sna ésJ ûul lh13 ¡t s ,.e) d¡llêrérêÉ þetûeÊt
lloltsQ€ 9¡3 otÈEr h'ålrrbiíÉ ¡ñcèntrvÊ Þrcgramr lhat lc,:r: ôn cei, I fsì\ dåy; ê yÊ3t
I¡ t€rn è l¡ù!1á I ç.Ta I< to Schgrl tsy rs ãles t ' bul evel ene sÉemi lo \{814 j us1 os" dev,
3n¡ lhe next dst l¡.ey ,ârâ 1¡ght b3o ic ltrèir ær; Y"r siri:ply p¡ I lJrångÞ hËbils
n11¡É!t p*r:ir(ènce

Ë¿ìtsgÉ !ólvÉá ih¡ã p{ablÊrn ùsiß? ä r13.:h¡ne csllÊd ths ¿sÊ,, \\hicrì ir s 3¿låt ÊÞi1Êred.
$ifì ¡nlårnÊt 

"nsblÊó 
ÊFlD reådÊr iFcrv lh3! rs s mcethlulJ RFIO 31sDõ¡ lor RúC¡ä

Frequency lleFtrfìBtíqn. \rhich is ân ÊmËrgint tåÈhr!clc{y uted er1ånr¡valy ¡n

rnduslry Kìci gel a RFIB lsâ lhÉl 3iiåsi.es 1.- lþ€¡r t'5a¡säú. ðnd lht ;âp r€Ë9s tl::ìr
unígue nurnbs rrhå¡ X¡€y gü ËÉtl ¡l rl lhÊ 9rÀeJl lhå ZsÞ nlslet r öcl ðeeÉ 3nd
llårhÊr 3 ¡¡ght íthe l¡ltle iid; lsve lhåt Eð1t) Ther lliÉ Zå? æroeclå të ihe ¡nterret, åad

lnsert above is from the Boltage website describing the technology
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Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

5e¡re cl b.el6ñg¡ng tó I group leâ¿iôg \llí dal tsrård ä mãe iurls¡ÉsblË fstsve

Anôlher fype ¡f ¿feCive ¡nÉnliue øö€rÐqì plorËc1ÈE g.cuÊ èllôrtr AhÊle lhe sh¿le
sc¡tsol 5t ivå, 13 råsrà ä cf,m(ìoe gcó1, s ærnpÈ1"5 wilh snolher 5chæl ta reach s bìg
rni lÉ5lc ñ: We h evè d:uelcped Þörle5 siC repç{t¡ñ€ l^ål lEt sfrJrli lrs t thÊ¡t
tumulBl¡r= t{egre>s l?ùs,d å qDsl, ,ì'hi¿t sF Þ¿ rilø CC? 5bvÊ5 1}trbr *l lt¡Pi,
Êlc. Srmoly mer;ur¡N? anj psrtinâ lh:;ê rè'ults ì¡ l¡É tc¡äûl ¡slhìsy €n øóvìoÊ
ìtrc¡€ ñrcliyålrrn ftt th";ìd3 Th€t" ptçtä; 6ñ ¡å dcñnlâädel ¡Slg ôoé ð5tctltrãt
¡Ð .ËllÊ.i th€ ;lÊilic nÊEl3 cl iôdrviJual ;€¡Ðtlã

T/¡rriig ilrÊ ¡sårtr ¡ió mints ca <¡d3 sn h€ t¡¡õ(y Þlsin€B . bìg æmDÁnier Jpèôd
m¡li¡trr tryiqt E het¡z il oül rr/e,lucy lh?it t€ctinrque3 gnd E¡e øngtsndy lêårdiäg
b7seú aã thF €xFårieir* cl 8âltsàÈ irñðsl¡ " ård pEs! ön beri Drèdie! th¡caghclt
ÞL{ n:r,rã{ Our g¿af ¡9 tc sEålÊ s ''br€nó glõund Bãltå!è 05 õår B¡lh thÉ còå:stferi
seêt€i b, lhe pÐ*€rhcule medi¿ ccnlp¡rte¡. End ul¡li:Ê it là lr¡ve ihe elletliyênÊE3
Ë,1 ü!r rrc¿nlive ÞtëÐtámi

Technology
Tbs Furpcse cl tFq \v¡z bsng 1ecùnÐlcg! ¡¡ ta 3uppo'l the iñmãl¡re pæSt3mi by
p(Õr¡dirÐ1¡dspeE¡l¡c¡nfsFstìçocsyinånõdetcul Thiç¡es:eyõille{€næbefrrÉ€n
Boltåg€ ànd elher $sli siiè iñr*nli!Ê pregrSns thll lÐãs aß otly ã lerv dsr3 3 yeår
lÊtsnårio.ål .'J1r'ålt lo Scio¿l Dry i9 gresl ' þul erstÃñÊ Bèêmr lo *3li j!;1 ¿ne dãy.
áe ¿ the nêxt dsy thei srs riAhi bsã ¡¡ th!sir cåß YõL Érmplt ßt { cñsnAÊ hsbits
rvrlhgul F€ß¡5ieñæ

B?ilåg€ s6lvei this prcblenr uirflg s mÉdliôå !3llÊd thÊ 2ap. thicfr is g ¡clsr Êó'ñered.
lsrlr rnternel enåblèd eFlÞ fÉ$iÉr insn thãr i; i o1¿ulhlul) RFID ilbn¿s ls F.a4is
Fleeuetôl l$ènlíticði¡âr, îs,hic$ ìr ãn emergirg tédrrÕlDgy ujed txlenritely ìt
industrt K¡ss get I FFID tâg lhdt dtlrchÊå lô their bádÊett, árã t¡é ZsÞ reEóÉ lheir
urique ronrber rhên lh€'t go pas( it si l¡è rcirool ThË ZaF måiÉ5 ó óoól Þ€"9 sfd
tlssher s lìght ]1hå lìt1le rils l¿"e thËt Þsít] ftì€n the Zsp cóßnå$l tr lbe iñtè?rÊl i^d
ul:lëaít il 9 daily esDtt EÊdr l¡¿ hâs :$ åæunt cn L.ur seb 9il€ $hår¿ !¡,il @n æe
all the¡¡ triF5. ånd thê :d!¿-ql æñ ru¡ reÊ5ts tc suÞp'.| lh€ir inæriivå øcetañs

Bëüuse lh€ Zap is:cl:r pã'€r€d, rà (¡i¡ng íJ tequiråÉ ìn in4tgll3r¡a¡ 11 cÐ¡ñÊcts lÐ
the inr€rnsi th¡cu€h ltÈ rc¡ool9 s¡fì ñgfùca ve¡¡Ð rt8tà Òf thè 34 ¡Ft"rñ"t seqiril/ Th9
Zap i> rygiælly plâæ1 iñ Èn gtea uhe<e kidr ær ea:ìly rrelk ts¡t í1, but s,þerè il !vìll
not 3cc¡iÊnlållt æûnl l¡di rf o don't \rálr 

"r 
b¡le

Cf ërõå. lhårÊ Ere å [s,v õålsì19 - ¡er tire FAO ¡ecricn Õr !hDpt us a¡ email

Local Organization
T¡e €rlta.ep F4Dgråm rels¡rês a strcng lcæl crg:nìzslicn lB êngsge \ìilh thë lrls .^d
tFeir lsñrlrer À ÊEtenl v3lunlèer, Ëll€^ ês parl cl ¿ FlÀ'F'lÕ. usuBlly lËfds lhe
oig-cÂi:ãtr9n '[¡e øogrEnr ricr.s ]e9t ir¡t¡ ahe suFFÕtt of the rchùDl Ê(ina¡psl snd s
lcrv lè-qcheß ì¡/e háve alß ãgÈ¡- c!ws¡lul prÐg?ãmg5tsrled by lo€ð1 t?Þåilb
crgånizãtiânr brr* "¡ott, ãnd Ed{â€qt grôúp; T¡€ iey 19 s Orôup ôl Ê4ople \?lo cs.
come l¿.oelhellvrlh ençugh linlè BnC Êne.gy tô Bu*r5lull, Êõgsgê lhe i¡ds aoú
3!ÊÞl't löcsl leçrsli6, l¡ie d¡ilríbu1¡ng lå9; ee d svårdÉ

Costs
Fricj¡Ê lor spn¡ô9 201û.rl.sll 2011 ìc6tall'tiô.;

Slå1em H8tdrsrÉ 9¿ g90 iglus 52tl :hipping¡
Âârusl Nei¡tÉns¡æ 5954 iJls.t¡n0 ìñ te6"X yest'l
Alã¡tif,nål RFIR lr9: I 10ûj S J 1 å litstes ihipr ìrith 3C0 1eg5;

Funding
Sr¡æ1, hsw fu¡dËd lh: progrant hom â numbs ol rtvt*: PIÀFÏO, locsl
r:jvöæ¿y grcuFr. ¡ndiv¡õusl ócñcrr. Bnd granb hom a voríely cl srgeniralicn:,
p€rl¡ülsrl? 5¡te Rlrl:510 Sclo:l {SRTS) Fct ñze ¡nlamslì¿n 5Þout SRTS. chÈú
lh$* lìnb:

liâtroÈâl CenlÉr l& 5åfè Rcut:ã tc Cchëol
Sefe Rcuteltð Scirrói 1.¡ãlìrnãl Pônf Ê.5hiß

ç ni+:g r r xúi1ff$ie r

lnsert above is from the Boltage website describing the technology (continued)
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Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transpo rtation E n ha ncement Progra m

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

ìlvhorc do you hÛvc progrlm3 ¡n opêrlt¡dl?

8o[å9e ftar Þc.n h oprl¡lbn rhca 2ü]a, snd Çurranly hgs oì¡al flily lyEtutB h opcrstbn h ColÙrÉo,
Orrgon, C¡Ùtornb, Vl,lecoôlh, tlhíctolô, To(¡l. l¡i¿si3sitpl Vkghh, lltsstciotètl¡, Hcw Jrrlly,
Wlshhgior Slltr ard Oolôrio, Cmûdô.

Al {vlr¡t k¡nd d.cñooh do6. Bolt gp sork?
îlË Sollgc pTooîûrì b Îocuôcd oî K4 ictroots Ìcíñ t Él¡omblc poplblion of kldr do¡c Gtough to
w¡k or rldê hËï bfiêô. Uruôly, 3ctooþ h!v? d hrðt 100 sh¡ûmlt {vfig wthh f .5 itæ. ifihougn ùc
pro!Ën hr3 brcn tuccre¡ñ.¡l út Dh.rlerlop€n entof,nùßl rcfioob wnor6 he tn8þrly Df ftíß lr¡vcl
grrútêr {t!¡lrnc€¡. t ts abo inportrnt lfi6l tltr cl]l commulc ¡¿fct, 10 bul mvfonflsnt E !
coIEltrrrlbn.

How mr¡ch will r t'lllng rnd þlklng lncßã¡r 
't 

my úchool?

Thr hcrc¡tc h vrtling {nd bÍi¡19 wn ìrÉry $ith elch ¡cfiool brf wr h¡vc ¡ecn Þr¡ca whcrc hc
incrÊåsc b oû th! ordËr of S00¡ß h th! frrl y!¡r, wth tdlfäond ÍrcrEûlr! h futurt yrlfJ, Sdloob wffi
ÌvGl run grotrlm¡ crn æG pôrlbþlfon in lftc rtn0r of g¡"'7013 ol oþôlc oMtnte tv!¡y lt¡y, rrìh ovcr
90% ol c¡gb6 IU3 pâñcþ¡thg ot ¡omt bvd. I shoü! bô ñobd lì¿l lhÈoê rusul! ðrc bsBrd on
prololypc hcúntlve ptogr¿mt. As wa trprore ho ilì6divèûeit ot our hcrnlfi? progñnìt, wr €rpccl
ttrôrr reluår lo lrTrovt.

How do wr hnow ¡l or¡r búllt crwlronmant ¡¡ oood Ênou¡h?

fib b ¡ tough qutfþn ù0 ilrqwrr - t b ûtty bñãt or hr þill ltuôüor, h .otìc !r0o¡ vrlh he ttifþ
voþnr, õlawr*s .nd bfi€ glth¡ rrÊ Doi thtt tlTorbnt - h dl.r ôroæ lhsy ¡r! crllc¡I tha¿ ¡rc ¡
nunú¿r of Îçcourcor ly¡hbL to tl¡car h6 Elttty ollh. Nl.nvtomËnl. C¡cft !g lor ! FoF

iûowhg ¡om? r6soùfcGô.

c200+¿0!rrcrcomrþ. tß g¡Ilfl.Edig I@_r!-EgtÈ

lnsert above is general questions from the Boltage website

For more information on Boltage visit their webslte at http://www.boltaee.orel
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Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Attachment Nine

List of School in Bicycle Synergy Area

Key:
. Latino (L)

. Caucasian (W)

. African American (B)

. SocioeconomicallyDisadvantaged(SED)

High Schools

East High School- 2058 Student Population
82.6% (L) e.7% W) 5.2% (B) 7e% SED

Foothill High School - 2029 Student Population
80.80% (L) 13.0% W) 4.1% (B) 84.4% SED

Middle Schools

Sierra Middle Sdrool- 782 Student Population
e1.7% (L) 3.3%(W 2.8% (B) 98.5 e8.5% SED

Walter Stiern Middle - 1350 Student Population
83.3% (L) e,6% (W) 5.2%(B) e6,1% SED

Elementary Schools

Horrace Mann - 772 Student Population
88.1%(L) 4.5%W) 5.3%(B) 98.7% SED

Hort - 7 22 Student Population
7 5.2Yo(L) 1 5.8%(W) 6,5%(8) 92.8% SED

Mt. Vernon - 828 Student Population
82.7%(L) 15,3%(W) 1.2(B) e6,4% SED

Pioneer - 782 Student Population
91.7%(L) 3.3%W) 2.8%(B) e8.6% SED

Voorhies - 910 Student Population
82.7%(L) e.6%W) 5.2%(B) e6.1% SED

XV



Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Williams - 476 Student Population
88.4%(L) 1.9%(W) 6.70/o(8) 99,6% SED
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Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Attachment Ten

Portland lncrease in Bicycle Mode share

Legend

- 
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Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Legend

- 
F¡lsting Blkâ$Éy

Blcycle Commut€
Mode Spllt

0 to 1.5

1511o4

4.f lo 6

6.'l to I
I o.t ro ro
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Poftland bicycle mode share by neighborhood in 2000

'Portland Oregon Bicycle Commute ftlode Split by Census Tract
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Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Legend

- 
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Portland bicycle mode share by neighborhood in 2007
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Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Graph above illuúrates the increase in biking at the bike bridges in Portland

lncreasing Bicycte Use
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7,5811

5,000

21500

Yeaf: fSCl L$,2 1993 l9,l-{ i995 1996 li9/ 19frô ¡(.,t9 2OO0 2001 ?002 1003 ?004 ?005 2006 2007

sodqeBßxbrr¿ffr 2¡B5O 3.555 3,sll5 3.s30 3,207 4,520 5î25 5,690 s,910 6,0t5 7,66rt B,?!.io 8,562 û,675 10,11? !2.$16 l'1,563
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,.4,56.3 daily trips
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Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Attachment Eleven

Bicycle Synergy Census Tract Map with Tract Medians

Map above displays the census tracts and their boundaries in the project area

)oil

Number of
Households

865
1271
617
1114
1890
1167
1427
2385
826

35,242
29,908
27.321
36.538
23.643

Median
lncome
40.313
46,M1
47,656
34.642

11.02
11.03
12.02
23.01
23.02

Census Tracts with Median
lncomes

Census
Tract
9.05
9.06
9.07
11.O1



Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Attachment Twelve

Bicycle Synergy Area with lnfrastruc-ture lmprovements

Leged

Ets¡-

s

\ï

III

Legend

Shanows

Bike Lanes
+

N
Project Boundary

BICYCLE SYNERGYAREAts,C::! çl!rìl)

The above map illustrates the proposed infrastructure improvements in the Bicycle Synergy Area
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Exhibit A

Bicycle Synergy Alternative Transportation Enhancement Program

Kern COG County of Kern & Bike Bakersfield

Attachment Thirteen

County of Kern State of California Ræds Department

Engineers Estimate

SUB.TOTAL ITEMS 1

THRU 11

ESTIMATE
TOTAL

5olo Contingency

Subtotal
10% Preliminary

Engineering
10% Construction

Engineering

TOTAL =

$379,808.00

$379,808.00
$18,990.40

$398,799.00

$39,880.00

$39,880,00

$478,559.00

Extension Price

(Participating)

lin fioures)

Unit

Price
(in fiqures)

Total

Est.

Quantitv

Unit

of
Measure Item

Item

No.

12,000.00
Construction Area

Sions 12,000.00I I LS

1,290.00
Temporary Pavement

Deilneation 30.002 43 STA

1,108.00Remove Pavement Markinos 4.003 277 SF

8,488.002.004 4244 LF Remove Traffic Stripe

1 17.450.00225.005 522 EA Roadside Siqn - One Post

18.530.000.256 74120 LF Paint 4" Traffic Stripe (2 Coat)

2S.631.000.307 98770 LF Paint 6" Traffic Stripe (2 Coat)

21.600.00144.00I 150 EA FLINT - Bicycle Rider Stencil

9.225.0061.50I 150 EA FLINT - Bicvcle Arrow Stencil

159.655.00185.00l0 863 EA FLINT - Share Lane Stencil

3.00 831.0011 277 SF Paint Pevement Markinqs
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Exh¡b¡t B

Project lmplementation Schedule

Participant Name: Kern Council of Governments
Project Number: C-1 9387

Participant's project shall have a two (2) year project implementation phase,

where the project is estimated to be completed within two years from the
execution date of this Agreement. Participant shall complete the project in its
entirety as specified in Exhibit A and in accordance to the estimated project
implementation schedule described below. lf for any reason the
milestone/task(s) cannot be achieved during the estimated time frame the
Participant must notify District staff. Any extensions of milestone(s)/task(s) must
be approved by District Staff in writing.

Public Benefit Grants Program
Advanced Transit and Transportation Component

RFP PBGP12-01

Milestone/Task:Quarter
Task 1: Execute Funding Agreement with the
District

September 2013 - November 2013

Quarterly Progress ReportNovember 201 3
Disbursement Request (if applicable)November 201 3

December 2013 - February 2014 Task 2: Project Design

Februarv 2014 Quarterly Progress Report
Februarv 2014 Disbursement Request (if app licable)

Task 3: Advertise for ContractorMarch 2014 -\llay 2014

Quarterly Proqress Report\i'av 2014
Disbursement Request (if applicable )Mav 2014
Task 4: Select Contractor and Negotiate
Contract

June 2014 -August 2014

Quarterly Progress ReportAuoust 2014
Disbursement Request (if aPPl icable)Ausust 2014
Task 5 Proiect Construction
Task 6: Proiect Completion

September 2014 - November 2014

Quarterly Prooress ReportNovember 2014
Disbursement Request (if applicable)November 201 4

December 201 4 Final Report
December 2014 Final Disbursement Request



Exh¡b¡t C

Eliglble Budget List

Participant Name: Kern Council of Governments
Project Number: C-1 9387

Project costs eligible for reimbursement are limited to items in the following table'
The District is providing flexibility to the amounts listed for the eligible items.
Should the final cost of an item decrease during the implementation of the
project, its difference can be used towards the costs of other eligible items that
may have increased. The District will not however, pay more than the Maximum
Eligible Budget amount or reimburse for items that are not program eligible
(consultant fees; feasibility studies; research and initial design costs; on-going
maintenance of equipment and/or infrastructure; indirect costs such as rent, utility
bills, etc.; administrative items such as office supplies or equipment;employee
compensation, health benefits, etc.),

Public Benefit Grants Program
Advanced Transit and Transportation Component

RFP PBGP12-01

812,0001 Co n stru cti o n A re a Sr-qns

81,2902 Temporarv Pavement Delineation
61,108Remove Pavement Markings3
68,4884 Remove Tra

$117,4505 Roadside
618,5306 Paint 4" Traffic Stripe (2 Coat,
$29,6327 Paint 6" Traffic Stripe (2 Coat,
821,600I Rider
ç9,2259 FLINT _ Arrow

ç159,65510 FLINT - Share Lane Stencil
$83111 Paint Pavement Markings

818,99012 5% Contingenc
'(ril::.i.1[:lli;t,,rrL ,l ]irq¡!: ll ;ìi I ll!(, \

o\ ,'I. jii ) .ir l,'1..)ìl ,r ,llr ¡



EXHIBIT D

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
Public Benefit Grants Program

Advanced Transit and Transportation Proiect
Glaim for Payment Form

Project Number:

Payee/Grantee

Address :

City: State Zip=

Federal Tax l.D. # :

Social Security # :

Telephone # :

Fax#:

Total Claim

Signature of Signing Authority Date

U Indlvldual/SoleProprletor

[l c corporation

i--l S corporation

Ü Partnershlp

TrusVEstate

Government

Limited Llability Company
(C Corporatlon, S Corporation,
PartneßhiD)

I1

l

n
Plsase check ono ol

the following :

Amount
Paid

Grant
AmountDate rsable ltem DescriRei

For Dlstrlct Use Onlv

SJVUAPCD Approval Date

Admlnlstratlve Servlces Use Onlv

Audited By Dato

Reviewed By Oate

à
F
ù

Amount

$ É
E
å F $

ãI !
Þ

1 90 92

Stipend
Expense

Table
s

t
g

For District Use Only

Vendor Number: Total

Fr$rs Oíico\Custom\SJVAPCD\Claim lor Paym€nl - Advancsd Tran8ll & Transportal¡on Projectc,xlex (Rovision DBle: March 20, 2013) 6/4/201 3 9105 AM



End Date:Start Date:

tn QuarterRe

Exh¡b¡t E

Quarterly Progress Report

Participant: Kern Council of Governments
Project Number: C-19387

The goal of the Quarterly Progress report is to periodically verify that satisfactory
and continued progress is made towards achieving the objectives of this
Agreement on time and within budget. Each progress report is due to District
stãff within 30 days of the end of the reporting period, unless a later date is

agreed upon between the Participant and the District. lf the progress of your
project is anticipated to deviate from the Project lmplementation Schedule
(exniOit B), please include an updated Project lmplementation Schedule with
your Quarterly Progress Repofi.

Please answer each item and submit a completed report to Public Benefit Grants
Program staff. Ptease provide responses on a separate sheet of paper.

A) Provide a brief summary describing your project act¡v¡ties for this
reporting period, including tasks performed or milestones achieved
in accordance to the project implementation schedule and the
percentage of each task completed.

B) Provide a brief description of significant issue(s) encountered during
the report¡ng period. Also, please explain whether any mentioned
issue(s) have been resolved. For pending issue(s), please provide
plan(s) and a timeline to have the issue(s) resolved.

C) lf applicable, please identify any anticipated proiect issue(s) and a
brief description of proposed change(s) to tasks in the Proiect
lmplementation Schedule which would ensure timely completion of
the project.

D) Provide a brief description of tasks to be performed in the next
reporting period.

E) Provide any other pertinent information or concerns regarding the
project and its progress.

Public Benefit Grants Program
Advanced Transit and Transpot'tation Component

RFP PBGP12.O1



Exhib¡t F

Final Report

Participant: Kern Council of Governments

Project Number: C-19387

Project Start Date: Execution Date of Agreement

Project Completion Date: 2 Years from Execution Date of Agreement

the project's success in achieving its

vanced transit and transportation system
eal emission reductions' The Final

rys of the end of the completion of the

project unless a later date is agreed upon between the participant and the

District.

please answer each item and submit a completed report to Public Benefit Grants

Program staff. Please provide responses on a separate sheet of paper.

Provide a narrative discussing the successes and lessons learned

for the entire proiect.
A)

B) Provide a description of significant issue(s) encountered. Please

also expta¡n whether any mentioned issue(s) have been resolved and

if appliòable, please des-cribe plans to have the ¡ssue(s) resolved.

C) Provide a discussion of how the implementation of the new system' 
has the potential to be replicated throughout the region and provide

broad public benefits.

D) Provide any other pertinent information or concerns regarding the
final outcome of the Proiect.

Public Benefit Grants Program

Advanced Transit and Transportation Component
RFP PBGP12-01
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Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

  
January 16, 2014 

 
TO:   Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:      Ahron Hakami,  

Executive Director 
 

      BY:   Peter Smith,  
Regional Planner 

 
SUBJECT:   TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM N. 

ADOPTION OF CITY OF BAKERSFIELD BICYCLE TRANSPORTATION PLAN   
 
DESCRIPTION:    
 
The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity as the State-designated Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency, administers funding for non-motorized transportation facilities design 
and construction.  Planned non-motorized transportation improvements by member agencies guide 
funding decisions by local, state and federal agencies for infrastructure improvements 
 
 DISCUSSION:     
 
The City of Bakersfield has recently completed and adopted a Bicycle Transportation Plan. The Plan 
inventories the existing bicycle travel infrastructure and sets for guidance for future network expansion.   
Adoption of the Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan by Kern Council of Governments and the Plan’s 
inclusion into the Regional Transportation Plan (by reference) enables the City of Bakersfield to apply for 
additional funding opportunities than would be possible without the adoption of the Plan by Kern Council 
of Governments.  The entirety of the report may be accessed at:   
http://www.bakersfieldcity.us/weblink7/Browse.aspx?startid=1001101&dbid=0  
 
ACTION:   
 
Adopt the Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan and include the Plan into Kern Council of 
Government’s Regional Transportation Plan, by reference.  VOICE VOTE. 
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Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

  
January 16, 2014 

 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY:   Raquel Pacheco, 
          Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM O.   

2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program – Draft Amendment No. 13 
 
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Amendment No. 13 includes changes to the State Highway/Regional Choice Program. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has not reviewed this item. 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Amendment No. 13 is an administrative modification that includes changes to the State Highway/Regional 
Choice Program.  Amendment No. 13 is financially constrained, and includes: 
 
STATE HIGHWAY / REGIONAL CHOICE PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
 
The City of Bakersfield and the State Department of Transportation requests to change the project 
description, without changing the project scope or conflicting with the environmental document, of a 
Thomas Roads Improvement Program project. Please see record KER130106 in Attachment for details. 
 
Review Process 
 
There is no public review period for this administrative modification as allowed per Kern COG’s Public 
Information Policies and Procedures and the FTIP Amendment Policy. No board action is required for this 
amendment. The Kern COG Executive Director is expected to sign the final administrative modification 
January 21, 2014. State approval is required. 
 
Attachment: Administrative Modification transmittal letter dated January 21, 2014 
 
 
ACTION:  
 
In accordance with Kern COG’s Public Information Policies and Procedures and the FTIP Amendment 
Policy and as allowed by Federal Highway Administration, the Kern COG Executive Director will approve 
this administrative modification. VOICE VOTE. 

 



 
 
 
 
 
January 21, 2014 
 
 
Mr. Muhaned Aljabiry 
California Department of Transportation 
Division of Transportation Programming, MS82 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 
 
 
Attention: Mr. Dennis Jacobs 
 
 
Subject:  Submittal of the Kern Council of Governments’ Administrative Modification No. 13 to the 
2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
 
Dear Mr. Aljabiry: 
 
The Kern Council of Governments’ Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) policy is to 
compile administrative modifications that are made on an as needed basis and report to Caltrans, federal 
transportation agencies, and air quality agencies. Administrative Modification No. 13 to the 2013 FTIP 
(Modification No. 13) has been included in this report.  The Kern COG staff reviewed the request and has 
agreed to make administrative revisions to the 2013 FTIP reflecting changes to the project below: 
 
State Highway/Regional Choice Program – KER130106 
 
 The City of Bakersfield and the State Department of Transportation requests to revise the project 

description for existing record KER130106. Kern COG concurs with the request to expedite the 
appropriate changes as part of Modification No. 13 because: 1) the description revision does not 
change project scope; 2) the description revision does not conflict with the environmental document; 
and 3) there is no change in funding.  

 
Revisions have been made to California Transportation Improvement Program (CTIPS) database and are 
reflected in the enclosure. This administrative modification does not impact FSTIP financial capacity.   
 
If you should have any questions, please feel free to call Raquel Pacheco at (661) 861-2191. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Ahron Hakimi, 
Executive Director 
 
AH/rp 
Enclosures 
 
 



 
Mr. Aljabiry 
January 21, 2014 
Page 2 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
cc:        Dennis Jacobs, Caltrans, Div. Of Programs (2 copies)  

Gail Miller, Caltrans District 6 (letter) 
Jim Perrault, Caltrans District 6 DLAE (electronic) 
Ryan Dermody, Caltrans District 9 DLAE (electronic) 
Joseph Vaughn, FHWA (electronic) 
Ted Matley, FTA (electronic) 
Paul Page, FTA (letter) 
Karina O’Connor, US EPA (electronic)  
Lisa Hanf, US EPA (letter) 
Jason Crow, ARB (electronic) 
Chelsea Gonzales, SJVAPCD (electronic) 
Glen Stephens, EKAPCD (electronic) 
Executive Directors, Valley COGs (electronic)    



Caltrans Summary of Changes

Administrative Modification
Amendment #: 13

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

Existing KER130106

IN BAKERSFIELD: ALONG SR 58 
AND SR 99; BELTWAY OP IMPROVE 

(SR 58 GAP CLOSURE - AN 
ELEMENT OF THE BAKERSFIELD 

BELTWAY SYSTEM)

N/A N/A N/A N/A 0% revise project description

Amendment Type:

Page 1



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 13 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

State Highway / Regional Choice ProgramPROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$37,828,431

Prior

Current

$125,860,000

$125,860,000

Regional

KER130106

PNRS

Bakersfield

IN BAKERSFIELD: ALONG SR 58 AND 
SR 99; BELTWAY OP IMPROVE  (SR 
58 GAP CLOSURE - AN ELEMENT OF 
THE BAKERSFIELD BELTWAY 
SYSTEM)

20400000709

PE
RW

Total
$125,860,000

$88,031,569

Con

KER08RTP020RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page 1    Dated January 21, 2013



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - PRIOR RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 13 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

State Highway / Regional Choice ProgramPROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$37,828,431

Prior

Current

$125,860,000

$125,860,000

Regional

KER130106

PNRS

Bakersfield

IN BAKERSFIELD: CENTENNIAL 
CORRIDOR ALONG SR 58 AND SR 99; 
OP IMPROVE (ELEMENT OF BFL 
BELTWAY SYSTEM)

20400000709

PE
RW

Total
$125,860,000

$88,031,569

Con

KER08RTP020RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  1   Dated January 21, 2014
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Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

  
January 16, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By:  Raquel Pacheco, 
               Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER V.  

2013 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM –  
DRAFT AMENDMENT NO. 12 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Amendment No. 12 includes changes to the State Highway Operations and Protection Program, Highway 
Maintenance, Highway Bridge Program, Highway Safety Improvement Program, and Transit Program 
(FTA Section 5310). The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has not reviewed item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Amendment No. 12 includes changes to the State Highway Operations and Protection Program Highway 
Maintenance, Highway Bridge Program, Highway Safety Improvement Program, and Transit Program 
(FTA Section 5310). Amendment No. 12 is financially constrained, has been submitted through the 
interagency consultation process, and includes: 
 
STATE HIGHWAY OPERATIONS AND PROTECTION PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (SHOPP) 
 
The State Department of Transportation requests to introduce a new Emergency Response project. 
Please see record KER120203 in Attachment for details. 
 
The State Department of Transportation requests to revise a Roadway Preservation project. Please see 
record KER120205 in Attachment for details. 
 
The State Department of Transportation requests to introduce a new Highway Maintenance project. 
Please see record KER130201 in Attachment for details. 
 
SAFETY PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
 
The State Department of Transportation requests to revise the Highway Bridge Program (HBP) projects. 
Please see record KER060601 in Attachment for details. 
 
The State Department of Transportation requests to revise an existing Highway Safety Improvement 
Program (HSIP) record and introduce a new HSIP record that includes projects for the cities of Arvin, 
Bakersfield, California City, Delano, and Tehachapi. Please see record KER110601 and KER140601 in 
Attachment for details. 
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Page 2 / Draft Amendment 
 
 
 
 
TRANSIT PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
 
The State Department of Transportation requests to introduce new FTA Section 5310 projects (equipment 
and vehicles). Please see KER140801 and KER140802 in Attachment for details. 
 
 
Review Process 
 
The public review period for this amendment began January 3, 2014 and concludes January 17, 2014. As 
allowed per Kern COG’s Public Information Policies and Procedures and the FTIP Amendment Policy, no 
board action is required for this amendment. The Kern COG Executive Director is expected to sign the 
final amendment January 21, 2014. State and federal approval is required. 
 
Attachment: “Interagency Consultation Memo” dated January 3, 2014 
 
 
OPEN PUBLIC HEARING HEAR COMMENTS CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 
 
 
ACTION: Open and close public hearing. 

 



 

January 3, 2014 

To:    Interagency Consultation Partners and Public 

From:   Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner III 

Subject:   Availability of Draft Amendment No. 12 to the 2013 FTIP for Interagency 

Consultation and Public Review 

 

Kern COG is proposing a formal amendment (Type #3) to its regionally approved 2013 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP).  The 2013 FTIP is the programming document 
that identifies four years (FY 12/13, FY 13/14, FY 14/15, and FY 15/16) of federal, state and 
local funding sources for projects in Kern County.  Draft Amendment No. 12 introduces 
new/revised projects in the following programs: State Highway Operations and Protection 
Program (SHOPP), Highway Maintenance, Highway Bridge Program, Highway Safety 
Improvement Program and Transit Program (FTA Section 5310). Documentation associated with 
this amendment is provided as indicated below. 

 Project List: Attachment 1 includes a summary of programming changes that 
result from Amendment No. 12 to the 2013 FTIP. These project and/or project 
phases are consistent with the 2011 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), which 
was adopted July 15, 2010. The attachment also includes the “CTIPS” printout for 
the proposed project changes. 
 

 Updated Financial Plan: Attachment 2 – The Financial Plan from the 2013 FTIP 
has been updated to include the project list as provided in Attachment 1. The 
appropriate grouped project list has been updated as well.   

 
 Conformity Requirements: The proposed project changes have been determined to 

be exempt from the requirement that a conformity determination and/or regional 
emissions analysis be performed per 40 CFR 93.126, 93.127, or 93.128. Because 
the projects and/or project phases are exempt, no further conformity determination 
is required. In addition, the projects and/or project phases contained in 
Amendment No. 12 do not interfere with the timely implementation of any 
approved Transportation Control Measures (TCMs). 

 
 Public Involvement:  Attachment 3 includes the Draft Public Notice. 

 



Page 2 / Amend. 12 IAC 
 

Kern COG published a notice of public hearing and opens the 14-day public comment period 
January 3, 2014.  The public hearing is scheduled for January 16, 2014. Comments may be 
submitted in writing by 5 P.M. January 17, 2014.  No Kern COG Board action is required. The 
Kern COG Executive Director will consider adoption of the proposed amendment January 20, 
2014.  Kern COG anticipates State and Federal approval by March 2014.  Amendment No. 12 
documentation is available at:  www.kerncog.org 
 
In conclusion, the 2013 FTIP meets all applicable transportation planning requirements per 23 
CFR Part 450, 40 CFR Part 93, and conforms to the applicable SIPs, and does not interfere with 
the timely implementation of approved TCMs.  If you have questions regarding this amendment, 
please contact Raquel Pacheco at (661) 861-2191 or rpacheco@kerncog.org  



ATTACHMENT 1 
 
 
 

Caltrans Summary of Changes 
 

“CTIPS” Printout  - Revised Records 



Caltrans Summary of Changes

Formal
Amendment #: 12

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

Existing KER120203

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
EMERGENCY REPAIR - SHOPP 

EMERGENCY RESPONSE 
PROGRAM

FFY 13/14 FFY 13/14 CON SHOPP AC 7%
Add $530,000; add 0Q970 

project to group listing

FFY 15/16 FFY 13/14 CON SHOPP AC 0%
Move $6,383,000; revise 

0P140 project in group listing

N/A FFY 13/14 CON SHOPP AC 653% Add $41,687,000

Existing KER130201

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR

REHABILITATION ON THE STATE
HIGHWAY SYSTEM - HIGHWAY

MAINTENANCE

FFY 13/14 FFY 13/14 CON STP 42%
Add $2,596,500; revise 0Q810 

project in group listing

FFY 12/13 FFY 13/14 CON HBP 3%
Move $17,706; delete $44,265 

FY 12/13

FFY 12/13 FFY 13/14 CON Local 0% Move $19,499

FFY 13/14 FFY 12/13 CON LSSRP 1%
Move $11,470; delete $5,735 

FY 13/14

N/A FFY 12/13 CON HSIP 25% Add $734,430
N/A FFY 12/13 CON Local 5% Add $152,720

FFY 13/14 N/A CON HSIP 23% Delete $665,431
FFY 13/14 N/A CON Local 2% Delete $66,719
FFY 14/15 FFY 14/15 CON HSIP 4% Add $124,200
FFY 14/15 FFY 14/15 CON Local 1% Add $13,800
FFY 15/16 N/A CON HSIP 9% Delete $263,700
FFY 15/16 N/A CON Local 1% Delete $29,300

Amendment Type:

Existing KER110601

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS - HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
(HSIP). NON-CAPACITY 

INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 
CFR TABLES 2 & 3)  

Existing KER120205

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 

REHABILITATION - SHOPP 
ROADWAY PRESERVATION 

PROGRAM

Existing KER060601

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE 
REHABILITATION AND 

RECONSTRUCTION - HIGHWAY 
BRIDGE PROGRAM (HBP).  NON-
CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY. (40 

CFR TABLES 2&3) (INCLUDES 
SEISMIC RETROFIT)         

Page 1



Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 15/16 CON HSIP 0% Add $682,200

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $75,803

New KER140801

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PURCHASE OF OPERATING 

EQUIPMENT FOR VEHICLES ($1,606 
toll credits as part of match)

N/A FFY 11/12 CON
FTA Section 

5310
0% Add $14,000

New KER140802

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PURCHASE OF NEW BUSES AND 

RAIL CARS TO REPLACE EXISTING 
VEHICLES OR FOR MINOR 

EXPANSIONS OF THE FLEET 
($33,837 toll credits as part of match)

N/A FFY 11/12 CON
FTA Section 

5310
0% Add $195,000

Legend

FTA Section 5310 Federal Transit Administration - Section 5310
HBP Highway Bridge Program
HSIP Highway Safety Improvement Program
LSSRP Local Seismic Safety Retrofit Program
SHOPP AC State Highway Operations and Protection Program advance construction
STP Surface Transportation Program

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS - HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
(HSIP). NON-CAPACITY 

INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 
CFR TABLES 2 & 3)  

New KER140601

Page 2



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 12 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

State Highway Operations and Protection ProgramPROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

Prior

Current

$8,737,500

$8,737,500

Various
Various
KER130201

NHS/STP
1.10
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION ON THE STATE 
HIGHWAY SYSTEM - HIGHWAY 
MAINTENANCE (toll credits)

20400000702

PE
RW

Total
$8,737,500

$8,737,500

Con

2011 RTP, Page 5-3RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$48,070,000

$48,070,000

Various
Various
KER120205

SHOPP-A
1.10
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION - SHOPP ROADWAY 
PRESERVATION PROGRAM

20400000698

PE
RW

Total
$48,070,000

$48,070,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 5-3RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$2,306,000 $5,929,000

$2,306,000 $5,929,000

Various
Various
KER120203

SHOPP-A
1.12
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
EMERGENCY REPAIR - SHOPP 
EMERGENCY RESPONSE PROGRAM

20400000696

PE
RW

Total
$8,235,000

$8,235,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 5-3RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page 1    Dated January 3, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 12 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Safety ProgramPROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$75,803

Prior

Current

$758,003

$758,003

KER140601

HSIP
1.06
Various

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS -HIGHWAY SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). 
NON-CAPACITY INCREASING 
PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR TABLES 

20400000710

PE
RW

Total
$758,003

$682,200

Con

2011 RTP, Page 5-3RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$384,920

$14,881Prior

Current

$887,150 $448,000 $1,532,000

$887,150 $448,000 $1,532,000

KER110601

HSIP
1.06
Various

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS -HIGHWAY SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). 
NON-CAPACITY INCREASING 
PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR TABLES 

20400000637

PE
RW

Total
$2,948,500

$81,350

$81,350 $2,482,230

$66,469

Con

2011 RTP, Page 5-3RTP Reference:
Project Completion PendingPrior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$110,112

$16,058Prior

Current

$340,000 $170,000 $450,000

$340,000 $170,000 $450,000

KER060601

HBP
1.19
Various

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE 
REHABILITATION AND 
RECONSTRUCTION - HIGHWAY 
BRIDGE PROGRAM (HBP).  NON-
CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR 

20400000418

PE
RW

Total
$1,250,000

$290,000

$290,000 $849,888

$273,942

Con

2011 RTP, Page 5-3RTP Reference:
Project Completion PendingPrior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  2   Dated January 3, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 12 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Transit Program (Non-CMAQ)PROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

Prior

Current

KER140802

Sec. 5310
2.10
various

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PURCHASE OF NEW BUSES AND 
RAIL CARS TO REPLACE EXISTING 
VEHICLES OR FOR MINOR 
EXPANSIONS OF THE FLEET ($33,837 

20400000712

PE
RW

Total
$195,000

$195,000

$195,000
$195,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
Project Completion PendingPrior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

KER140801

Sec. 5310
2.05
various

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PURCHASE OF OPERATING 
EQUIPMENT FOR VEHICLES ($1,606 
toll credits as part of match)

20400000711

PE
RW

Total
$14,000

$14,000

$14,000
$14,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
Project Completion PendingPrior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page 3    Dated January 3, 2014



ATTACHMENT 2 
 
 
 

Updated Financial Plan 
 

Updated Grouped Project Listing 



TABLE 1: REVENUE Revised 4/22/2013

Kern Council of Governments
2012/13-2015/16 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Amendment No. 12
($'s in 1,000)

4 YEARS (FSTIP Cycle)
2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16

Funding Source Amendment Amendment Amendment Amendment CURRENT

Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current TOTAL

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
       -- Gas Tax (Subventions to Cities) $22,945 $23,090 $7,903 $7,839 $488 $502 $29 $76 $31,506
       -- Street Taxes and Developer Fees $9,778 $9,778 $121,596 $121,596 $320,710 $320,710 $452,085
Local Total $32,724 $32,868 $129,499 $129,435 $488 $502 $320,739 $320,786 $483,591
      SHOPP (Including Augmentation) $9,380 $9,380 $51,707 $104,416 $19,782 $19,782 $43,128 $36,745 $170,323
      State Minor Program $2,650 $2,650 $2,650
      STIP (Including Augmentation) $31,658 $31,658 $8,165 $8,165 $18,625 $18,625 $11,816 $11,816 $70,264
            Transportation Enhancement $1,806 $1,806 $3,058 $3,058 $1,962 $1,962 $234 $234 $7,060
      STIP Prior
           Transportation Enhancement $140 $140 $140
      Proposition 1 B $54,060 $54,060 $54,060
      Highway Maintenance (HM) $14,460 $14,460 $6,141 $8,738 $23,198
State Total $111,505 $111,505 $71,721 $127,026 $40,369 $40,369 $55,178 $48,795 $327,695
      5307 - Urbanized Area Formula Grants $4,323 $4,323 $3,840 $3,840 $8,163
      5310 - Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
      5311 - Formula Grants for Rural Areas $1,717 $1,717 $1,717
      5316 - Job Access and Reverse Commute Program $703 $703 $50 $50 $753
      5317 - New Freedom 
Federal Transit Total $6,743 $6,743 $3,890 $3,890 $10,633
      Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality  (CMAQ) $10,089 $10,089 $10,176 $10,176 $9,720 $9,720 $9,720 $9,720 $39,705
      Corridor Infrastructure Improvement Program $75,472 $75,472 $248,982 $248,982 $34,889 $34,889 $359,343
      High Priority Projects (HPP) and Demo $7,850 $7,850 $400 $400 $16,750 $16,750 $25,000
      Highway Bridge Program (HBP) $363 $301 $133 $151 $398 $398 $850
      Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) $396 $1,131 $1,034 $369 $1,255 $1,379 $264 $682 $3,561
      Projects of National/Regional Significance $17,330 $17,330 $96,112 $96,112 $113,441
      Recreational Trails $367 $367 $367
      Safe Routes to School (SRTS) $507 $507 $1,851 $1,851 $583 $583 $2,942
      Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $10,043 $10,043 $10,239 $10,239 $9,220 $9,220 $9,220 $9,220 $38,722
      Transportation and Community and System Preservation Program $400 $400 $400
Federal Highway Total $122,817 $123,490 $367,075 $366,427 $22,445 $22,569 $71,426 $71,845 $584,331
Federal Total $129,561 $130,233 $370,965 $370,317 $22,445 $22,569 $71,426 $71,845 $594,964

$273,789 $274,606 $572,185 $626,779 $63,302 $63,440 $447,344 $441,426 $1,406,250

MPO Financial Summary Notes:
*Note: Financial tables reflect changes approved as part of administrative modifications
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TABLE 2: PROGRAMMED Revised 4/22/2013

Kern Council of Governments
2012/13-2015/16 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Amendment No. 12
($'s in 1,000)

4 YEARS (FSTIP Cycle)
2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16

Funding Source Amendment Amendment Amendment Amendment CURRENT

Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current TOTAL

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 

Local Total $32,724 $32,868 $129,499 $129,435 $488 $502 $320,739 $320,786 $483,591

      SHOPP (Including Augmentation) $9,380 $9,380 $51,707 $104,416 $19,782 $19,782 $43,128 $36,745 $170,323
      State Minor Program $2,650 $2,650 $2,650
      STIP (Including Augmentation) $31,658 $31,658 $8,165 $8,165 $18,625 $18,625 $11,816 $11,816 $70,264
            Transportation Enhancement $1,806 $1,806 $3,058 $3,058 $1,962 $1,962 $234 $234 $7,060
      STIP Prior
           Transportation Enhancement $140 $140 $140
      Proposition 1 B $54,060 $54,060 $54,060
      Highway Maintenance (HM) $14,460 $14,460 $6,141 $8,738 $23,198
State Total $111,505 $111,505 $71,721 $127,026 $40,369 $40,369 $55,178 $48,795 $327,695
      5307 - Urbanized Area Formula Grants $4,323 $4,323 $3,840 $3,840 $8,163
      5310 - Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
      5311 - Formula Grants for Rural Areas $1,717 $1,717 $1,717
      5316 - Job Access and Reverse Commute Program $703 $703 $50 $50 $753
      5317 - New Freedom 
Federal Transit Total $6,743 $6,743 $3,890 $3,890 $10,633
      Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality  (CMAQ) $9,720 $9,720 $9,720 $9,720 $19,440
      Corridor Infrastructure Improvement Program $75,472 $75,472 $248,982 $248,982 $34,889 $34,889 $359,343
      High Priority Projects (HPP) and Demo $7,850 $7,850 $400 $400 $16,750 $16,750 $25,000
      Highway Bridge Program (HBP) $363 $301 $133 $151 $398 $398 $850
      Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) $396 $1,131 $1,034 $369 $1,255 $1,379 $264 $682 $3,561
      Projects of National/Regional Significance $17,330 $17,330 $96,112 $96,112 $113,441
      Recreational Trails $367 $367 $367
      Safe Routes to School (SRTS) $507 $507 $1,851 $1,851 $583 $583 $2,942
      Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $9,649 $9,649 $9,037 $9,037 $18,686
      Transportation and Community and System Preservation Program $400 $400 $400
Federal Highway Total $122,055 $122,727 $365,418 $364,770 $3,504 $3,628 $52,486 $52,905 $544,030
Federal Total $128,798 $129,471 $369,308 $368,660 $3,504 $3,628 $52,486 $52,905 $554,663

$273,026 $273,844 $570,528 $625,121 $44,361 $44,499 $428,403 $422,485 $1,365,949

MPO Financial Summary Notes:
*Note: Financial tables reflect changes approved as part of administrative modifications
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TABLE 3: REVENUE-PROGRAMMED Revised 4/22/2013

Kern Council of Governments
2012/13-2015/16 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Amendment No. 12
($'s in 1,000)

4 YEARS (FSTIP Cycle)

2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16

Funding Source Amendment Amendment Amendment Amendment CURRENT

Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current TOTAL

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 

Local Total

      SHOPP (Including Augmentation)
      State Minor Program
      STIP (Including Augmentation)
            Transportation Enhancement 
      STIP Prior
           Transportation Enhancement
      Proposition 1 B
      Highway Maintenance (HM)
State Total 
      5307 - Urbanized Area Formula Grants 
      5310 - Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
      5311 - Formula Grants for Rural Areas 
      5316 - Job Access and Reverse Commute Program 
      5317 - New Freedom 
Federal Transit Total
      Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality  (CMAQ) $369 $369 $456 $456 $9,720 $9,720 $9,720 $9,720 $20,265
      Corridor Infrastructure Improvement Program
      High Priority Projects (HPP) and Demo
      Highway Bridge Program (HBP)
      Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)
      Projects of National/Regional Significance
      Recreational Trails
      Safe Routes to School (SRTS)
      Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $393 $393 $1,202 $1,202 $9,220 $9,220 $9,220 $9,220 $20,035
      Transportation and Community and System Preservation Program
Federal Highway Total $763 $763 $1,657 $1,657 $18,940 $18,940 $18,940 $18,940 $40,301
Federal Total $763 $763 $1,657 $1,657 $18,940 $18,940 $18,940 $18,940 $40,301

$763 $763 $1,657 $1,657 $18,940 $18,940 $18,940 $18,940 $40,301REVENUE - PROGRAM TOTAL
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Attachment B

2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Grouped Project Listings
Kern Council of Governments

Includes:

State Highway Operations Protection Program - dated 12/30/13
Highway Maintenance
Highway Bridge Program (HBP) - dated 11/15/13
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) - dated 11/15/13
Transit Program

Note:  Listing is available on the Kern COG website at
   http://www.kerncog.org/federal-transportation-improvement-program



Kern Council of Governments  
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

CONRWPEPRIORTOTAL 16/1715/1614/1513/1412/13

SHOPP - Bridge Preservation

$62817 $19,485 $14,487 $28,845 $8,434 $671 $53,712Bridge - State (HBRR)

$62817 $19,485 $14,487 $28,845 $8,434 $671 $53,712TOTAL

SHOPP - Collision Reduction

$8111 $4,365 $3,746 $2,058 $430 $5,623National Hwy System

$24509 $14,734$2,709 $1,549 $5,517 $5,313 $1,895 $17,301Surface Transportation Program

$32620 $7,074 $14,734 $5,295 $5,517 $7,371 $2,325 $22,924TOTAL

SHOPP - Emergency Response

$8235 $5,929$2,306 $1,311 $117 $6,807National Hwy System

$8235 $2,306 $5,929 $1,311 $117 $6,807TOTAL

SHOPP - Mandates

$18581 $16,198 $2,383 $2,938 $5,197 $10,446National Hwy System

$18581 $16,198 $2,383 $2,938 $5,197 $10,446TOTAL

SHOPP - Roadway Preservation

$48070 $48,070 $3,500 $70 $44,500National Hwy System

$48070 $48,070 $3,500 $70 $44,500TOTAL

$138,389$8,380$23,554$36,745$19,782$104,416$9,380$170,323 MPO TOTAL

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120201
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

SHOPP - Bridge Preservation

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0K46010400000352 46 Near Wasco, at Route 99 Separation Bridge No. 50-0184E. Replace bridge.KER 3,145 312 15,249

06 0K81010400000353 99 In Bakersfield, at Airport Drive Bridge No. 50-0266; also on Route 178 at 
Golden State Avenue Bridge No. 50-0326.  Bridge seismic restoration.

KER 1,594 65 8,480

06 0M26010400000354 58 Near Tehachapi, at Sand Canyon Road Bridge No. 50-0345R.  Replace 
bridge.

KER 752 8 3,517

06 0H18010400000318 14 Near Ridgecrest at the Red Rock Canyon Bridge (Bridge #50-0178).  
Replace bridge (scour)

KER 2,170 279 17,036

06 0N96010400000360 204 In Bakersfield, on Route 204 at various bridges from north of Route 178 to 
south of Route 99.  Overlay deck, replace joint seals, and paint.

KER 773 7 9,430

8,434 SHOPP - Bridge Preservation Total: 671 53,712

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120202
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

SHOPP - Collision Reduction

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0L39010400000320 99 In Bakersfield, at California Avenue.  Widen ramp and realign ramp 
entrance.

KER 1,082 84 1,543

06 0P81010400000368 178 In Ridgecrest, from Inyokern Road to Gemstone Street.  Left turn 
channelization.

KER 787 86 3,236

06 0J93010400000298 119 In Kern, Fresno, and Tulare Counties on various Routes 33, 46, 63, 119, 
216, and 223 at various locations.  Install guardrail and extend culverts.

KER 1,136 413 2,816

06 0E33010400000358 58 In Bakersfield, at various locations from east of Route 99 to east of 
Cottonwood Road.  Improve freeway maintenance worker access.

KER 405 12 1,270

06 0E34010400000359 99 In Bakersfield at various locations, from Planz Road to north of California 
Avenue.  Improve freeway maintenance worker access.

KER 517 5 1,537

06 0P84010400000363 223 Near Arvin, from Old River Road to west of Cuda Road. Install median 
rumble strips and widen outside shoulders.

KER 737 31 4,149

06 0P56010400000364 58 Near Bakersfield, from east of Gaston Street to Route 43.  Install median 
rumble strips and widen outside shoulders.

KER 680 146 2,749

06 0P30010400000357 99 Near McFarland, from south of Sherwood Avenue to south of Whisler Road.  
Widen shoulder and install rumble strip.

KER 427 14 1,692

06 0N56010400000366 58 In Tehachapi, at Tehachapi Summit Interchange.  Widen intersection.KER 487 92 970

06 0P29010400000367 155 Near Delano, at Browning Road.  Construct a roundabout.KER 1,113 1,442 2,962

7,371 SHOPP - Collision Reduction Total: 2,325 22,924

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



Kern Council of Governments KER120203 
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

SHOPP - Emergency Response

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0N38010400000331 178 Near Bakersfield at 0.6 mile east of Sidehill Viaduct and at 0.6 mile east of 
Edison Powerhouse.  Construct concrete slab structures.

KER 324 11 1,342

06 0Q58010400000365 VAR In Kern County, on Routes 5, 58, 99, and 204 at various locations.  Repair 
traffic operation systems.

KER 600 100 2,200

06 0N40110400000362 58 Near Edison, at Neumarkle Road Undercrossing (#0229L/R).  Repair 
drainage channel.

KER 45 3 581

06 0N36010400000332 5 Near Grapevine, from 0.2 mile north of Grapevine Undercrossing to 0.3 mile 
north of Route 99.  Repair damaged roadway.

KER 332 3 2,164

06 0Q97010400000369 178 Near Bakersfield, east of Route 184.  Repair roadway.KER 10 0 520

1,311 SHOPP - Emergency Response Total: 117 6,807

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120204
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

SHOPP - Mandates

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0H64010400000319 99 Kern County, on Routes 99 and 178 at Kern Avenue and Sunny Lane 
pedestrian overcrossings.  Upgrade pedestrian facilities to provide 
Americans with Disabilities Act compliance.

KER 2,367 4,862 8,969

06 0P27010400000361 43 In the cities of Shafter and Wasco, at various intersections.  Construct 
pedestrian curb ramps.

KER 571 335 1,477

2,938 SHOPP - Mandates Total: 5,197 10,446

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120205
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

SHOPP - Roadway Preservation

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0P14010400000351 5 Near Lost Hills, between Lerdo Avenue and Route 46.  Roadway 
rehabilitation.

KER 3,500 70 44,500

3,500 SHOPP - Roadway Preservation Total: 70 44,500

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



KER130201 GROUPED PROJECTS FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM - HIGHWAY MAINTENANCE (toll credits)

$1,236,500 $0 $55,000 $1,500 $180,000 $550,000 2013/14 Y NHS Ker 46 0 7.3

$450,000 Y NHS Ker 65 0.7 6.1

06 Caltrans 0Q830 06-1300-0247
Kern 
COG

In Kern Co on Rte 178 in 
Bakersfield from 178/204 Jct to 

0.5 miles W/of Morning Dr.

Maintenance Asphalt 
Overlay

$1,236,500 $0 $55,000 $1,500 $180,000 $1,000,000 2013/14 N STP Ker 178 2 7.5

06 Caltrans 0Q800 06-1300-0245
Kern 
COG

In Kern Co on Rte 58 near 
Buttonwillow from Tracey Ave to 

the 58/46 Br Sep.

Maintenance Asphalt 
Overlay

$1,236,500 $0 $55,000 $1,500 $180,000 $1,000,000 2013/14 Y NHS Ker 58 31.8 40

$2,596,500 $0 $55,000 $1,500 $180,000 $1,652,000 2013/14 N STP Ker 204 0 3.7

$708,000 N STP Ker 155 6.5 11

$2,431,500 $0 $55,000 $1,500 $180,000 $878,000 2013/14 N STP Ker 43 16.3 24.1

$658,500 N STP Ker 58 15.4 27.2

$108,500 N STP Ker 223 1.8 4

$550,000 N STP Ker 223 10.9 20

In Kern Co at various locations.
Maintenance Asphalt 

Overlay
06 Caltrans 0Q840 06-1300-0247

Kern 
COG

In Kern Co on Rte 204 in 
Bakersfield from 204/58 Sep. to 

Grove St & in Kern Co on Rte 155 
near Delano from Famosa-

Porterville Hwy to 155/65 Jct.

Maintenance Asphalt 
Overlay

06 Caltrans 0Q790 06-1300-0244
Kern 
COG

In Kern Co on Rte46 in and near 
Wasco from 46/43 Sep to 46/99 

Br Sep & on Rte 65 near 
Bakersfield from 7th Standard to 

0.7 miles S/of Merced Ave.

Maintenance Asphalt 
Overlay

06 Caltrans 0Q810 06-1300-0246
Kern 
COG

Back 
Post 
Mile

Ahead 
Post 
MileRoute

Project Description
Total Project 

Cost
Other/Local 

Funds

Funds to be 
Programmed 

for PE Support 
Costs

Funds to be 
Programmed 

in R/W 
Support costs

Funds to be 
Programmed 

in 
Construction 

Support 
Costs

Latest 
Estimated 

Construction 
Capital Value 
in Contract

FTIP 
Program 

Year

National 
Highway 
System     

(Y/N)

Fund Source

County

* Project LocationDistrict Agency EA5 Project ID # MPO



Grouping Category:  Highway Bridge Program (HBP)

PIN Agency
District - EA

 (if-applicable) Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

prior year $53,118 $6,882 $60,000

12/13 $212,472 $27,528 $240,000

14/15 $398,385 $51,615 $450,000

5109(175)

Bakersfield: BRIDGE NO. 50C0173, BEALE 
AVE, OVER UP RR, SUMNER ST, 
KENTUCKY, SOUTH MONTEREY ST.  
Rehabilitate two lane bridge. No added lane 
capacity. HBP-ID 953 13/14 $88,530 $11,470 $100,000

prior year $150,000 $0 $150,000

12/13 $88,530 $11,470 $100,000

prior year $70,824 $9,176 $80,000

13/14 $61,971 $8,029 $70,000

5950(333)

Kern County: BRIDGE NO. 50C0172, LAKE 
ISABELLA RD OVER BOREL CANAL, 0.75 MI 
N OF NUGGET AVE.Rehabilitate two lane 
Bridge. No added lane capacity. HBP-ID 3710

Grouped Projects for Bridge Rehabilitation and Reconstruction - Highway Bridge Program (HBP)

KER060601 Various

5109(166)

Bridge 
Rehabilitation 

and 
Reconstruction

Bakersfield:  BRIDGE NO. 50C0021 L & R, 
MANOR ST, OVER KERN RIVER, 0.2 MI S 
ROBERTS LANE. Rehabilitate existing two lane 
bridge. No added lane capacity. Including 
LSSRP Retrofit HBP-ID 1246

6248(012)
6248(031)

Department of Water Resources: BRIDGE NO. 
50C0123, OLD RIVER RD, OVER OLD RIVER 
ROAD, 0.6 MI N OF S.H. 166. LSSRP Seismic 
Retrofit HBP-ID 2381    (toll credits)

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments



Grouping Category: Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)

PIN Agency
District - EA

 (if-applicable) Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost
Bakersfield:  Twenty (20) intersections within 
the city; install pedestrian countdown heads      
HSIP5-06-001 13/14 $116,000 $13,000 $129,000

prior year $34,969 $6,161 $41,130

12/13 $335,031 $35,139 $370,170

Kern County: Patton Way between Hageman 
Rd and Snow Road; modify traffic signals; 
install two-way left turn lane    HSIP5-06-014 13/14 $144,000 $36,000 $180,000

Kern County: Roberts Ln/Oildale Dr; construct 
left-turn lanes; modify traffic signals; install 
pedestrian countdown heads  HSIP5-06-015 13/14 $109,000 $30,000 $139,000

prior year $31,500 $8,720 $40,220

12/13 $259,899 $102,081 $361,980

12/13 $27,000 $3,000 $30,000

14/15 $369,000 $41,000 $410,000

12/13 $40,500 $4,500 $45,000

14/15 $223,200 $24,800 $248,000

Ridgecrest: Drummond Ave between Downs St 
and Inyo St; Widen roadway; improve alignment 
HSIP5-09-002

5385(049)
Ridgecrest: China Lake Blvd/Bowman Rd; 
install traffic signals (interconnect); construct 
curb ramps, curb and gutter   HSIP5-09-001

5385(050)

Grouped Projects for Safety Improvements - Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)

KER110601 Various
Safety 

Improvements

5399(017)

California City: Redwood Blvd/Hacienda Blvd; 
Reconfigure intersection; construct curb, gutter, 
and raised median islands; upgrade signs, 
striping, and pavement markings  
HSIP4-09-002

5385(042)

Ridgecrest: China Lake Blvd/Upjohn Ave; china 
Lake Blvd between Rader Ave and Ridgecrest 
Blvd; install traffic signals and interconnect 
communications cable; construct curb ramps    
HSIP4-09-001

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments



Continued

PIN Agency
District - EA

 (if-applicable) Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

12/13 $36,000 $4,000 $40,000

14/15 $347,400 $38,600 $386,000

12/13 $36,000 $4,000 $40,000

14/15 $439,200 $48,800 $488,000

Arvin: Bear Mountain Blvd (SR 223)/Derby St; 
install traffic signals, railroad crossings, 
upgrade and install new pavement, striping and 
pavement markers  HSIP6-06-001 15/16 $163,000 $18,112 $181,112

Bakersfield: 60 intersection throughout the City 
of Bakersfield; install pedestrian countdown 
signal heads HSIP6-06-002 15/16 $42,800 $4,756 $47,556

California City: California City Blvd between 
Baron Blvd and Wonder Ave; install reflectors, 
rumble strips, and overlay; upgrade striping 
HSIP6-09-001 15/16 $91,400 $10,156 $101,556

Delano: Cecil Ave/Albany St; upgrade traffic 
signals; install protected left-turn phasing 
HSIP6-06-004 15/16 $72,200 $8,023 $80,223

Tehachapi: Tehachapi between Steuber Rd 
and Monolith St; install traffic signals, striping, 
and signs; construct sidewalk, gutter, curb, curb 
ramps; widen pavement HSIP6-09-002 15/16 $312,800 $34,756 $347,556

KER110601
continued

Various
Safety 

Improvements

Ridgecrest: Twelve (12) intersection (on Norma 
St, Downs St, Richmond Rd); install signs and 
pavement markings  HSIP5-09-004

5385(052)

5385(051)

Ridgecrest: Seven (7) intersection (Norma 
St/Ward Ave, Downs St/Drummond Ave, 
Norma St/Drummond Ave, Norma St/ Las 
Flores Ave, China Lake Blvd/California Ave, 
French Ave/Drummond Ave, China Lake 
Blvd/College Heights Blvd); upgrade traffic 
signals       HSIP5-09-003

KER140601 Various
Safety 

Improvements

Grouped Projects for Safety Improvements - Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments



Grouping Category:  Transit Program

PIN Agency

District - EA
 (if-

applicable) Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/ 
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

KER140801 Various
Operating 

Equipment for 
Vehicles

North of the River:  (1) Recall & 
Recording, mobile radios (6) 
[toll credits] prior year $14,000 $0 $14,000

PIN Agency

District - EA
 (if-

applicable) Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/ 
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

North of the River: one minivan, 
two modified raised top vans 
[toll credits] prior year $145,000 $0 $145,000

Bakersfield Association for 
Retarded Citizens: three 
minivans [toll credits] prior year $150,000 $0 $150,000

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Projects for Purchase of New Buses and Rail Cars to Replace Existing Vehicles 

or for Minor Expansions of the Fleet

Replacement 
Vehicles and 

Service Expansion 
Vehicles

KER140802 Various

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Projects for Purchase of Operating Equipment for Vehicles

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments



 
 

ATTACHMENT 3 
 

Draft Kern Public Notice 
 
 
 



 
  

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Kern Council of Governments will hold a public hearing at 6:30 P.M. January 
16, 2014 at Kern COG’s office, 1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, CA 93301 regarding Draft 
Amendment No. 12 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP).  The hearing is being 
held to receive public comments. 
  

 The 2013 FTIP is a listing of capital improvement and operational expenditures utilizing federal and 
state monies for transportation projects in Kern County through 2016.   

 The State Department of Transportation provided new projects lists for state administered programs. 
 There are new Transit Program projects. 
 The Draft 2013 FTIP Amendment No. 12 contains a project list, summary of changes, financial plan, 

and grouped project listing. 
  

Individuals with disabilities may call Kern COG at 661/861-2191 (or TTY: 661/832-7433, or TDD: 800/874-
9436) with 3-working-day advance notice to request auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public 
hearing. Translation services are available (with 3-working-day advance notice) to participate speaking any 
language with available professional translation services. 
 
A 14-day public review and comment period will begin January 3, 2014 and conclude January 17, 2014.  The 
draft document is available for review at Kern COG’s office and on Kern COG’s website at www.kerncog.org . 
 
Public comments are welcomed at the hearing, or may be submitted in writing by 5 P.M. January 17, 2014 to 
Ahron Hakimi at the address below. 
 
After considering the comments, the documents will be considered for approval, by Kern COG Executive 
Director, January 20, 2013.  The documents will then be submitted to state and federal agencies for approval. 
 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
(661) 861-2191 
 



 
 

 

 

KERN COG 

Public Workshop 
 

Unmet Transit Needs Public 

Hearing Process 2014 
 
     TDA Requirements 

 

     Unmet Transit Needs finding 

 

    Timeline  
 

    Questions 
  

Thursday, February 20, 2014 

6:00-6:20 PM 

 
Kern Council of Governments 

1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield California 

 



 

 1 

AGENDA 

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                                                      THURSDAY 

1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                   FEBRUARY 20, 2014 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                                 6:30 P.M. 

WEB SITE: www.kerncog.org                  

 

6:00 P.M.  KERN COG WORKSHOP:   UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS PUBLIC HEARING PROCESS 2014 

 

DISCLAIMER:  This agenda includes the proposed actions and activities, with respect to each agenda item, as 

of the date of posting.  As such, it does not preclude the Committee from taking other actions on items on the 

agenda, which are different or in addition to those recommended. 

   

I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:    

 

II. ROLL CALL: Flores, Hanson, Wood, Aguirre, Wilke, Cantu, Holloway, Johnston, Linder, Smith, 

Wegman, Couch, Scrivner, Kiernan, Miller, Silver 

 

III. PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members may 

respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask a question for clarification, 

make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 

meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES, WITH THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIR 

TO EXTEND THE TIME LIMIT AS DEEMED APPROPRIATE FOR CONDUCTING THE MEETING. 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 

PRESENTATION.  

 

 Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the 

Transportation Planning Policy Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street Suite 300; 

Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 861-2191.  Every effort will be made to reasonably 

accommodate individuals with disabilities by making meeting materials available in alternative formats. 

Requests for assistance should be made at least three (3) working days in advance whenever possible. 

 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT: All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 

no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion 

is desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the 

listed sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning 

the item before action is taken.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 

A. Approval of Minutes – January 16, 2014  

 

B. Response to Public Comments (None) 

 

C. FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim – County of Kern for $2,492,720 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim for the 
County of Kern for $2,492,720. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has 
reviewed this item.  

 
Action: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the County of Kern for 
$2,492,720 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-04. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
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D. Draft San Joaquin Valley Joint Powers Authority 2014 Business Plan (Snoddy) 

 
Comment:  The San Joaquin Joint Powers Authority (SJJPA) is preparing its Business Plan for 
maintenance and operation of the Amtrak San Joaquins service for 2014. Kern COG is not a 
member of the SJJPA. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and Regional 
Planning Advisory Committee have reviewed this item. 
 
Action:  Information. 

 
E. Regional Surface Transportation program (RSTP) – Final Program of Projects (Pacheco) 

 
Comment: The Final RSTP Program of Projects includes $20.5 million for member agency 
projects. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Approve the Final RSTP Program of Projects. VOICE VOTE. 
 

F. Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) – Final Program of Projects (Pacheco) 

 
 Comment: The Final CMAQ Program of Projects includes $19.8 million for a regional mix of 
member agency projects and a superintendent of schools project. The Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Approve the Final CMAQ Program of Projects. VOICE VOTE. 
 

G. Project Accountability Team Report (Pacheco) 

 
Comment: Routine report on the monthly project status meeting held to discuss project 
implementation issues and to develop solutions for CMAQ, RSTP, TE, Transit, and TDA Article 
3 projects. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

H. Project Delivery Letters  (Pacheco) 

 
 Comment: Presentation of project delivery letters for Regional Surface Transportation Program 
and Congestion Mitigation Air Quality projects. 23 projects have not yet been submitted for 
funding authorization representing a total of $14.3 million in federal programming. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

I. Timeline for Draft 2014 Regional Transportation Plan with Draft Regional Housing Needs 

Assessment; Draft Environmental Impact Report; Draft 2015 Federal Transportation 

Improvement Program; and Corresponding Draft Air Quality Conformity Analysis 

(Pacheco) 

 
Comment: Update schedule for the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan with Regional Housing 
Needs Assessment; Environmental Impact Report; Air Quality Conformity Analysis; and 2015 
Federal Transportation Improvement Program. The Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee and Regional Planning Advisory Committee have reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Approve the development timeline. VOICE VOTE. 
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J. Strategic Growth Council’s Request for Proposals 2014 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: The Strategic Growth Council has issued a request for proposals for sustainable 
communities planning grants. Grant awards range from $50,000 to $1,000,000 which includes 
a 10% local match. This item was reviewed by the Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee and Regional Planning Advisory Committee. 
 
Action: Information.  
 

K. Regional Traffic Count Program Enhancements (Flickinger) 

 
 Comment: Changes are proposed to Kern Regional Traffic Count Program to add additional 
count locations and enhancements. The Regional Planning Advisory Committee has reviewed 
this item.  
 

Action: Direct staff to Implement Traffic Count Program enhancements and changes. VOICE 
VOTE. 
 

L. Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Development Timeline and Methodology 

(Invina) 

 
Comment: The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity as the state-designated 
Regional Planning Agency, prepares the state mandated Regional Housing Needs Allocation 
(RHNA). A Draft RHNA Methodology has been developed and reviewed by the Regional 
Planning Advisory Committee.   
 
Action: Approve the RHNA Methodology subject to potential future revisions based on 
comments received during the local jurisdiction review periods for the Draft RHNA. VOICE 
VOTE. 

*** END CONSENT CALENDAR - ROLL CALL VOTE *** 

 

V.    DRAFT ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) GUIDELINES AND CALL FOR PROJECTS 

(Stramaglia) 
 

Comment: The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes 2013) 
and Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed 
this item. 
 
Action:  Recommend that the TPPC take the following actions: Support staff’s recommendation to participate 
in CTC Call for Projects; Approve staff recommendation to grandfather Transportation Enhancement projects 
not yet delivered subject to ATP eligibility requirements; Direct staff to update existing Kern COG project 
delivery policy; and Direct staff to participate in a regional ATP Plan.  VOICE VOTE. 
 

VI. BOARD MEMBER’S MEETING REPORTS: (None) 

 

VII.      CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress)  
 

VIII.     EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  (Report on Projects and Programs in Progress) 

 

IX. MEMBER STATEMENTS: On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a 

brief report on their own activities.  In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for 

clarification on any matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request 

staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any 

member thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. 

 

X. ADJOURNMENT 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 

 Minutes of Meeting of January 16, 2014 

 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM JANUARY 16, 2014 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 6:30 P.M. 

                                                                                                                                                                              

The meeting was called to order by Chair Harold Hanson at approximately 6:30 p.m. 

 

    I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 

 

   II. ROLL CALL: 

Members Present: Hanson, Wood, Pascual, Holloway, Johnston, Linder, Smith, Wegman, Couch, 

Scrivner, Miller, Silver, Kiernan  

Members Absent: Flores, Wilke, Cantu   

Alternates: Gurrola  

 Others:  15 

Staff:  Hakimi, Collins, Ball, Phipps, Stramaglia, Pacheco, Snoddy, Urata, Raymond, Flickinger, Smith, 

Heimer, and Hall 

 

III.   PUBLIC COMMENTS:  This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members   may 

respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask a question for clarification; make 

a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 

meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND 

ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.  

 

  Mr. Tony Lusich from Santa Clara said that he was here previously and talked about the American 

Society of Civil Engineers Infrastructure Report Card. He understands that recently you had a talk from 

Ms. Margo Yapp from Nichols Engineering, who talked about the California local streets and roads 

assessment which talked about how across the state the pavement condition index is going down. He 

encouraged the cities to maintain their roads if at all possible. But when it gets to the point that the roads 

are in such bad shape that they can’t be maintained any more, you often have to totally rehabilitate them. 

He said he is now a Principle with HSI Engineering who specializes in actual soil testing and evaluations 

for full depth reclamation. He explained this process and said that it results in economical and 

sustainable projects. He said HSI does work throughout the state and he has left business cards, if he 

can be of help to any of your communities, he would be happy to talk with you. 

 

  Chief Deputy Kevin Zimmerman with the Kern County Sheriff’s Office gave a brief update of the work 

being done through the funds that were awarded to the Sheriff’s Office. In the month of December they 

started working with the North area Caltrans and completed jobs in Wasco, Arvin, and Lamont. They 

have several jobs scheduled for the month of January in the north area including Wasco, Shafter, Delano 

and McFarland. A large work sight consisting of two officers and 14 inmates was done on Saturday, 

November 23rd off of Highway 99 near California Avenue that consisted of tree trimming, vegetation 

control, landscaping and trash pickup. Enforcement of citations have been in effect for the last six weeks 

now and to date there are just under 50 citations, and have collected a total of $846 in fines, but there 

are more to come as there are additional citations in the system. 26 tarps and educational material has 

been handed out, it has been very useful in providing public awareness for the ordinances, which of 

course was the idea. Along with the citations of uncovered loads, deputies have also identified violators 

of no license and no insurance which is also important for the safety of the community. The invoices for 

the months of November and December have been submitted. 
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  Mr. Sal Morietti, Superintendent of the City of Bakersfield’s Solid Waste Division wanted to come out 

tonight to say thank you. About a year ago we met to talk about freeway litter and this Council was very 

gracious and awarded us one time funds of $100,000 to get the program started. He gave a quick update 

of where we are. This program started because of Kern COG, we did not have a funding source prior to 

that. They are cleaning about 70,000 pounds monthly, we have three crews out there from the 

Bakersfield Homeless Center, the Kern County Sheriff’s Office is a partner on this program and they are 

out there as well. There is a little difference in the work that is being done. With the Sheriff’s Office, the 

inmates really clear out an area that has been overgrown. The Homeless Center crews pickup litter and 

do a route, they do miles and miles. The presence is there, you can’t help but see them these days. We 

also have volunteers that are also participating and sponsors that participate as well. He said they just 

got their website up and it tells a story of the people in addition to the story of the freeways. Your funds 

were life changing funds. We’re not talking about just picking up litter, we’re talking about changing 

people’s lives. Through this money other organizations have come through as well. 42 people are 

working daily who used to be homeless. Some of them have large families and they are now in their own 

housing. You did this. You used that money to change people’s lives. They walk different, they have self-

esteem now, and they see themselves differently. He showed pictures through PowerPoint.  

 

  Chair asked if other cities are using Homeless for this or are we unique. Mr. Morietti said that he believes 

we are unique. The Fresno COG has asked him to present this program to them, and they will also be 

giving a presentation to Monterey as well. They are trying to get the word out that other cities could tackle 

the homeless problem by finding jobs like this for them.  

 

  Ms. Sophie Mulholland with Sequoia Riverlands Trust said that they are a regional land trust in the 

southern San Joaquin Valley which includes Kern County. She wanted to comment on your move tonight 

to take a look at the whole range of alternatives, that is really terrific. She wanted to go on record saying 

that all of the alternatives consider water usage which is really important, and to also look at 

infrastructure costs in the consideration of the alternatives.  

 

  Mr. Ray Scott with Keep Bakersfield Beautiful and the Metropolitan Recycling Corporation, handed out 

flyers on two events that are happening. One is the e-waste for the Ronald McDonald House which is 

next Saturday, the 25th. This also extends into Delano and Tehachapi. The e-waste is collected and then 

all the commodity value goes to benefit our local Ronald McDonald House. Both of these items are in 

collaboration with Keep Bakersfield Beautiful and your local haulers who comprise Metropolitan 

Recycling. The 2nd event is the Greater Bakersfield Green Expo, it is two-fold student and public 

education. Any high-school student in Kern County can register for the event by creating recycle material 

art and we have $7,000 in scholarships to award those students. It is the largest green expo in Kern 

County with over 50 vendors giving the public information about today’s green lifestyle sustainability. Both 

of these events happen the same day in Yokuts Park on April 12th.  

 

  Chair asked if other cities besides Delano and Tehachapi can participate in this. Mr. Scott said that if they 

have a local McDonald’s they can.  

  

 IV.  CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:  All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 

no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion is 

desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the listed 

sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning the 

item before action is taken. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
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  A. Approval of Minutes –November 21, 2013  

     B. Response to Public Comments (None) 
   C. FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – County of Kern for $5,673,129 

     D.     FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim – City of Delano for $1,578,156 
E. Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) 

Project Update 
  F.   Regional Traffic Count Program Enhancements 

G.   2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Preliminary Alternatives Development Update 
 H. Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) – Final Fund Estimate and Draft Program of Projects 

 I. Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) – Updated Timeline and Draft Program of Projects 

 J. 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Administrative Draft 

 K. Project Delivery Policy Letters 

 L. 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) – Voluntary Community Progress Tracking and Assistance 

Program  

 M. Agreement between Kern COG and the County of Kern for Construction of Bicycle Travel Facilities in 

East Bakersfield 

 N. Adoption of City of Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan 

 O.  2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) – Draft Amendment No. 13 

  

 *** END CONSENT CALENDAR*** 

 

MOTION BY DIRECTOR SILVER, second by Director Smith, TO APPROVE THE CONSENT 

CALENDAR. Motion carried with a roll call vote. 

 

V. 2013 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (FTIP) – DRAFT AMENDMENT 

NO. 12 

 

Ms. Pacheco stated that this item starts on page 154. Amendment No. 12 is financially constrained, has 
been submitted through the interagency consultation process, and includes updates to the State Highway 
Operations and Protection Program, Highway Maintenance, Highway Bridge Program, Highway Safety 
Improvement Program, and Transit Program. The public review period began on January 3, 2014 and 
ends on January 17, 2014. The Kern COG Executive Director will consider approval of the amendment 
on January 21st. State and federal approval is required for this amendment. At this time, I ask that the 
Chairman please open the public hearing, allow for public comment, and then close the public hearing.   
 
Chair opened public hearing, no comments heard, Chair closed public hearing. 

 

VI. BOARD MEMBERS MEETING REPORTS (None) 

  

VII.       CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress) 
 

Ms. Miller gave a report on projects in progress: South Bakersfield 8-lane widening on SR 99 from 6 to 8 

lanes between SR 119 and Wilson Road overcrossing in the City of Bakersfield. Concrete pavement 

complete for southbound lane and currently working on the northbound lane and the concrete medium 

barrier. There is remaining overlay bridge work on Pacheco Bridge and the Railroad and it is on 

schedule. North SR 99 widening 1½ miles from 6 to 8 lanes between SR 99 and 204 overhead to 

Beardsley Canal in and near the City of Bakersfield. The project is scheduled to continue through the 

winter, construction is about 40% complete. Paving is scheduled to start for the new southbound number 

one lane on January 20th. Speeds throughout this construction zone remain at 55 mph. Lerdo Lane 

Reconstruction is complete and all lanes are open, however the contractor is doing some final stages of 

completion, working on the punch list, etc. that won’t require lane closures, however there is some work 

in the southbound lane just north of Kimberlina, which will require 1-2 days lane closure. Public will be 

alerted before that happens. The West Bound Sand Canyon Bridge interchange, the contractor is waiting 

for warmer night temperatures to pave, stripe and delineate, however the detours remain in place and 

anticipated completion date is the end of this month, weather permitting. The Red Rock Canyon Bridge 
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Replacement on SR 14 north of the community of Mojave, the bridge construction continues until the end 

of this year. Traffic will be one lane in each direction during the bridge construction. SR 178 and Morning 

Drive, the contractor continues earth work and storm drainage insulation on the south side of SR 178 and 

is completing the electrical work at Canteria this week. The contractor plans to begin paving the 

eastbound on and off ramps within the next few weeks and traffic is expected to move on to these ramps 

in April so construction of the bridge can begin. The Panama Lane Aux Lane on southbound SR 99 at the 

Panama Lane off ramp in the City of Bakersfield is 95% complete, ramp was opened to the public on 

December 8th and is waiting for warmer weather at nights to do some asphalt pavement repair and 

striping and marking. SR 58 Gap Closure, a TRIP project, to widen SR 58 in the City of Bakersfield from 

4 to 6 lanes between SR 99 and Cottonwood Road. Contractors completed demolition on the bridges at 

P Street and Madison Street and is working on bridge demolition at Cottonwood Road. Has completed 

some asphalt repair work on the southbound on ramp at Cottonwood. Work continues in the medium in 

preparation of the new freeway lanes. California Avenue on ramp improvements in Bakersfield on SR 99: 

Relocate the right-turn lane of the southbound SR 99 on ramp. This project is currently in 30 day 

suspension waiting for PG&E to do some work. Olive Avenue Southbound Auxiliary Lane on SR 99 

between Olive Drive and SR 204 to reconstruct the southbound auxiliary lane and widen Olive Drive on 

ramp. They are finishing up the punch list, otherwise all major work has been completed. There is 

various bridge work seismic restoration that is happening throughout the Valley. Kern County’s location at 

the California Aqueduct is in the process of being removed from the contract due to more extensive work 

being needed and they are going to provide that through a separate contract. Another location at Lerdo 

Highway on SR 99 has just begun and will finish in about two months, waiting on another Caltrans project 

near there to finish up. 

 

Director Smith had a question from an individual in Tehachapi regarding their historic train depot, we 

used transportation funds to restore that and it burned down and was restored again. They wanted to 

know if there is signage available through Caltrans for a historic building like that as it is a transportation 

related building. A sign that would let folks know as they come through the pass that this is a historical 

depot. Would you please check on that and let me know. Ms. Miller asked for his business card so she 

can get a hold of him. 

 

 XII. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  

 

Mr. Hakimi stated that January 23rd the California Air Resources Board (CARB) is meeting in 
Sacramento. The COG Directors from across the state have been invited to inform the CARB on the 
progress of SB 375 in the state. Supervisor Scrivner last year was gracious enough to introduce the 
CARB to Bakersfield when they met in the Board Chambers and all of you are welcome to attend that 
meeting in Sacramento. Let me know if you are interested in going. Also on January 23rd, the City of 
Bakersfield will be holding a Health Fair and we will have staff there to talk about rideshare and 
commuting. January 30th the CTC meeting is in Sacramento. There are no items that relate to Kern 
County, so we will not likely have anyone in attendance. Also on January 30th the Central Coast Energy 
Watch Partnership Meeting will be in Paso Robles, we will have our Energy Watch representative there. 
February 4th is the CTC’s STIP Hearing for Southern California and we are considered part of southern 
California when it comes to transportation funding, that meeting will be held in Los Angeles. Several 
elected officials are likely to attend, any and all of you are welcome to attend. This is where we pitch our 
spending plan that has already been approved by this Board for the next four years, to the CTC. Please 
let us know if any of you are interested in going. Some of you have made contact on Kern COG’s behalf 
to the CTC Commissioners and he appreciates that. 
 
Congratulations go out to the City of Ridgecrest and the City of Tehachapi who just this week got their E-
76’s for West Ridgecrest Blvd and Challenger Drive. If you remember, as Mr. Stramaglia has reported in 
past months, now the money is real and you have to award those contracts by the end of April. Tonight 
the City of Bakersfield’s Planning Commission will be receiving the environment documents for the 24th 
Street widening project and that is going on while we speak at Bakersfield City Hall. 

 
In your folders you will find letters from the Bakersfield Association of Realtors, the Home Builders 
Association and other groups regarding the RTP and SCS; and also a letter from the City of Bakersfield 
Public Works Department cosigned by Caltrans regarding the FTIP Amendment that you approved 
earlier this evening; as well as the first quarter of 2014 Caltrans Update. 
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XIII. MEMBER STATEMENTS:  
 

On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a brief report on their own 

activities. In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for clarification on any 

matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request staff to report 

back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any member 

thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda.   

 

Director Wegman thanked Supervisor Couch and his staff for getting the City of Wasco a four-way stop 

at McCombs and Palm Avenue by the airport. There have been five deaths there in three years. It is a 

very bad intersection and they did a study and had the stop signs put in in two days. She also wanted to 

thank Bob Smith for his informative session on bike lanes at Maxwell’s, it was very good and positive. 

 

XIV. ADJOURNMENT:  There being no further business the meeting adjourned at approximately 7:00 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

                                                                             

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 

ATTEST: 

                                                          

_________________________________  

Harold W. Hanson, Chair    DATE: _______________________          
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND 

CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AGENCY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              February 5, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                          10:00 A.M. 
 
Chairman Woods called the meeting to order at approximately 10 a.m.  A “sign-in” sheet was provided.   
  

I. ROLL CALL 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT:    
      

Loren Culp     City of Ridgecrest 
Michael Bevins     City of California City 
Bob Neath   Kern County 
Wayne Clausen   City of Shafter 
Pedro Nunez   City of Delano 
Joe West   NOR/CTSA 
Nick Fidler    City of Bakersfield   
Paul Marquez   Caltrans 
Craig Jones   City of Taft 
Bob Wren    City of Wasco 
Jay Schlosser    City Tehachapi  
Linda Hollinsworth  City of Arvin   
 

STAFF:       
Peter Smith   Kern COG 

     Raquel Pacheco  Kern COG 
     Rob Ball   Kern COG 
     Joe Stramaglia    Kern COG  
     Susanne Campbell  Kern COG 
     Tami Popek   Kern COG 
             
  

 OTHER:    Curtis Lindskog   Calmentor 
      Diana Gong   Calmentor 
      Paul Pineda   Caltrans 
      Jerry Helt   Helt Engineering 
      Wendy Alfsen    California Walks  
              
     

         
 

II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask 
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report to the 
Committee at a later meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE STATE 
YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.   
 
There were no public comments.  
 

III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  Meeting of November 6, 2013, Mr. Woods advised 
the Committee that the original discussion summary provided in the agenda packet had a clerical 
error in item eight.  An updated Discussion Summary was provided to the committee. There was 
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a motion by Mr. Clausen to recommend approval of the discussion summary.  Mr. Bevins 
seconded the motion. 
  

IV. MEETING NOTES  
 

The Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) Discussion Summary of December 4th, 2013 
was distributed to the Committee for their review and information. 
 

V. FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) STREETS AND 
ROADS CLAIM – COUNTY OF KERN - $2,492,720   (Snoddy) 

 
Mr. Smith presented the FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim 
for the County of Kern for $2,492,720. 
 
The action requested is review FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the County of Kern 
for $2,492,720 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  Mr. 
Clausen made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Bevin’s seconded the motion.   
 

VI. DRAFT SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY BUSINESS PLAN 2014  
 
Mr. Smith stated that the San Joaquin Joint Powers Authority is preparing its Business Plan for 
maintenance and operation of the Amtrak San Joaquin’s service for 2014. Mr. Smith noted that 
Kern COG is not a member of the SJJPA. 

 
 This item was for information only.  
 

ITEM XV was heard here 
 
STRATEGIC GROWTH COUNCIL’S REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 2014 
 
Mr. Smith stated that The Strategic Growth Council has issued a request for proposals for 
sustainable communities planning grants. Grant awards range from $50,000 to $1,000,000 which 
includes a 10% local match.  Mr. Smith advised that applications for this program are due no later 
than February 28, 2014.  
 
This item was for information only.  

  
VII. REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (RSTP) – FINAL PROGRAM OF 

PROJECTS 
 

Ms. Pacheco stated that no changes have been made to the Draft RSTP Program of Projects that 
was presented to the TTAC in December 2013. Ms. Pacheco advised that the Final RSTP 
Program of Projects includes $20.5 million for member agency projects. 

 
The action requested is that the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommend 
approval of the Final RSTP Program of Projects to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  
Mr. Neath made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Fidler seconded the motion.  
 

VIII. Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) – FINAL Program OF PROJECTS 
 
Ms. Pacheco stated that the Final CMAQ Program of Projects includes $19.8 million for a regional 
mix of member agency projects and a superintendent of schools project.  

Ms. Pacheco advised that Kern COG staff is proposing advancing the timeline for approval of the 
Final Program of Projects from March 2014 to February 2014. While the timeline afforded the 
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opportunity to revise the Draft CMAQ Program of Projects as needed during the month of 
January, no changes have been made to the Draft CMAQ Program of Projects that was 
presented to the TTAC in December 2013. Kern COG staff has addressed all comments 
received. 

 
The action requested is that the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommend 
approval of the Final CMAQ Program of Projects to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Clausen made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee.  Mr. Bevins seconded the motion.   All Committee members voted aye on this 
item with exception of committee member, Jay Schlosser from Tehachapi, who voted nay.   

 
IX. CMAQ SUBSTITUTION PROJECT POLICY  

 
Mr. Stramaglia stated that this policy was developed per the request of Mayor Cantu from the City 
of McFarland.  Mr. Stramaglia advised that in order not to lose federal-aid Congestion Mitigation / 
Air Quality Program transportation funding to the Kern region, Kern COG staff is proposing to add 
an additional $7 million of substitution CMAQ projects in the programming FFY 2016-17 in the 
event that projects for 14-15 and 15-16 FFY are not delivered.  Mr. Stramaglia explained the 
CMAQ Substitution Project Policy in detail. There was a discussion amongst the committee 
regarding the policy and a recommendation to consider more than one agency for candidate 
projects to allow a greater opportunity for successful delivery.  
 
The Committee agreed to table the item for further revisions to be made by Kern COG staff and 
bring the item back at the March TTAC meeting.   

 
X. PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT 
 

Ms. Pacheco stated that the 2013 FTIP Amendment 12 introduces the Highway Safety 
Improvement Program Cycle 6 projects and received federal approval January 30, 2014. Ms. 
Pacheco advised that agencies were reminded that the preliminary engineering phase request for 
authorization must be approved within six months of the FTIP approval.  

 
The Annual Transit Operator Financial Transaction report for FY 12/13 is now past due. If you 
have not already done so, please submit to Kern COG as soon as possible. 

 
Ms. Pacheco stated that the next Local Assistance Workshop will be February 25th from 10am to 
noon in the Kern COG Boardroom. An email will be circulated with topics to be covered. 

 
This item is for information only 
 

XI. PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY LETTERS   
 

Ms. Pacheco presented the project delivery letters for the Regional Surface Transportation 
Program and Congestion Mitigation Air Quality projects. Three letters were not received as of the 
writing of the staff report. Ms. Pacheco advised that the City of Tehachapi has now submitted a 
letter, copies were made available. Two letters are still needed from the Golden Empire Transit 
District. In total, 23 projects have not yet been submitted for funding authorization.  
 
She went on to explain that Kern COG staff is prepared to commit more resources to project 
monitoring, with regard to project milestones.  
 
This item is for information only 
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XII. TIMELINE FOR: 
DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING 
NEEDS ASSESSMENT; DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; 
DRAFT 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND 
CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 
 
Ms. Pacheco presented the update schedule for the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan with 
Regional Housing Needs Assessment, Environmental Impact Report, Air Quality Conformity 
Analysis, and 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program. This tentative schedule will be 
used to move the documents through the public review process with final approval by federal 
agencies in December 2014. 

 
Ms. Pacheco advised that the Administrative Draft 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program was mailed to member agency staff under separate cover on January 28, 2014 and 
emailed on January 29, 2014.   Ms. Pacheco thanked the City of McFarland, City of Wasco, and 
Golden Empire Transit District for completing their responses early. This will give Kern COG staff 
enough time to incorporate revisions prior to the public review period.  

 
The action requested is that the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommend 
approval of the development timeline to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  Mr. Fidler 
made a motion to recommend to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  Mr. Bevins 
seconded the motion.  
 

XIII. DRAFT ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM GUIDELINES AND CALL FOR PROJECTS 
 
Mr. Stramaglia stated that this item is intended to request staff to begin reviewing the CTC ATP 
guidelines and prepare to participle in the Caltrans Call for Projects for The Active Transportation 
Program.  Mr. Stramaglia stated that the Active Transportation Program was created by Senate 
Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes 2013) and Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013) to 
encourage increased use of active modes of transportation, such as biking and walking. Mr. 
Stramaglia discussed the item in detail. 
 
Mr. Helt from Helt Engineering made a comment that he having difficulty with the TE funding 
process.  Mr. Helt requested that Kern COG write a letter in support of the funding from the FTIP 
as they have done in the past. Mr. Stramaglia responded that the State is looking at the potential 
of adjusting the guidelines to expedite FY 2013-14 projects and that Kern COG staff has 
advocated for that option; however, that has not – to date, been offered as an option.   
 
Wendy Alfsen, Executive Director of “California Walks” recommended submitting the projects in 
the new Caltrans Call for Projects.  Ms. Alfsen also recommended adopting the recommended 
adopting the steps recommend in the action.  
 
Kern COG staff requested that the Committee recommend to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee approval of the following four action elements: 
1) Approve KCOG staff recommendation to participate in CTC Call for Projects; 
2) Approve KCOG staff recommendation to grandfather TE projects not yet delivered subject to 

ATP eligibility;  
3) Direct KCOG staff to update existing Kern COG project delivery policy; and  
4) Direct KCOG staff to participate in a regional ATP Plan.   

 
Mr. Schlosser made a motion to recommend to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee to 
follow the actions provided.   Mr. Bevins seconded the motion.  
 

XIV. PRESENTATION BY CALMENTOR 
 
Curtis Lindskog from Calmentor gave a brief presentation regarding the benefits of joining the 
Calmentor program.  
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This item was for information only.  
 

XV. MEMBER ITEMS   
 

Mr. Smith advised that there is a Safe Routes to Schools National Partnership workshop 
scheduled for Wednesday, February 19th from 10:00 AM to 12:00 PM in the Kern COG Board 
Room.  Mr. Smith advised that it is imperative to register to ensure there is enough seating.  
 
Mr. Smith stated that included in the packets is a handout concerning a survey from the League 
of California Cities.  Mr. Smith urged the committee members to fill out the survey. 
 
Ms. Pacheco stated that Kern COG is experiencing email issues.  If you send an email, please 
follow-up with a phone call.  
 
Mr. Ball stated that the new TIGER grant information has been posted, applications will be out 
April 29, 2014.  
 

XVI. ADJOURNMENT  
 

With no further business, the TTAC meeting was adjourned at 11:40 a.m.    The next scheduled 
meeting of the TTAC will be March 5, 2014. 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              February 5, 2014  
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA               1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman Bevins called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.  
 

I. ROLL CALL 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Paul Hellman   City of Bakersfield 

Michael Bevins  California City 
     Wayne Clausen  City of Shafter 
     Mark Staples  City of Taft (phone) 
     David James  City of Tehachapi 
     Craig Murphey  County of Kern 
     Richard Rowe  Community Member 
     Patty Poire  Community Member 
     Cindy Parra  Community Member 
     Emery Rendes  GET (phone) 
     Rebecca Moore  LAFCO 
     Paul Marquez  Caltrans 
      
STAFF:      Becky Napier  Kern COG 

     Troy Hightower  Kern COG 
     Brad DeBranch  Kern COG  
     Rochelle Invina  Kern COG  
     Linda Urata  Kern COG 
     Rob Ball  Kern COG 
     Ed Flickinger  Kern COG 
      

OTHERS:    Adam Livingston Sequoia Riverlds. Trust (phone) 
      Aaron Collins   Sequoia Riverlds. Trust (phone) 

     Alec Kimmel  Caltrans (phone) 
     Bernice Bonillas  DWK/CARA 
     Laura Hall  Quad Knoph 
     Wendy Alfsen  California Walks 
     Mohamed Younes CARA 
     Mike McCabe  Citizen 
     Ted James  Consultant 

              
II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 

Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may 
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report 
to the Committee at a later meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE 
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 
PRESENTATION.   

 
None. 
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III. SELECTION OF A CHAIRMAN AND VICE-CHAIRMAN 
 
Committee Member Clausen nominated Committee Member McNamara for Chairman.  Being 
no other nominations, Committee Member McNamara was unanimously selected as Chairman.  
Committee Member Clausen nominated Committee Member James for Vice-Chairman.  Being 
no other nominations, Committee Member James was unanimously selected as Vice-
Chairman.  With the absence of Chairman McNamara, Vice-Chairman James took over as 
Chair of the meeting. 
 

IV. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  Meeting of Wednesday, December 4, 2013. 
 

Committee Member Craig made a motion to approve the December 4, 2013 minutes, seconded 
by Committee Member Clausen, carried unanimously. 

 
V. REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNTY PROGRAM ENHANCEMENTS (Flickinger) 
 

Mr. Flickinger discussed the changes proposed to the Kern Regional Traffic Count Program to 
add additional count locations and enhancements.   After discussion of considering walk and 
bike counts, Committee Member Bevins made a motion to direct staff to implement traffic count 
program enhancements and changes, seconded by Committee Member Rowe, carried 
unanimously. 

 
VI. KERN REGIONAL ENERGY ACTION PLANS UPDATE (Urata)  

 
Ms. Urata provided the Committee with an update on the program.  Ms. Urata explained that 
in the future the EAPs will be updated to add natural gas strategies.    
 
This was an information item.  

 
VII. TIMELINE FOR: 

DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING 
NEEDS ASSESSMENT; DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT 2015 
FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND CORRESPONDING 
DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS (Ball) 

 
 

Mr. Ball provided the Committee with the updated schedule for the 2014 Regional 
Transportation Plan with the Regional Housing Needs Assessment; Environmental Impact 
Report; Air Quality Conformity Analysis; and 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program.  After discussion, Committee Member Craig made a motion to recommend that the 
Transportation Planning Policy Committee approve the development timeline with a revision to 
add the RPAC to the April 2 review of the documents, seconded by Committee Member Bevins, 
carried unanimously.   

 
VIII. DRAFT SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY JOINT POWERS AUTHROITY BUSINESS PLAN 2014 

(Ball) 
 

Mr. Ball explained that the San Joaquin Joint Powers Authority is preparing its 2014 Business 
Plan for maintenance and operation of the Amtrak San Joaquin service.  Mr. Ball explained 
that while Kern COG is not a member of the Authority, they would still like our input.  Committee 
Member inquired as to why Kern COG was not a member of the Authority.  Mr. Ball explained 
that the Kern COG Board had concerns that there could be a shift in funding responsibilities to 
the Authority; therefore, there was reluctance to join at this time.  
 
This was an information item. 
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IX. STRATEGIC GROWTH COUNCIL REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS (Ball) 

 
Mr. Ball presented information on the Strategic Growth council’s Request for Proposals for 
2014.  Committee Member James commented that the deadline was February 28, 2014. 
 
This was an information item. 
 

X. REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION (RHNA) METHODOLOGY AND 
PRELIMINARY RHNA PLAN (Invina) 

 
Ms. Invina presented the Draft RHNA methodology and Preliminary RHNA Plan.   Following 
clarifying questions about Housing element updates, Committee Member Clausen made a 
motion to recommend the Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) approve the 
RHNA Methodology but to make it clear to the TPPC that the documents are going out for 
public review and there may be comments that would require changes to the methodology.  
The motion was seconded by Committee Member Bevins with all in favor. 

 
XI. DISCUSSION SUMMARIES/MEETING UPDATES 

 
The minutes of the November 4, 2013 Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC), 
were provided to the Committee.  

 
V. INFORMATION ITEMS/ANNOUNCEMENTS  

 

 Directions to 2050 Outreach Executive Summary  

 ARB Data Table  

 Letter from NRDC and Sequoia Riverlands Trust 

 2014 California Statewide Local Streets and roads Needs Assessment 
 

VI. MEMBER ITEMS  
 

None  
 

VII. ADJOURNMENT 
 

With no further business the meeting was adjourned at 3:03 p.m. 
 
The next meeting will be Wednesday, March 5, 2014 at 1:30 p.m.   



 

Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301 (661) 861-2191 Facsimile (661) 324-8215 TTY (661) 832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

 
February 20, 2014 

 
 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  
   Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy, 
   Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM C. 

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) STREETS AND ROADS 
CLAIM – COUNTY OF KERN - $2,492,720  

     
 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim for the County of Kern for $2,492,720. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the County of Kern. 
 
Claimant   LTF   STAF   TOTAL 
County of Kern              $2,492,720  $0              $2,492,720 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) the maximum funding level does not exceed 
claimants’ deferred revenues, plus current year apportionments, less required public transit financing; 2) claimants have 
conducted a public hearing within its jurisdiction to receive testimony regarding unmet transit needs and have made an 
appropriate finding by resolution of its governing body; 3) project proposed for funding is in conformity with the Regional 
Transportation Plan; and 4) claimants have not requested or received funds in excess of its current year expenditure.   
 
Staff recommends approval. Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval. 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the County of Kern for $2,492,720 and authorize Chair to sign 
Resolution No. 1404. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-04 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2013-14 TDA STREETS AND ROADS CLAIM – COUNTY OF KERN 
                             

WHEREAS, The State of California has declared that public transportation is an essential component 
of a balanced transportation system and that it is desirable that public transportation systems be designed and 
operated so as to encourage maximum utilization of the service for the benefit of all the people of the state, 
including the elderly, handicapped, youth, and citizens of limited means of the ability to freely utilize the system 
(Section 99220, Public Utilities Code (PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Mills-Alquist-Deddeh Act, also known as the Transportation Development Act (TDA), 
established public funding for the support of public transportation systems and other purposes consistent with 
the Act, including local streets and roads, and facilities provided for exclusive use by pedestrians and bicycles 
(Section 99400(a) PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG), as the designated Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency, is required to ensure that the following factors are identified and considered 
prior to the allocation of TDA funds for street and road claims or any other purposes not directly related to 
public transportation services (Section 99401.5, PUC): 
 

1) Size and location of identifiable groups likely to be dependent upon transit, including but not 
necessarily limited to, the elderly, the handicapped and the poor; 2) Adequacy of existing public 
transportation services; and 3) Potential alternative public transportation and specialized 
transportation services, and service improvement that would meet travel demand; and 

 
WHEREAS, Kern COG is further required to hold a public hearing to receive testimony identifying or 

commenting on unmet transit needs within the jurisdiction of claimants that might be reasonable to meet by 
establishing or contracting for new public transportation or specialized transportation services or expanding 
existing services (Section 99238.5, PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of public transportation systems in Kern County, and public 
testimony received at public hearings, evidence Kern COG's efforts to identify transportation needs pursuant 
to Section 99238.5, PUC; and 
 

WHEREAS, The RTP, adopted by Kern COG, established goals, objectives, and policies for the 
implementation of public transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, Claimant has filed a claim for street and road funds pursuant to Public Utilities Code 
Article 8 Section 99400(a); and  
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the TDA and its own rules and 
regulations, has received and evaluated Claimant’s Article 8 street and road claim consistent with the 
provisions of Section 99400(a), Article 8 of the PUC, and Section 99313.3, Article 6.5 of the PUC; and 
 

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Section 99238.5, PUC, Kern COG has held a public hearing to receive 
testimony identifying and commenting on unmet transit needs within the jurisdiction of claimant; and 
 

WHEREAS, The proposed projects are consistent with claimant’s projected TDA revenues and the 
Regional Transportation Plan; and 
 
 



 

WHEREAS, Claimant proposes to use the funds for projects shown on the claim submitted by 
claimant and filed in the Kern COG office. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1.  The Council, after consideration of all available information, including the RTP, the Kern COG 
 transportation needs studies, and testimony received at public hearings, finds that: 
 

a) There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet within the jurisdiction of claimants.  
No additional unmet transit needs have been identified which can support a public transit service 
which meets the legally-required farebox recovery ratio (21 Cal. Admin. Code Section 6633.2-6633.9); 
and b) This claim on the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) for Article 8 is consistent with the RTP. 

 
2.   This claim is approved, subject to the following conditions: 
 

a) Claimant is herein allocated the LTF and STAF funds available for apportionment shown on 
Attachment "A," plus any interest and balance from prior years, for use on projects also shown on 
Attachment "A"); b) Before any streets and roads payments are made to claimant under Articles 8 or 
6.5, those allocations approved by this Council for transit, Articles 4 and 6.5, shall be credited to 
claimant’s transit reserve account in trust fund #24075, Article 8, and #24076, Article 6.5; and c) 
Remaining Article 8 and 6.5 funds shall be credited to and retained in claimant’s non-transit streets 
and roads reserve account in trust fund #24075 and #24076 and shall be transferred or disbursed to 
claimant in accordance with Attachment "A" of this resolution and written instructions for disbursement 
issued by Kern COG staff. 

 
3. The Chairman and Executive Director of Kern COG are hereby authorized to perform any and all acts 

necessary to accomplish the purpose of this resolution, including the submission of allocation 
instructions to the Kern County Auditor-Controller pursuant to 21 California Administrative Code, 
Section 6659. 

 
AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 20TH DAY OF FEBRUARY 2014. 

 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 

 ________________________________                             
                       
Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ATTEST:     Kern Council of Governments 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of July 2013. 
 
 
                                                                        Date:                                              
 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                                                                                 Res. 14-04 
Kern Council of Governments                                          TDA-S&R County  
                                                                                                                                                              Page 2 

 



Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2013/14

Revised: May 7, 2012

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/12 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $790,473.80 $103,901.21 $33,422.00 $2,003.00 $896,378.01

BAKERSFIELD (1) 351,443 41.69% $13,322,174.56 $1,843,251.64 $0.00 $0.00 $15,165,426.20

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $528,103.77 $69,414.85 $21,049.00 $1,262.00 $598,780.62

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $2,075,414.20 $272,795.94 $88,304.00 $5,293.00 $2,353,503.14

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,060,371.00 $303,297.00 $303,297.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $47,092.06 $6,189.86 $0.00 $0.00 $53,281.92

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $491,102.87 $64,551.39 $0.00 $0.00 $555,654.26

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $1,120,118.20 $147,230.22 $50,270.00 $3,013.00 $1,270,361.42

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $676,107.38 $88,868.69 $54,589.00 $3,272.00 $768,248.07

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $356,554.14 $46,866.08 $304,444.00 $18,247.00 $421,667.22

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $555,013.52 $72,951.91 $4,499.00 $270.00 $628,235.43

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $1,009,115.49 $132,639.84 $30,231.00 $1,812.00 $1,143,567.33

KERN CO.-IN (1) 114,910 13.63% $4,355,510.65 $602,627.01 $0.00 $0.00 $4,958,137.66

KERN CO.-OUT 184,929 21.94% $7,379,997.97 $970,039.36 $735,098.00 $44,059.00 $8,394,096.34

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $930,404.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $930,404.48

PROOF N/A $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $382,528.00 $38,441,039.11

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $408,156.00 $38,466,667.11

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $357,426.39 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $357,426.39

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $707,704.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $707,704.25

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,040,325.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,040,325.25

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $35,742,639.00 $4,421,328.00 N/A $408,156.00 $40,572,123.00

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



 
 

 

 
February 20, 2014 

 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee   

 

FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 

  Executive Director 

 

  By: Robert M. Snoddy,  

Regional Planner  

 

SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM D. 

Draft San Joaquin Valley Joint Powers Authority 2014 Business Plan 

 

DESCRIPTION: 

 

The San Joaquin Joint Powers Authority (SJJPA) is preparing its Business Plan for maintenance and operation of the 

Amtrak San Joaquins service for 2014. Kern COG is not a member of the SJJPA. The Transportation Technical Advisory 

Committee and Regional Planning Advisory Committee have reviewed this item. 

 

Discussion: 

 

Assembly Bill 1779 legislation was passed August 30, 2013 and allowed for the formation of a Joint Powers Authority to 

oversee the maintenance and operations of the San Joaquin Amtrak passenger rail service from Bakersfield to the San 

Francisco Bay area and Sacramento. Staff from the Altamont Commuter Express (commuter passenger rail service from 

Stockton to San Jose) were contracted by the SJJPA Board to assist elected officials and Council of Governments staff 

along the San Joaquin Amtrak service area to prepare a business plan for 2014 (a State Legislative requirement) and to 

eventually, take over management and operation of the Amtrak San Joaquins from Caltrans Division of Rail.  

 

While developing the SJJPA Business Plan, the SJJPA is also coordinating its planning efforts with the High-Speed Rail 

Authority (HSRA) as the HSRA is also required to submit an updated business plan for its project. The primary reason 

driving this coordinated planning effort involves the HSRA’s construction of the initial operating service (IOS). The HSRA’s 

IOS may rely on the SJJPA’s train sets to provide temporary, higher-speed (90 M.P.H.) train service using Amtrak trains 

between Bakersfield and Madera.  

 

Both agency business plans are scheduled to be completed by May 2014. However, draft copies of the plans as they are 

developed, will be reviewed by Kern COG staff and made available to local stakeholders. Although Kern COG is not a 

member of the SJJPA, the SJJPA allows Kern COG staff to listen-in on workshop and Board meetings. Additionally, both 

business plans are public documents. Since the documents may directly impact current Amtrak service and determine 

possible higher-speed train service to the Kern region, Kern COG staff will keep its member agencies, technical staff, and 

local stakeholders informed. Copies of the draft SJJPA Business Plan 2014 are available from Kern COG staff or may be 

viewed at the following link: http://www.acerail.com/About/Regional-Governance-for-San-Joaquin-Rail-Service  

 

 ACTION:  Information.  
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February 20, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Raquel Pacheco, 
   Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM E. 

REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (RSTP) –  
FINAL PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 

The Final RSTP Program of Projects includes $20.5 million for member agency projects. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 

 
DISCUSSION: 

Timeline 

On December 4, 2013, the Draft Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) Program of Projects was 

distributed. The next RSTP call for projects task is to request approval of the final program of projects as shown 

below: 

 

RSTP Call for Projects Timeline (approved 4/18/13) 
 

Date Task 

  

January 2014 Present Draft Program of Projects to TTAC and TPPC 

February 2014 Approve Final Program of Projects and introduction into FTIP 
 
Staff Recommendation 
No changes have been made to the Draft RSTP Program of Projects that was presented to the 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) in December 2013. A Final Program will be 
presented for approval at the February 20, 2014 Kern COG Board meeting. The approved RSTP Program 
of Projects will then be incorporated into the Draft 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
(FTIP) scheduled for public review beginning in March 2014 and as part of an amendment to the 2013 
FTIP scheduled for public review at the end of April 2014.   
 
Kern COG staff recommends approval of the RSTP Program of Projects.  
The TTAC recommends approval of the RSTP Program of Projects. 
 
Enclosure: “Draft 2013 RSTP Program of Projects” 
 
ACTION:  Approve the Final RSTP Program of Projects. VOICE VOTE. 

 



DRAFT 2013 RSTP Program of Projects Summary

Lead Project RSTP LOCAL RSTP LOCAL RSTP LOCAL

$10,285,441 $10,285,441 $20,570,882

Arvin IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$47,443 $6,147 $434,557 $128,141 $482,000 $134,288

Bakersfield IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$3,810,999 $493,756 $4,762,045 $616,976 $8,573,044 $1,110,732

Cal. City IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$38,922 $5,043 $281,078 $36,418 $320,000 $41,461

Delano IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$61,971 $8,029 $1,196,029 $164,030 $1,258,000 $172,059

Kern Co. IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$5,879,762 $762,000 $1,466,238 $642,000 $7,346,000 $1,404,000

McFarland IN MCFARLAND: KERN AVE FROM 2ND ST TO 
3RD ST; LANDSCAPING AND PEDESTRIAN 
IMPROVEMENTS

$35,280 $4,571 $262,720 $95,939 $298,000 $100,510

Ridgecrest IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$89,503 $11,597 $588,497 $76,247 $678,000 $87,844

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR NON-
CAPACITY WIDENING (NO ADDITIONAL 
TRAVEL LANES)

$228,000 $49,000 $0 $0 $228,000 $49,000

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$0 $0 $182,000 $23,581 $182,000 $23,581

State IN MARICOPA: SR 33 AT STANISLAUS ST; 
INSTALL RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASHING 
BEACON NEAR PEDESTRIAN CROSSING

$8,853 $1,147 $30,985 $4,015 $39,838 $5,162

Taft IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION 
(NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY)

$17,230 $2,593 $198,770 $25,754 $216,000 $28,347

Tehachapi IN TEHACHAPI: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$20,890 $3,110 $315,110 $40,827 $336,000 $43,937

Wasco IN WASCO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS 
ONLY)

$46,588 $6,037 $567,412 $73,516 $614,000 $79,553

RSTP LOCAL RSTP LOCAL RSTP LOCAL

Total RSTP Requested $10,285,441 $1,353,030 $10,285,441 $1,927,444 $20,570,882 $3,280,474

Balance of Available Apportionment / programmed $0 $0 $0

$79,677 $10,323 $79,677 $10,323 $159,354 $20,646
Kern COG: Regional Traffic Count Program - approved under 

separate action

2014-15 2015-16

Available Apportionment by Year

2014-15 2015-16 Total

Total

Shafter

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments November 22, 2013 Version 1 1



1 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

  
February 20, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:  Raquel Pacheco, 

       Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM F. 

Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) – Final Program of Projects 

DESCRIPTION:   
 
The Final CMAQ Program of Projects includes $19.8 million for a regional mix of member agency projects 
and a superintendent of schools project. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed 
this item. 

 

DISCUSSION: 

Timeline 

On December 4, 2013, the Draft Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) Program of Projects was 
distributed for review. The next CMAQ call for projects task is to request approval of the final program of 
projects as shown below: 

 

CMAQ Call for Projects Timeline (proposed update 2/20/14) 
 

Date Task 

April 2013 Approve Timeline and Fund Estimate 

Late April 2013 Advertise Call for Projects 

September 2013 Candidate Projects Due 

November 2013 Develop Program of Projects 

December 2013 TTAC subcommittee (peer) review of applications and initial rankings 

January 2014 Update Program of Projects as needed 

January February 2014 Present Draft Program of Projects to TTAC and TPPC 

February March 2014 Approve Final Program of Projects and introduction into FTIP 
 

Kern COG staff is proposing to advance the timeline for approval of the Final Program of Projects from 
March 2014 to February 2014. While the timeline afforded the opportunity to revise the Draft CMAQ 
Program of Projects as needed during the month of January, no changes were made to the Draft CMAQ 
Program of Projects that was presented to the TTAC in December 2013. In January, Kern COG staff 
received comments from the City of Tehachapi regarding the Draft CMAQ Program of Projects. Kern 
COG staff deemed these comments to be similar to those discussed at the December 11, 2013 CMAQ 
Workshop (“December Comments and Responses”). However, Kern COG staff reviewed the submitted 
comments and prepared a response. Please see “January Comments and Responses” attached.  
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TPPC – Final CMAQ Program 
February 20, 2014 
 

A Final CMAQ Program of Projects will be considered for approval at the February 20, 2014 Kern COG 
Board meeting. The approved CMAQ Program of Projects will then be incorporated into the Draft 2015 
Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP)  scheduled for public review beginning in March 
2014 and as part of an amendment to the 2013 FTIP scheduled for public review at the end of April 2014.   

 
Staff Recommendation 
 

The CMAQ Program of Projects is consistent with the following factors: 

 

 Use of Kern COG CMAQ Policy and Procedures for technical analysis; 

 Use of Federal Highway Administration CMAQ Program Guidance for eligibility criteria; 

 Use of Air Resources Board’s methodology for calculating emission reduction and cost-effectiveness; 

 Use of Fresno Council of Governments’ methodology for calculating emission reduction and cost-
effectiveness because there is no Air Resources Board methodology for unpaved streets and 
shoulder projects; 

 Program all available federal funds estimated by Caltrans; and 

 Leverage other possible funds available from outside sources.   
 
 
Highlights of the proposed CMAQ Program of Projects are provided below: 
 

 Distribution of at least 20% of funding to projects that meet $30/lb cost effectiveness threshold;   

 Inclusion of the Kern County Superintendent of Schools CNG Fueling Station expansion project; 

 Inclusion of shoulder improvement projects throughout Kern County; 

 Inclusion of an operational improvement project at State Route 223/ State Route 184 that includes 
leveraging $568,000 in state dollars; 

 Response to January comments received; and 

 31 project listings. 
 
 
Kern COG staff recommends approval of the CMAQ Program of Projects. 
The TTAC recommends approval of the CMAQ Program of Projects. 
 
 
Enclosures:    “Draft 2013 CMAQ Program of Projects” 

                       “Draft 2013 CMAQ – January Comments and Responses” 

                       “Draft 2013 CMAQ – December Comments and Responses” 

 

 
ACTION:   
 
Approve the Final CMAQ Program of Projects. VOICE VOTE. 
 

 



2015-16 TOTALS

DRAFT 2013 CMAQ Program of Projects - Summary of Programming by Category

2014-15

$19,802,440TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $9,901,220 $9,901,220

$388,258$186,724PROJECTS OFF THE TOP $201,534

$19,414,182$9,714,496BALANCE OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $9,699,686

$3,882,836CATEGORY 1 - TRANSIT - 20% OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $1,942,899 $1,939,937

$8,881,058$4,446,334PROJECT SUBMITTALS $4,434,724

$4,459,166$1,946,334CMAQ PROJECTS TO FUND $2,512,832

($576,330)($3,435)BALANCE OF CATEGORY 1 - TRANSIT ($572,895)

$1,941,418CATEGORY 2 - PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM - 10% OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $971,450 $969,969

$0$0PROJECT SUBMITTALS $0

$0$0CMAQ PROJECTS TO FUND $0

$1,941,418$971,450BALANCE OF CATEGORY 2 - PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM $969,969

$970,709CATEGORY 3 - FUELING STATIONS - 5% OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $485,725 $484,984

$1,222,230$1,222,230PROJECT SUBMITTALS $0

$1,222,230$1,222,230CMAQ PROJECTS TO FUND $0

($251,521)($736,505)BALANCE OF CATEGORY 3 - FUELING STATIONS $484,984

$3,882,836CATEGORY 4 - TRAFFIC OPERATIONS - 20% OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $1,942,899 $1,939,937

$3,778,586$1,378,577PROJECT SUBMITTALS $2,400,009

$3,181,009$781,000CMAQ PROJECTS TO FUND $2,400,009

$701,827$1,161,899BALANCE OF CATEGORY 4 - TRAFFIC OPERATIONS ($460,072)

$8,736,382CATEGORY 5 - DISCRETIONARY - 45% OF TOTAL CMAQ AVAILABLE $4,371,523 $4,364,859

$26,329,113$19,857,232PROJECT SUBMITTALS $6,471,881

$10,551,777$5,764,932CMAQ PROJECTS TO FUND $4,786,845

($1,815,395)($1,393,409)BALANCE OF CATEGORY 5 - DISCRETIONARY ($421,986)

$0CMAQ PROGRAM BALANCE $0 $0

PROJECTS TO FUND $9,901,220 $19,802,440

$13,508,148TOTAL PROJECTS SUBMITTED $27,091,097 $40,599,245

$9,901,220

November 22, 2013 - Version 1  Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 1 of 1



2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 0 - Off the Top CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

KCOG Total $201,534 $26,111 $0$186,724 $0In Kern County: Rideshare Program $24,19310

$0Total $24,193$186,724 $0$201,534 $26,111

Dated November 22, 2013 - Version 1 Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 1 of 7



2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 1 - Transit CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

GET Total $1,074,840 $139,275 $0$115,960 $0In Bakersfield, on Don Hart Dr East and 
Kroll Way; construction of public transit 
center.

$15,02548

GET Total $1,437,992 $186,308 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield, GET; expansion of 
passive solar electric conversion system

$029

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$1,830,374 $0In Kern County, Kern Regional Transit, 
purchase four replacement 40' CNG 
coaches

$237,14420

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,921,892$0 $249,002In Kern County, Kern Regional Transit, 
purchase four replacement 40' CNG 
coaches

$020

GET Total $0 $0 $2,500,000$0 $323,900In Bakersfield, GET purchase of five 
replacement CNG buses

$019

$4,421,892Total $252,169$1,946,334 $572,902$2,512,832 $325,583

Dated November 22, 2013 - Version 1 Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 2 of 7



2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 3 - Fueling Stations CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

KCSOS Total $0 $0 $0$1,222,230 $0In Bakersfield: CNG Fueling Station 
Expansion

$166,68010

$0Total $166,680$1,222,230 $0$0 $0

Dated November 22, 2013 - Version 1 Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 3 of 7



2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 4 - Traffic Operations CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$200,000 $0In Bakersfield: Snow Rd at Coffee Rd; 
traffic signal

$50,00048

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$280,000 $0In Bakersfield: Snow Rd at Calloway Rd; 
traffic signal

$70,00047

Kern Co. Total $200,000 $50,000 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Fruitvale at Meany; traffic 
signal

$046

Kern Co. Total $200,000 $50,000 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Cottonwood Rd at Feliz 
Dr; traffic signal

$041

Kern Co. Total $200,000 $50,000 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Merle Haggard Dr at 
McCray St; traffic signal

$040

Kern Co. Total $200,000 $50,000 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Cottonwood Rd at Belle 
Terrace; traffic signal

$030

Bakersfield Total $223,538 $28,962 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Snow Rd at Jewetta  Ave; 
signal & Jewetta Ave: Snow Rd to Olive 
Dr; interconnect

$030

Bakersfield Total $298,169 $38,631 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Snow Rd at Norris Rd; 
signal & Snow Rd from Norris Rd to 
Calloway Dr; interconnect & Calloway Dr 
from Snow Rd to Norris Rd; interconnect

$028

Kern Co. Total $200,000 $50,000 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Flower St at Virginia St; 
traffic signal

$026

Bakersfield Total $448,847 $58,153 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Stockdale Hwy from Allen 
Rd to Coffee Rd; signal coordination

$025

Bakersfield Total $429,455 $55,645 $0$0 $0In Bakersfield: Mohawk St at Tower 
Way; signal & Mohawk St from Truxtun 
Ave to California Ave; construct median 
island

$024

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $0$301,000 $0In Bakersfield: Harris Rd at Mountain 
Vista Dr; signal & Harris Rd from 
Mountain Vista Dr to Buena Vista Rd; 
synchronization

$39,00018

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $278,869$0 $36,131In Bakersfield: Rosedale Hwy from 
Verdugo Ln to Jet Way; signal 
coordination & along Rosedale Hwy at 
Verdugo Ln Calloway Dr Coffee Rd;

$016

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $318,708$0 $41,292In Bakersfield: Brimhall Rd from Jewetta 
Ave to Coffee Rd; signal coordination

$011

$597,577Total $159,000$781,000 $77,423$2,400,009 $431,391
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2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 5 - Discretionary CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

Kern Co. Total $1,547,500 $352,500 $0$0 $0Southwest of Bakersfield: Old River Rd 
from SR 166 to I-5; surface unpaved 
shoulders (original request $1,520,000)

$047

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$1,018,095 $0South of Bakersfield: Buena Vista Blvd 
from Union Ave to SR 184; surface 
unpaved shoulders (original CMAQ 
request $1 000 000)

$231,90546

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$814,476 $0In Delano: Garces Hwy from SR 43 to 
Melcher Rd; surface unpaved shoulders 
(original CMAQ request $800,000)

$185,52446

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$1,404,971 $0West of Wasco: Rowlee Road from 
Lerdo Hwy to SR 46; surface unpaved 
shoulders (original CMAQ request 
$1 380 000)

$320,02946

Kern Co. Total $600,000 $150,000 $0$0 $0Near Arvin: Sycamore Rd from Vineland 
Rd to Comanche Dr; surface unpaved 
shoulders

$045

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$305,428 $0In Bakersfield on Heath Rd: Between 
Johnson Rd and Rosedale Hwy; surface 
unpaved shoulders  (original CMAQ 
request $300 000)

$69,57245

Kern Co. Total $1,051,527 $248,473 $0$0 $0In Kern County: Pond Road from SR 43 
to SR 99; surface unpaved shoulders 
(original request $1,040,000)

$045

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$301,485 $0Northwest of Bakersfield: Renfro Rd 
from Johnson Rd to Rosedale Hwy; 
surface unpaved shoulders (original 
CMAQ request $300 000)

$73,51544

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$1,445,694 $0Near California City: California City Blvd 
from SR 58 to City Limits; surface 
unpaved shoulders (original CMAQ 
request $1 420 000)

$329,30643

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $0$320,000 $0Near Tehachapi: Banducci Rd from 
Pelliser Rd to Bear Valley Rd; surface 
unpaved shoulder

$80,00042

McFarland Total $242,592 $31,431 $0$28,428 $0In McFarland: along Elmo Hwy and 
Browning Rd; pave shoulders and install 
Class II bike lane facilities

$3,68439

State Total $750,000 $182,000 $0$0 $0South of Bakersfield: SR 223 at SR 
184/Wheeler Ridge Rd; operational 
improvement (State funds $568,000)

$037

Ridgecrest Total $231,769 $30,029 $0$40,307 $0In Ridgecrest: North Warner St from 
Drummond Ave to West Howell Ave; 
surface unpaved street

$5,22332

Taft Total $363,457 $47,090 $0$86,048 $0In Taft: Supply Row St between S. 4th St 
and S. 6th St; park-and-ride

$11,14926

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,460,000$0 $365,000North of McKittrick, Lokern Rd: between 
State Route 33 and State Route 58; 
surface unpaved shoulders

$047

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,340,000$0 $383,413Northwest of Bakersfield: Round 
Mountain Rd from China Grade Loop to 
Choctaw Dr; surface unpaved shoulders

$046

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,480,000$0 $370,000Near Tehachapi: Backus Rd from 
Tehachapi-Willow Springs Rd to SR 14; 
surface unpaved shoulder

$042

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $600,000$0 $150,000In Rosamond: 90th St West from 
Avenue A to Rosamond Blvd; surface 
unpaved shoulders

$042

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,200,000$0 $300,000Near Mojave on Oak Creek Road: 
Between Cement Plant Access Road to 
Koch Street; surface unpaved shoulders

$042

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $260,000$0 $65,000Near Tehachapi: Banducci Rd from 
Stallion Springs Dr to Pelliser Rd; 
surface unpaved shoulders

$042

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $900,000$0 $225,000Near Tehachapi: Banducci Rd from 
Bear Valley Rd to Highline Rd; surface 
unpaved shoulders

$042
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2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 5 - Discretionary CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $1,000,000$0 $250,000In Tehachapi: Umtali Rd from Umfalozi 
Rd to Sand Canyon Rd; surface 
unpaved street

$030

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $400,000$0 $100,000Near Buttonwillow: Sullivan Rd from 
Cannon St to Bussell Rd; surface 
unpaved street

$030

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $760,000$0 $190,000In Inyokern: Neal Rd from SR 395 to 
Brown Rd; surface unpaved street

$030

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $400,000$0 $100,000In Buttonwillow: Cannon St from SR 58 
to Sullivan St; surface unpaved street

$030

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $400,000$0 $100,000In Buttonwillow: Bussell Rd from SR 58 
to Sullivan Rd; surface unpaved street

$030

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $322,249$0 $41,751In Bakersfield: Panama Ln from Ashe 
Rd to Gosford Rd; surface unpaved 
shoulders

$029

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $300,000$0 $75,000Near Tehachapi: Cummings Valley Rd 
from 1000' west of Pelliser Rd to Bailey 
Rd; surface unpaved street

$029

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $400,000$0 $100,000In Ridgecrest: Primavera St from 
Ridgecrest Blvd to Drummond Ave; 
surface unpaved street

$029

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $509,047$0 $65,953In Bakersfield: Panama Ln from Gosford 
Rd to Old River Rd; surface unpaved 
shoulders

$028

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $200,000$0 $50,000In Rosamond: 70th St West from 
Avenue A to Elder Ave; surface unpaved 
street

$028

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $265,590$0 $34,410In Bakersfield: Panama Ln from Old 
River Rd to Mountain Vista Dr; surface 
unpaved shoulders

$027

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $200,000$0 $50,000In Rosamond: Dawn Rd from SR 14 to 
Sierra Hwy; surface unpaved street

$027

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $300,000$0 $75,000Near Ridgecrest: County Line Rd from 
Franklin Ave to Bowman Rd; surface 
unpaved street

$027

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $200,000$0 $50,000In Rosamond: Holiday Ave from 65th St 
West to 60th St West; surface unpaved 
street

$026

Kern Co. Total $0 $0 $200,000$0 $50,000In Ridgecrest: Sunland St from Javis 
Ave to Kendall Ave; surface unpaved 
street

$026

Ridgecrest Total $0 $0 $103,206$0 $13,372In Ridgecrest: Graaf Ave from North 
Sierra View to North Norman St; surface 
unpaved street

$023

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $92,256$0 $12,044Stockdale Hwy, Haggin Oaks, Panama 
Ln, Snow Rd; class II bike lanes & S. 
King St, Pacific St, Garnsey Ave, 
Marella Way Montclair St Mira Loma

$022

Delano Total $0 $0 $383,996$0 $49,751In Delano on Woollomes Ave: Between 
Dover Pkwy and Albany St; shoulder 
improvements

$022

Delano Total $0 $0 $125,885$0 $16,310In Delano on Randolph St: Between 
Garces Hwy and 6th Ave; shoulder 
improvements

$021

Delano Total $0 $0 $362,820$0 $47,008In Delano on Ellington Street: Between 
Cecil Ave and 9th Ave and between 
Garces Hwy and 1st Ave; shoulder 
improvements

$021

Delano Total $0 $0 $362,820$0 $47,008In Delano on Fremont St: Between Cecil 
and 9th Ave and between Garces Hwy 
and 1st Ave; shoulder improvements.

$021
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2014-15

Lead LOCAL CMAQ CMAQ LOCAL

Category 5 - Discretionary CMAQ program of Projects - Ranked by Category and Total Points

Phase CMAQ LOCALTotal Points - Project

2015-16 Not Recommended

Delano Total $0 $0 $198,477$0 $25,715In Delano: Albany Street from Cecil Ave 
to 19th Ave & from 21st Ave to Lincoln 
Lane; shoulder improvements

$020

Ridgecrest Total $0 $0 $206,463$0 $26,750In Ridgecrest: China Lake Blvd from 
Ridgecrest Blvd to College Heights; 
signal coordination

$020

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $106,236$0 $13,764In Bakersfield: Harris Rd from Gosford 
Rd to Wible Rd; class II bike lanes

$012

Bakersfield Total $0 $0 $185,910$0 $24,090In Bakersfield: Harris Rd from Buena 
Vista to Gosford Rd; class II bike lanes

$011

Wasco Total $0 $0 $552,381$0 $71,567In Wasco: Puchase two replacement 
CNG refuse trucks

$010

Delano Total $0 $0 $0$0 $0In Delano between Union Pacific and 
Industrial Park; construction of rail spur 
(WITHDRAWN)

$00

$15,777,336Total $1,309,907$5,764,932 $3,537,906$4,786,845 $1,041,523

Dated November 22, 2013 - Version 1 Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 7 of 7
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Draft 2013 CMAQ - 
January Comments and Responses 

 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is provided. 
 
 

Category 0 

Tehachapi Comment Kern COG staff response 

1. In our review of the Policy & 
Procedures Manual used by KCOG to 
score these projects we could not 
identify a Category 0.  We do not 
object to funding the project but 
suggest it be placed under Category 1 

 

 
The use of “Category 0” was used strictly as a 
reporting element and reflects a Kern COG 
Board action not otherwise covered in the 
Policy document.  
 
 

Category 1 

Tehachapi Comment Kern COG staff response 

 
2. Golden Empire Transit District – 

Passive Solar System.  As noted in my 
original comment, I fail to see how this 
is a transit / traffic project.  
Furthermore, it does not appear to 
meet the ‘tangible improvement to air 
quality’ component of the Eligibility 
Guidelines.  This project would offset 
power usage from the PG&E electric 
grid but there is no way to determine 
where and how that power is currently 
generated and as such, no actual 
improvement to air quality can be 
determined.  I appreciate Mr. Woods’ 
explanation at the 12/11/13 meeting 
and his inclusive attitude towards other 
agencies but I simply don’t think this 
project is in the spirit of the funding 
program.  I think it sets a precedent 
that moves us significantly away from 
the intent of the funding pool. 
 

 

The Kern COG Board approved the first phase 
of the Golden Empire Transit District (GET) 
Passive Solar Project as part of the 2011 
CMAQ call for projects cycle. The project 
submitted this cycle is for the expansion of first 
phase. The second phase will integrate solar 
power with PG&E support in order to produce 
sustainable power source for GET’s vehicle 
fueling needs. Kern COG staff deems the 
project eligible. 
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Draft 2013 CMAQ - 
January Comments and Responses 

 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is provided. 
 

Category 4 

Tehachapi Comment Kern COG staff response 

3. Bakersfield - Snow/Jewetta Signal & 
Snow/Norris Signal & Mohawk/Tower 
Signal.  The project calculations are 
incomplete.  Summary information out 
of Synchro is provided to justify the 
emissions reduction for the signal 
component of the project.  This does 
not provide sufficient information to 
verify the proposal.  Furthermore, the 
emissions reductions are predicated on 
a non-existent condition, that being, an 
all-way stop at the subject intersection.  
The project should be deemed 
ineligible.  The proposed project has 
the potential to actually feed 
congestion and reduce air quality. 

The application for CMAQ projects allows 
modeling software to be used to calculate 
emission reductions. The City of Bakersfield 
uses industry standard software, Syncro 
Studio by Trafficware, to calculate the 
emissions benefits as do numerous 
municipalities all over the state including the 
California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans). The Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) states that “Traffic 
simulation models are the best means of 
estimating changes in emissions resulting from 
strategies that affect traffic flow, and can 
provide a relatively accurate assessment of 
impacts.” Trafficware Syncro Studio is 
mentioned prominently on the same FHWA 
web page. In all cases, the State warrants for 
an all-way stop and a traffic signal have been 
satisfied at the intersection. 

4. Bakersfield – Harris/Mountain Vista.  
The project calculations are 
incomplete.  Summary information out 
of Synchro is provided to justify the 
emissions reduction for the signal 
component of the project.  This does 
not provide sufficient information to 
verify the proposal.  The project should 
be deemed ineligible.   
 

The application for CMAQ projects allows 
modeling software to be used to calculate 
emission reductions. The City of Bakersfield 
uses industry standard software, Syncro 
Studio by Trafficware, to calculate the 
emissions benefits as do numerous 
municipalities all over the state including the 
California Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans). The Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) states that “Traffic 
simulation models are the best means of 
estimating changes in emissions resulting from 
strategies that affect traffic flow, and can 
provide a relatively accurate assessment of 
impacts.” Trafficware Syncro Studio is 
mentioned prominently on the same FHWA 
web page. In all cases, the State warrants for 
an all-way stop and a traffic signal have been 
satisfied at the intersection. 
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Draft 2013 CMAQ - 
January Comments and Responses 

 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is provided. 
 
 

General Comments 

Tehachapi Comment Kern COG staff response 

5. A. Considering that none of the KCOG 
member agencies applied for Category 
2 and insufficient projects we provided 
for Category 4 (considering my 
objections noted above), Tehachapi 
would like KCOG Staff to consider 
whether a significant update to the 
Policies and Procedures Manual need 
to be undertaken.   

A. Kern COG member agencies are not 
eligible to apply under Category 2. The 
Category is the Partnership Program that 
has historically included the replacement of 
old school buses with newer alternative 
fuel buses. Example project sponsors are 
school districts throughout Kern County. At 
the discretion of the Kern COG Board, 
Kern COG staff will revise the policy. The 
federal CMAQ guidelines encourage 
partnerships. 

 
 

 
B. Large number of projects with higher 
ranking scores under Category 5 are 
going unfunded in favor of 
questionable or low scoring projects in 
other Categories.  We applaud the 
efforts of Staff to help organize and 
formalize this process as compared to 
the prior Call for Projects cycle.  As 
such, all agencies should provide 
complete, thorough, and transparent 
applications so the merits of each can 
be adequately compared. 

 
 B.   The categories consolidate the diverse 

eligible activities outlined in federal policy 
and play an important role in the selection 
and prioritization of projects. The peer 
review process affords the element of 
transparency. 

 
  
 
 



 
 
 

Draft 2013 CMAQ – 
 

December Comments and Responses 
 
 

General Comments………………………………....page 1 
Bakersfield…..……………………………………….page 3 
Delano………………………………………………..page 4 
Golden Empire Transit……………………………...page 5 
Kern County….……………………………………....page 6 
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Draft 2013 CMAQ –  
December Comments and Responses 

 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is requested. 
 
 

General Comments 

Tehachapi Comment Applicant Response 

1. Several agencies submitted a ‘Pave 
Dirt Shoulders’ project and based the 
emissions reduction upon the existing 
roadway vehicular traffic volumes.  
PM10 emissions do result for each 
vehicle that passes a dirt shoulder.  
Those emissions should be much less 
than the emissions created by a 
vehicle driving on a dirt surface.  Are 
the before and after conversion factors 
based upon the PM10 created in a 
shoulder condition or in a dirt road 
condition?  As this is the most common 
type of project submitted, we believe 
the calculations should be consistent 
between all agencies. 

 

Applicants were asked to re-evaluate their 
projects using the Fresno Council of 
Governments’ methodology for calculating 
emission reduction and cost-effectiveness 
because there is no Air Resources Board 
methodology for unpaved street and shoulder 
projects.  

2. The CMAQ application form requests 
before and after project Level Of 
Service information and accident data.  
We opted not to submit a project this 
cycle because we could not accurately 
prepare this information in time to meet 
the deadline.  Several agencies 
proposed projects where this 
information is applicable to the ranking 
effort but simply left them blank or 
noted “N/A”.  Is this information 
necessary or not?  Tehachapi was 
under the impression all of the 
agencies had agreed to this new 
ranking criteria and we acted 
accordingly and chose not to apply. 
 

Every value indicated in the CMAQ ranking 
criteria is of importance to both the CMAQ 
Program and the Kern region. Kern COG staff 
recognizes that not every criteria will be 
applicable to every project type. Kern COG 
staff understands that not every project will 
fulfill all elements of ranking criteria. This is 
reflected in the Kern COG CMAQ Policy as 
five programming categories. Kern COG 
understands that because a project may not 
meet all criteria and therefore not rank high, an 
agency may choose not to apply. As a 
reminder, there are screening criteria that 
apply to every project and eligibility 
requirements that apply to each project type. 

3. We participated in the Air Board 
training webinar for CMAQ projects 
earlier this year.  The gentlemen 
leading the discussion effectively noted 
that projects seeking to purchase new 
clean air vehicles would be very hard 

The Air Resources Board staff has a position 
that is not binding, but as a region we have a 
vested interest in the continued success of 
alternative fuel opportunities for transit efforts.  
 
Kern COG is supporting the Kern Regional 

1
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to justify.  He based this assessment 
on the fact that diesel engine 
technology is now comparable with 
CNG powered vehicles such that 
promoting CNG usage is only 
marginally superior to conventional 
equipment.  Several agencies 
proposed projects to purchase new 
equipment.  We would argue that 
purchases designed to increase 
service (thus offsetting standard 
vehicular traffic) should be considered.  
Conversely, projects designed to 
simply replace aging equipment don’t 
really have an effect on congestion or 
air quality. 
 

Transit project because the agency is pursuing 
the replacement of a smaller capacity vehicle 
with a larger capacity vehicle. 

 

2
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Draft 2013 CMAQ –  
December Comments and Responses 

 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is requested. 
 
 
 

Bakersfield Projects 

Tehachapi Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. Project 1415-04 Signal @ Mohawk / 
Tower assumes a non-existent 4-way 
stop as the ‘before’ condition.  It would 
seem likely to me that this assumption 
greatly increases the proposed 
emission reduction.  In short, the 
project seeks to mitigate congestion 
that largely does not occur.  Also, an 
unspecified amount of median work is 
proposed.  How does median 
construction help reduce emissions 
and/or congestion? 

This intersection met warrants for both an all-
way stop and traffic signal. Based on the City’s 
past experience of installing all-way stops on 
high speed, high volume intersections, it will 
be best for public safety and traffic flow to 
forgo installing stop signs and skip straight 
ahead to the installation of a traffic signal.  
This intersection was modeled using those 
warrants.  The median island is necessary to 
limit left turning movements onto Mohawk for 
safety and coordination. 

2. Projects designed to add signals are 
based upon calculations that cannot be 
evaluated with the information 
provided.  Almost every other 
application from every agency includes 
a detailed spreadsheet laying out the 
evaluation.  Several Bakersfield signal 
projects do not have this information. 

 

I don’t know how other agencies calculate their 
emissions, but the City of Bakersfield uses 
Synchro Software to model the intersection 
using current speed limits and turning 
movement counts to accurately determine the 
emissions savings by upgrading the 
intersection from its current condition to a 
signalized intersection. 

3. Project 1516-03 Signal @ Jewetta and 
Snow seems to indicate (can’t be sure, 
see Note 2 above) that 1,400 vph are 
stopping at this intersection.  This is a 
T-intersection with only one leg 
stopping.  We question how much 
delay will actually be mitigated with this 
project.  I have never stopped in this 
location for more than a few seconds 
and have traveled through it on 
numerous occasions. 

Based on our intersection study according to 
the proper California manuals, a traffic signal 
is warranted at this intersection.  We evaluate 
intersections based on a 24 hour volume 
profile over several days and the yearly 
accident history. 
 

4. Projects 1516-04, 1516-05, and 1516-
06 propose shoulder widening.  It is 
unclear if Class II bike lanes are 
proposed.  Please clarify. 
 

These projects will add 6’ of paved shoulders 
to an unimproved roadway.  The shoulders will 
be marked with the proper signage, striping, 
and pavement markings for use as a Class 2 
bike lane. 
 

 

3
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Draft 2013 CMAQ –  
December Comments and Responses 

 
 

 
The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is requested. 
 
 

Delano Projects 

Tehachapi Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. The Delano Rail Spur Project proposes 
to install two miles of rail spur to an 
Industrial Park and to service future 
developments.  The project proposes 
to use rail service to offset truck traffic 
and thus truck emissions.  It is unclear 
how many actual existing trucks will be 
removed from the road with this 
project.  It does not seem appropriate 
to fund a capacity project to service 
future growth. 
 

The City of Delano has withdrawn their rail 
spur application from consideration this CMAQ 
cycle. 

 

4
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Draft 2013 CMAQ – December Comments and Responses 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is requested. 
 

Golden Empire Transit District Projects 

Tehachapi Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. The Bus Replacement Project seeks to 
replace several aging buses with new 
buses.  We were unclear as to what 
type of bus is to be replaced?  If the 
proposal is to replace relatively clean 
buses with new CNG buses, the 
resulting emissions benefit would 
logically be very small.  Furthermore, 
the emissions tables used appear to be 
outdated.  Perhaps a step-by-step 
explanation of the calculation process 
can be provided? 
 

GETD shall replace 5 2005 40 ft. CNG buses. 
(please ignore the reference to 17 CNG and 2 
diesel buses on the excel worksheet).  The 
2005 emissions table was used as a starting 
point to be compared with the 2013 Air 
Pollution Control certification also submitted 
and enclosed.  Our buses are required to 
accumulate over 500,000 miles during twelve 
years of use before replacement.  During the 
12 year period, emissions benefits decline, 
(the engine wears out). In order to provide 
some basis, the 2005 data was used but 
clearly outdated since actual emissions after 
twelve years are much worse.  The 2013 data 
clearly depicts the exact emissions certified by 
APC executive order for Cummins CNG 
engines used in transit buses. Engine 
technology has improved between 2005 and 
2013 and depicts substantial emission 
reductions in NOx and PM 10.  As with past 
applications, the calculations are the same as 
prescribed for CMAQ benefits.  The factors 
used are prescribed by KCOG determining the 
difference between 2013 and 2005 emissions 
data. 

2. The Passive Solar System Expansion 
seeks to construct solar power 
generating facilities on existing fixed 
structures.  We can’t see how this is a 
traffic/transit related project.  If credit 
for reducing emissions due to reduced 
power grid electricity use is claimed, 
arguably any agency could propose a 
solar project as a CMAQ project.  
Simply because these installations 
would be on structures GET owns does 
not make them transportation projects. 
 

GETD continues its efforts to reduce 
environmental affects and foreign oil 
dependence.  Consequently GETD replaced 
its stationary mechanical engines that produce 
CNG and exhaust emissions measured by 
1997 pollution metrics with more reliable, 
non-polluting electric motors.  This 
conversion was completed in July 2013.  The 
second phase was to integrate solar power 
with PG&E support in order to produce reliable 
power source.   
 
Fueling occurs 8-10 hours daily.  If electrical 
power was unavailable or disrupted our fleet 
operations may be jeopardized.  This solar 
project has no other purpose but to 
supplement the overall scope of the project 
and to provide an environment benefit. 

5
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Draft 2013 CMAQ –  
December Comments and Responses 

 
 
 

The following is a summarized list of information requests or comments made by the Tehachapi 
staff. A response is requested. 
 
 

Kern County Projects 

Tehachapi Comment 
 

Applicant Response 

1. The CNG Bus Purchase Project 
calculates the value of replacing small 
buses with large buses to increase 
route capacity.  The calculation is 
based upon comparing older buses 
with newer buses.  It seems to us the 
calculation should be based upon a 
projection of the number of vehicle trips 
that will be converted to bus ridership 
as this is the purpose for the new 
buses. 
 

The discussion of replacing small buses with 
larger buses to increase capacity was limited 
to the four “Livability” responses and, while 
definitely a benefit, is not the primary purpose 
of the request for new buses. 
 
Calculations for emission reductions were 
based on replacing a 2003 diesel engine bus 
with a new CNG fueled bus, and the 
comparison is based on operating each for the 
same mileage over the same number of years. 
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February 20, 2014 

 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:   Raquel Pacheco, 
          Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM G. 
PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT  
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Routine report on the monthly project status meeting held to discuss project implementation issues and to 
develop solutions for CMAQ, RSTP, TE, Transit, and TDA Article 3 projects. The Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
On January 3, 2007, the TTAC agreed to meet for monthly project status meetings. This meeting brings 
to the forefront Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ), Regional Surface Transportation Program 
(RSTP), Transportation Enhancement (TE), and Transit Program project delivery commitments in current 
and future fiscal years of the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP). On October 19, 2010, 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 projects were added to the agenda. The forum is ideal to 
discuss new requirements or announcements such as training opportunities or programming approvals. 
Caltrans staff is invited to assist project managers and provide updates on specific requests.   
 
HIGHLIGHTS of January 21, 2014 meeting 
 
 2013 FTIP Amendment 12 introduces Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Cycle 6 projects. 
Agencies were reminded that the preliminary engineering phase request for authorization must be 
approved within six months of the FTIP approval. 
 
The Annual Transit Operators Financial Transaction Report for FY 12/13 is now past due. If you have not 
already done so, please submit to Kern COG as soon as possible. 
 
The next Caltrans Local Assistance Workshop will be February 25, 2014 from 10am to noon in the Kern 
COG Boardroom. 
 
January 21, 2014 Score Card – 10% of projects have approved funding authorization; 14% is awaiting 
funding authorization; 76% have not submitted for funding authorization. 
 
Enclosure:  January 21, 2014 Project Accountability Team meeting notes 
      January 21, 2014 Score Card for fiscal year 13/14 
      January 21, 2014 FY 13/14 project list 
      January 21, 2014 TDA Article 3 project list 
           
ACTION:  Information. 



 
Project Accountability Team Meeting 

 
Tuesday, January 21, 2014 

Meeting held at Kern Council of Governments  
 

Attendees: 
Navdip Grewal, Bakersfield 
John Ussery, Bakersfield 
Pedro Nunez, Delano 
Loren Culp, Ridgecrest 
Bob Wren, Wasco 

Juan Pantoja, Helt Engineering 
Miguel Barcenas, Quad Knopf 
Raquel Pacheco, Kern COG 
Susanne Campbell, Kern COG 
Peter Smith, Kern COG 

 
DRAFT Notes 

 
1. Introductions confirmed attendees. 
 

2. 2013 FTIP Amend. 12 Cycle 6 HSIP projects – Amendment #12 introduces Cycle 6 Highway 
Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) projects into the Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program (FTIP). Ms. Pacheco reminded agencies that the preliminary engineering request for 
authorization must be approved within six months of the projects being introduced into the FTIP.  

 
3. 2015 FTIP – Kern COG staff attended the FTIP Workshop in Sacramento to discuss the 

development of the 2015 FTIP. There is a greater emphasis on encouraging early project 
delivery to avoid risk of losing funding and to have the opportunity to get additional funding 
(statewide and nationally). The Transportation Enhancement projects in the 2013 FTIP cannot be 
carried over into the 2015 FTIP. These projects will have to be resubmitted as part of the Active 
Transportation Program (ATP) process.  

 
The Administrative Draft of the 2015 FTIP will be circulated for technical review. Please review 
your respective agency projects and provide comments by February 21, 2014. 

 
4. Caltrans Local Assistance Workshop Topics survey – Last October 2013, Caltrans District 6 

& 9 held a successful workshop in Bakersfield to discuss current project delivery issues. Kern 
COG staff once again requested topics for a future workshop. The only suggestion received prior 
to the meeting was to discuss the environmental process. 

 
Attendees had the following suggestions: A. Attendees do not want a review of the PES form 
itself but instead want to know about the processing of the PES form. How many people must 
review the PES form? Who replaced Kelly Hobbs in the approval of Caltrans District 6 
Preliminary Environmental Study (PES) forms? B. There was a FHWA ADA webinar that seems 
to be in conflict with the information provided at the October workshop. Please restate the 
information provided in October. C. How is the reimbursement of federal funding impacted by 
Buy America requirements on manhole cover adjustments?    

 
5. DRAFT Active Transportation Program guidelines – The California Transportation 

Commission will hold two public hearings and will consider approval of the Active Transportation 
Program (ATP) Guidelines on March 20, 2014. A call for projects is expected this calendar year. 
As such, Kern COG is concurrently developing the ATP guidelines specific to the Kern region 
competition. Mr. Stramaglia reported that Kern COG will be presenting the draft ATP guidelines 
at the February Transportation Technical Advisory Committee meeting.  
 
Attendees requested clarification on how the call for projects would be conducted. Mr. Stramaglia 
responded that there are two separate call for projects with two separate pots of funding. 
Everyone would be asked to submit applications for a statewide competition. If project is  



   

Page 2/January notes 
 
 
approved, the project would be implemented similar to the processing of the Transportation 
Enhancement projects. If the project is rejected, the project would then be considered as part of 
the Kern region’s competition. If the project is approved in the regional competition, the project 
would be implemented similar to the processing of the Transportation Enhancement projects. 

 
6. Roundtable presentations – Each agency, represented, gave a project update only if new 

information was available for 2013-2014 projects.  
 
See updates in the project list attached. 

 
Project Delivery Policy letters – As per the revised Kern COG Projects Policies and 
Procedures, agencies are to submit request for authorization by the end of January. If agencies 
are delayed, they need to submit a Project Delivery letter by January 21, 2014. 

 
5.  TDA Article 3 Project Status – Each agency, represented, gave a project update only if new 

information was available for the project list. 
 

Mr. Smith reported that the list was up to date. Ms. Pacheco asked the group if there was any 
objection to deleting older completed projects from the listing. Attendees did not object to deleting 
older completed projects. 

 
6.   Announcements –  

a. W. Ridgecrest Blvd. is out to bid. The awarding of the project is expected March 2014. 
b. The Annual Transit Operators Financial Transaction Report for FY 12/13 is now past 

due. If you have not already done so, please submit to Kern COG as soon as possible. 
 
7.  Conclude Meeting / Next meeting – March 18, 2014 at Kern COG 



 
 

January 21, 2014 
 

 
TO:  TTAC Members and Project Managers 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner III 
 
RE:  Monthly Project Delivery Score Card 
 
 

Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
 

FY 2013-14
No. of

Projects
Preliminary

Engineering Construction
% of 

funding
RSTP 12 $0 $9,219,677
CMAQ 22 $35,400 $9,684,600
TE 9 $158,387 $2,899,331
Transit 0 $0 $0
Totals 43 $193,787 $21,803,608 100%

1.  Not 
    Submitted

No. of
Projects

Preliminary
Engineering Construction

% of 
funding

RSTP 8 $0 $8,172,372
CMAQ 14.5 $0 $6,134,933
TE 8 $102,920 $2,206,000
Transit 0 $0 $0
Total 30.5 $102,920 $16,513,305 76%

2.  Submitted
No. of

Projects
Preliminary

Engineering Construction
% of 

funding
RSTP 2 $0 $322,691
CMAQ 6 $0 $2,860,566
TE 0 $0 $0
Transit 0 $0 $0
Total 8 $0 $3,183,257 14%

3.  State/Federal
    Approvals

No. of
Projects

Preliminary
Engineering Construction

% of 
funding

RSTP 2 $0 $724,614
CMAQ 1.5 $35,400 $689,101
TE 1 $55,467 $693,331
Transit 0 $0 $0
Total 4.5 $90,867 $2,107,046 10%

       Federal/State $ in FY 13/14
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DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Arvin KER120401 STPL‐5370(024)

IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Campus Dr)
$0 $621,765 $707,250

March 2014
1

Bakersfield KER120402

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Panama Ln, Truxtun 

Ave)

$0 $3,353,579 $3,793,000

Feb 2014

1

Bakersfield KER120506

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Buena Vista Rd, Jewetta at Reina)

$0 $762,683 $861,500 Feb 2014

Mar 2014

1

Bakersfield KER120507

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Jewetta Ave, Calloway Dr)

$0 $369,869 $417,800

March 2014

1

Bakersfield KER120508

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL 

DEVICES (H St, White Ln, Stine Rd)
$0 $734,040 $829,150

Jan 2014
2

Bakersfield KER120511

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Old River Rd, Cottonwood Rd, Morning Dr)
$0 $695,575 $785,700

May 2014
1

Bakersfield KER121001

IN BAKERSFIELD: MT VERNON FROM COLUMBUS ST TO 

UNIVERSITY AVE; LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS
$0 $398,000 $515,565 2a

Cal. City KER120403 STPL‐5399(021)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hacienda Blvd)
$0 $238,359 $341,850

March 2014
1

Cal. City KER120513 CML‐5399(022)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: CALIFORNIA CITY BLVD (SOUTH) AT 

HARVARD AVE; CONSTRUCT COLLEGE STATION PARK‐AND‐

RIDE

$0 $297,060 $335,548

May 2014

1

Delano KER120404

STPCML‐5227

(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hiett Ave)
$0 $541,977 $612,196

done
3

Delano KER120514

STPCML‐5227

(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Albany St and Hiett Ave)
$0 $689,101 $778,382

done
3

GET KER120504 PURCHASE TWO REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES $0 $1,018,095 $1,150,000 1

GET KER120502 PASSIVE SOLAR ELECTRIC CONVERSION SYSTEM $0 $1,064,325 $2,474,337 1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 1 1/21/14
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KCOG KER120412 IN KERN COUNTY:  REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM
$0 $79,677 $90,000

Jan 2014
2

KCOG KER120501 IN KERN COUNTY:  RIDESHARE PROGRAM $0 $191,490 $216,300 Jan 2014 2

Kern Co. KER120405

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Elk Hills Rd, Airport 

Dr)

$0 $3,246,637 $3,672,202

March 2014

1

Kern Co. KER120510

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Merle Haggard Dr at Airport Dr)
$0 $486,800 $550,000

Feb 2014
1

Kern Co. KER120515

IN TEHACHAPI: ROOST AVE FROM BEAR VALLEY RD TO END; 

SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $300,000 $375,000

May 2014
1

Kern Co. KER120518 CML‐5950(344)

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Highline Rd, Midway Rd, Redrock‐

Randsburg Rd)

$0 $1,935,036 $4,216,431

Jan 2014

3,2,2

Kern Co. KER121002

IN RIDGECREST: COLLEGE HEIGHTS BLVD FROM DOLPHIN AVE 

TO CERRO COSO COMMUNITY COLLEGE; CONSTRUCT 

PEDESTRIAN PATH AND LANDSCAPE IMPROVE

$0 $0 $48,000 1

Kern Co. KER121003

IN BAKERSFIELD:  CHESTER AVE FROM KERN RIVER PARKWAY 

TO OILDALE TOWN CENTER; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK

$0 $296,000 $380,000 1

Kern Co. KER121005

IN ROSAMOND: DIAMOND ST FROM ROSAMOND BLVD TO 

ORANGE ST; CON SIDEWALK & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS, 

STREETLIGHTS, RESTRIPE RD, & BIKE LANES

$0 $1,000,000 $1,300,000 1

Kern Co. KER121006

IN AND NEAR LOST HILLS: SR 46 FROM 0.1 MILE WEST OF 

CALIFORNIA AQUEDUCT TO LOST HILLS RD; CONSTRUCT 

SIDEWALK

$0 $264,000 $351,000 1

Kern Co. KER121007

IN BAKERSFIELD: BERNARD ST FROM HALEY ST TO MT 

VERNON AVE; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALKS
$0 $248,000 $316,000 1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 2 1/21/14
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McFarland KER120406 STPL‐5343(005)

IN MCFARLAND: W KERN AVE FROM WEST OF FRONTAGE RD 

TO EAST OF 2ND ST; PEDESTRIAN / LANDSCAPE 

IMPROVEMENTS

$0 $243,014 $274,500

Jan 2014

2

Ridgecrest KER120407 STPL‐5385(047)

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (S. China Lake Blvd)

$0 $539,646 $686,754

April 2014

1

Ridgecrest KER120519 CML‐5385(046)

IN RIDGECREST: SOUTH SUNLAND DR FROM UPJOHN AVE TO 

BOWMAN RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $440,226 $497,262

Feb 2014
1

Ridgecrest KER120520

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (China Lake Blvd)
$0 $309,000 $350,000

May 2014
1

Shafter KER120408 STPL‐5281(019)

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (West Los Angeles 

Ave)

$0 $182,637 $307,000

done

3

Taft KER120409 STPL‐5193(035)

IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Center St)
$0 $172,386 $224,274

March 2014
1

Taft KER121008

IN TAFT: SUNSET RAILROAD CORRIDOR FROM 2ND ST TO SR 

119; CONSTRUCT BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH
$86,985 $0 $99,000 1

Tehachapi KER120523 IN TEHACHAPI: CURRY ST AT VALLEY BLVD; GUTTER REMOVAL
$35,400 $391,300 $482,000

PE‐ Oct 13
2,1

Tehachapi KER121009

IN TEHACHAPI: TEHACHAPI BLVD FROM SNYDER AVE TO 

DENNISON RD; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK, PEDESTRIAN 

LIGHTING, & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

$15,935 $0 $18,000 1

Wasco KER121010 STPE‐P043(044)

IN WASCO: SR43 FROM POSO DRIVE TO FILBURN AVE; 

CONSTRUCT LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS
$55,467 $693,331 $845,812

done
3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 3 1/21/14
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GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). [Bakersfield, Kern 

County, Ridgecrest]

HSIPL‐5109(202) Bakersfield: 20 pedestrian countdown heads $0 $116,000 $129,000 done 3

Kern County: Patton Way $0 $144,000 $180,000 1

Kern County: Roberts Ln/Oildale Dr $0 $109,000 $139,000 1

HSIPL‐5385(049) Ridgecrest: China Lake Blvd/Bowman Rd $0 $396,000 $440,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(050) Ridgecrest: Drummond Ave $0 $263,700 $293,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(051) Ridgecrest: 7 intersections upgrade traffic signals $0 $383,400 $426,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(052) Ridgecrest: 12 intersections install signs $0 $475,200 $528,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐SAFE 

ROUTES TO SCHOOL FEDERAL PROGRAM. [Delano, Kern 

County, Ridgecrest, Taft, Wasco]

Delano: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐001 $0 $393,600 $393,600 April 2013 1

Kern County: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐007 $0 $263,000 $263,000 1

Kern County: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐008 $0 $213,000 $213,000 1

SRTSL‐5385(045) Ridgecrest: Various locations SRTS3‐09‐002 $0 $583,400 $583,400 PE ‐ done 3,1

Taft: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐011 $0 $457,400 $457,400 Nov 2013 2

SRTSL‐5287(034) Wasco: SRTS Plan SRTS3‐06‐015 $0 $165,000 $165,000 done 3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Various KER110601

Various KER110602

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 4 1/21/14



Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Project Status
Status Code:  1=Not Started  2=Under Construction  3=Completed

Jurisdiction Auth. Auth Project Name Funding 
Status 
Code

Date Order

Arvin 9/20/2007 MO#07-03 Sycamore Bike Lanes Phase 1 $141,958 3 Completed Billing Paid
Arvin 9/18/2008 MO#08-06 Sycamore Bike Lanes Phase 2 $28,436 3 Completed Billing Paid
Arvin 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Rack $1,000 1

Bakersfield 9/18/2008 MO#08-06 Bike Bakersfield Safety Program $42,000 2 On-going
Bakersfield  09/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Lane on White Lane from Union to South "H" Street $34,300 3 Completed.  Billing paid
Bakersfield  09/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Lane on Hughes Land from White Lane to Wilson $36,600 3 Completed.  Billing paid
Bakersfield  09/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Lane on Monitor from Hoskings to East Pacheco $67,100 3 Completed.  Billing paid
Bakersfield 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Columbus from River to Haley (I of II $26,892 2 Partial billing paid
Bakersfield 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Brundage from Oleander to "H" (I of II) $20,733 2 Partial billing paid
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Columbus from River to Haley (II of II) $60,008 2
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Brundage from Oleander to "H" (II of II) $46,267 2
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Lane on Akers btwn McKee-Wilson (I of II) $112,149 1

California City 9/20/07 MO#07-03 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1
California City 10/15/09 MO#09-01 Hacienda Blvd Phase 1 (I of II) $132,082 2 Design Completed, Construction anticipated in summer 2013
California City 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Hacienda Blvd Phase 1 (II of II) $132,082 2 Design Completed, Construction anticipated in summer 2013
California City 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Hacienda Blvd Phase 2 $175,000 2 Design Completed, Construction anticipated in summer 2013

$307,082
Delano  (No Projects)

Kern County 9/18/08 MO#08-06 Calloway Drive Pedestrian Project $44,000 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 6/24/2010
Kern County 9/18/08 MO#08-06 Lake Isabella Blvd Pedestrian Project Phase 1 $59,950 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 7/24/2013
Kern County 9/18/08 MO#08-06 Oswell Street Pedestrian Project, Phase 1 $94,875 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 5/17/2011
Kern County 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Lake Isabell Blvd Pedestrian Project Phase 2 $59,950 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 7/24/2013
Kern County 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Oswell Street Pedestrian Project, Phase 2 $94,875 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 5/17/2011
Kern County 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Oildale Bike Loop Phase 1 $130,000 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 6/29/2012
Kern County 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Delano Browning Road Bike Lanes Phase 1 $78,941 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 6/29/2012
Kern County 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Oildale Bike Loop Phase 2 $80,000 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 6/29/2012
Kern County 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Delano Browning Road Bike Lanes Phase 2 $91,059 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 6/29/2012
Kern County 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Woodford-Tehachapi Road Bikepath and Gold. Hills Stripe $140,000 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 8/24/2013
Kern County 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Eastside Route 184 Pedestrian Path $175,000 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 6/29/2012
Kern County 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Oak Creek Bikepath from Koch to Deaver (I of II) $135,000 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 8/24/2013
Kern County 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (I of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Niles from Virgina to Oswell (I of III $51,862 1 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Oak Creek Bikepath from Koch to Deaver (II of II) $135,000 3 Completed Pmt rec'd 8/24/2013
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (II of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (III of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Niles from Virgina to Oswell (II of III) $146,507 2 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped on Niles btwn Lynwood and Morning (Iof II) $15,000 1 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014

Maricopa 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

McFarland 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Sidewalks at Various Locations, Phase 1 (I of III) $14,825 3 Completed Billed $134,297.38 July 20, 2012 and $45,632.97 Feb 11, 2013 Total Price $179,939.95
McFarland 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Sidewalks at Various Locations, Phase 1 (II of III) $100,311 3 Completed Billed $134,297.38 July 20, 2012 and $45,632.97 Feb 11, 2013 Total Price $179,939.95
McFarland 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Sidewalks at Various Locations, Phase 1 (III of III) $100,311 3 Completed Billed $134,297.38 July 20, 2012 and $45,632.97 Feb 11, 2013 Total Price $179,939.95

De-obligation from Various Sidwalks ($35.507.05)



Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Project Status
Status Code:  1=Not Started  2=Under Construction  3=Completed

Jurisdiction Auth. Auth Project Name Funding 
Status 
Code

Date Order
McFarland 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Safety Projgram $1,000 1
McFarland 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bicycle Parking $1,000 1

Ridgecrest 9/18/2008 MO#08-06 Drummond/Norma/Ward Ave Sidewalks $159,448 3 Completed
Ridgecrest 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Bowman Road Bikepath Rest Area $140,481 3 Completed  Billing of $125,531.50 in process
Ridgecrest 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bowman Road Bikepath on Richmond (I of II) $106,275 2 Project going to design

Deobligation from Bowman Road Rest Area (-$14,949.5)
Ridgecrest 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bowman Road Bikepath on Richmond (II of II) $156,109 2

Shafter 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (I of III) $25,617 1 Awaiting funding phasing
Shafter 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (II of III) $79,264 1 Awaiting funding phasing
Shafter 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (III of III) $79,264 1

Taft 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (I of III) $85,190 2 In Design Billed $41,493.63 on May 31, 2012
Taft 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (II of III) $139,716 2 In Design
Taft 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Rack at Oil Monument $1,000 3 Completed
Taft 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (III of III) $139,716 2 In Design
Taft 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Rack $1,000 1

Tehachapi 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Bicycle Parking Rack $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Bicycle Safety Program $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Bike Rack at Manzanita Park $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Davis Street Sidewalk $55,000 2 In Design
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Master Plan Implementation Phase I $160,000 1
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Safety Program $1,000 1
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Parking Rack $1,000 1
Tehachapi 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Locker at airport $2,400 1

Wasco 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 In-fill Sidewalks near T. Jefferson MS $40,579 3 Completed  Billed $40,579 July 9, 2012. Payment in Process 
Wasco 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 In-fill Sidewalks on 9th Place $30,752 3 Completed  Billed $30,752 July 9, 2012. Payment in Process
Wasco 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1
Wasco 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Pedestrian Improvements on 7th Street $23,507 1 Funded in full
Wasco 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

Current as of January 9, 2014
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Kern Council of Governments 
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February 20, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:   Raquel Pacheco, 
          Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM H. 
PROJECT DELIVERY LETTERS  
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Presentation of project delivery letters for Regional Surface Transportation Program and Congestion 
Mitigation Air Quality projects. 23 projects have not yet been submitted for funding authorization 
representing a total of $14.3 million in federal programming. The Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Project delivery letters were discussed at the December 4, 2013 Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee and the January 21, 2014 Project Accountability Team meeting.  As part of “Kern COG’s 
Project Delivery Policies and Procedures,” local agencies are to submit for funding authorization by the 
end of January.  If an agency does not, then they are required to send a revised submittal schedule to 
Kern COG. As shown in the summary below, 23 projects have not yet been submitted for funding 
authorization representing a total of about $14.3 million in federal programming.  
 
 

Project Delivery 
Policy - 
Review of Projects 
in FY 13/14 of the  
2013 FTIP 
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No. of projects 1 11 2 2 2 2 7 0 1 3 1 1 1 0 

Projects submitted  
or approved 0 2 0 2 0 2 3 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 

Letters received 1 9 2 0 2 0 4 0 0 3 0 1 1 0 

Letters needed 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

 
Enclosure:  Fiscal Year 2013/2014 project list 
       Project Delivery Letters 
       
ACTION:  Information. 
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DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total
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Arvin KER120401 STPL‐5370(024)

IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Campus Dr)
$0 $621,765 $707,250 March 2014 1

Bakersfield KER120402

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Panama Ln, Truxtun 

Ave)

$0 $3,353,579 $3,793,000 Feb 2014 1

Bakersfield KER120506

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Buena Vista Rd, Jewetta at Reina)

$0 $762,683 $861,500
Feb 2014

March 2014
1

Bakersfield KER120507

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Jewetta Ave, Calloway Dr)

$0 $369,869 $417,800 March 2014 1

Bakersfield KER120508

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL 

DEVICES (H St, White Ln, Stine Rd)
$0 $734,040 $829,150 Jan 2014 2

Bakersfield KER120511

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Old River Rd, Cottonwood Rd, Morning Dr)
$0 $695,575 $785,700 May 2014 1

Cal. City KER120403 STPL‐5399(021)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hacienda Blvd)
$0 $238,359 $341,850 March 2014 1

Cal. City KER120513 CML‐5399(022)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: CALIFORNIA CITY BLVD (SOUTH) AT 

HARVARD AVE; CONSTRUCT COLLEGE STATION PARK‐AND‐

RIDE

$0 $297,060 $335,548 May 2014 1

Delano KER120404

STPCML‐5227

(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hiett Ave)
$0 $541,977 $612,196 done 3

Delano KER120514

STPCML‐5227

(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Albany St and Hiett Ave)
$0 $689,101 $778,382 done 3

GET KER120504 PURCHASE TWO REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES $0 $1,018,095 $1,150,000 1

GET KER120502 PASSIVE SOLAR ELECTRIC CONVERSION SYSTEM $0 $1,064,325 $2,474,337 1

KCOG KER120412 IN KERN COUNTY:  REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM $0 $79,677 $90,000 Jan 2014 2

KCOG KER120501 CML‐6087(045) IN KERN COUNTY:  RIDESHARE PROGRAM $0 $191,490 $216,300 Jan 2014 2

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP and CMAQ

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Kern Co. KER120405

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Elk Hills Rd, Airport 

Dr)

$0 $3,246,637 $3,672,202 March 2014 1

Kern Co. KER120510

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Merle Haggard Dr at Airport Dr)
$0 $486,800 $550,000 Feb 2014 1

Kern Co. KER120515

IN TEHACHAPI: ROOST AVE FROM BEAR VALLEY RD TO END; 

SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $300,000 $375,000 May 2014 1

Kern Co. KER120518 CML‐5950(344)

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Highline Rd, Midway Rd, Redrock‐

Randsburg Rd)

$0 $1,935,036 $4,216,431 Jan 2014 3,2,2

McFarland KER120406 STPL‐5343(005)

IN MCFARLAND: W KERN AVE FROM WEST OF FRONTAGE RD 

TO EAST OF 2ND ST; PEDESTRIAN / LANDSCAPE 

IMPROVEMENTS

$0 $243,014 $274,500 Jan 2014 2

Ridgecrest KER120407 STPL‐5385(047)

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (S. China Lake Blvd)

$0 $539,646 $686,754 April 2014 1

Ridgecrest KER120519 CML‐5385(046)

IN RIDGECREST: SOUTH SUNLAND DR FROM UPJOHN AVE TO 

BOWMAN RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $440,226 $497,262 Feb 2014 1

Ridgecrest KER120520

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (China Lake Blvd)
$0 $309,000 $350,000 May 2014 1

Shafter KER120408 STPL‐5281(019)

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (West Los Angeles 

Ave)

$0 $182,637 $307,000 done 3

Taft KER120409 STPL‐5193(035)

IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Center St)
$0 $172,386 $224,274 March 2014 1

Tehachapi KER120523 IN TEHACHAPI: CURRY ST AT VALLEY BLVD; GUTTER REMOVAL
$35,400 $391,300 $482,000

PE‐ Oct 13
2,1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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101945/1000 

CITY OF RIDGECREST      Telephone 760 499-5083 

100 West California Avenue, Ridgecrest, California 93555-4054 

Public Works Department 

 

          

January 21, 2014 
 
 
 
Mr. Ahron Hakimi 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
 
 
Re:  KER120407 Revised Submittal Schedule 
 
Dear Mr. Hakimi: 
 
Kern Council of Governments’ Project Delivery Policy for local projects requires that 
agencies submit for funding authorization by the end of the month of January.  If an 
agency does not submit by January, then that agency sends a revised submittal 
schedule to Kern COG by January 21st.  Since the City of Ridgecrest does not plan to 
submit project KER120407 by the end of January for funding authorization, the following 
is provided as the City of Ridgecrest response:   
 
The City of Ridgecrest S. China Lake Blvd: Upjohn Ave to Bowman Rd; rehabilitation.  
 

• Funding program: Regional Surface Transportation Program. 
• Total cost of project: $750,000 
• Federal share of project: $595,637 
• Reason for delay: waiting for environmental clearance from Caltrans District 9 

local assistance prior to submitting, right of way and utility certification and RFA 
• Revised submittal date: April 15, 2014 

 
Should you have any questions, contact Ms. Diane Rukavina, P.E. at (562) 908-6286.    
 
Very truly yours, 
 
CITY OF RIDGECREST 
 

 
 
Mike Bustos, P.E., ENV SP 
Project Manager 







ADMINISTRATION  •  FINANCE  •  PLANNING  •  PUBLIC WORKS 
209 KERN STREET  •  TAFT, CA 93268 
661 / 763-1222  •   661 / 765-2480 Fax 

www.cityoftaft.org 

 
 
 
 
 

January 21, 2014 
Mr. Ahron Hakimi 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
 
Re:  KER120409 Revised Submittal Schedule 
 
Kern Council of Governments’ Project Delivery Policy for local projects requires that 

agencies submit for funding authorization by the end of the month of January.  If an agency 

does not submit by January, then that agency sends a revised submittal schedule to Kern 

COG by January 21st.  Since the City of Taft does not plan to submit project KER120409 by 

the end of January for funding authorization, the following is provided as the City of Taft 

response:   

 

CENTER STREET REHABILITATION FROM 4TH ST. TO 6TH ST. 

 Funding program: RSTP 

 Total cost of project: $ 224,274 

 Federal share of project: $ 172,386 

 Reason for delay: The final design of the project is delayed because the City 

changed the project limits.  The old project limits were from 2nd St. to 4th St.  

The new limits are from 4th St. to 6th St.  

 Revised submittal date: March 31, 2014 

 

Should you have any questions, contact Juan Pantoja at (661) 323-6045 or 

jpantoja@heltengineering.com. 
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  February 20, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
 
  By:  Rob Ball, Director of Planning; 
                Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner; 
         Becky Napier, Regional Planner; 
         Vincent Liu, Regional Planner; 
         Rochelle Invina, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM I.  

TIMELINE FOR: DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT 
REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ASSESSMENT; DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT; DRAFT 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; 
AND CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Update schedule for the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan with Regional Housing Needs Assessment; 
Environmental Impact Report; Air Quality Conformity Analysis; and 2015 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee have reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Federal Transportation Improvement Program (programming document) is a near-term list of 
transportation projects, while the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan is a long-term blueprint for 
transportation projects.  The Air Quality Conformity Analysis demonstrates that both the near- and long-
term lists will not delay the region’s efforts to improve the air.  The federal programming document is 
being developed and was distributed for technical review (prior to the public review period).  The 
programming years reflected in the programming document will be: federal fiscal years 2014/15 through 
2017/18.  Final documents will be sent to the California State Department of Transportation, Federal 
Highway Administration, and Federal Transit Administration at the end of June.  The following tentative 
schedule will be used to move these documents through the review process with final approval by federal 
agencies in December 2014. 
 
DRAFT 2014 Regional Transportation Plan with Draft Regional Housing Needs Assessment 55-day 
Review 
Date    Event 
February 5, 2014 Timeline presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/ 

Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
February 20, 2014 Timeline presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
February 2014  2014 RTP Public review draft 55-day review period begins  
March 2014  Public hearing in Eastern Kern 
April 2, 2014  Public review draft presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/  

Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
April 17, 2014  Public review draft presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee 

(public hearing) 
April 2014  Public review period ends 
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Page 2 / draft timeline 
 
 
DRAFT Environmental Impact Report / Air Quality Conformity 45-day Review * 
 
Date    Event 
February 5, 2014 Timeline presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/ 

Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
February 20, 2014 Timeline presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
March 2014  EIR/Air Quality Conformity Public review draft 45-day review period begins 
April 2, 2014  Public review draft presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/ 

Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
April 17, 2014 Public review draft presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee 

(public hearing) 
April 2014  Public review period ends 
 
* These documents may be circulated along with the Draft 2014 Regional Transportation Plan. 
 
DRAFT 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program 30-day Review 
 
Date    Event 
February 5, 2014 Timeline presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/ 

Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
February 20, 2014 Timeline presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
March 2014  FTIP Public review draft 30-day review period begins 
April 2, 2014  Public review draft presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/ 

Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
April 17, 2014 Public review draft presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee 

(public hearing) 
April 2014  Public review period ends 
 
 
Approval of all documents 
 
June 4, 2014 Present to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and/or Regional 

Planning Advisory Committee to recommend approval 
June 19, 2014  Present to Transportation Planning Policy Committee for adoption 
June 27, 2014 Send final documents with response to comments to state and federal agencies 

for approval 
December 2014  Anticipated federal approval of Conformity, the near-term and long-term  

documents 
 
 
The above noted schedules are a work in progress and subject to change.  The San Joaquin Valley 
planning agencies must work cooperatively through this process, and ongoing discussions with state and 
federal agencies may alter this timeline.  
 
Kern COG staff recommends approval of the development timeline. 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval of the development timeline. 
The Regional Planning Advisory Committee recommends approval of the development timeline. 
 
ACTION:   
 
Approve the development timeline. VOICE VOTE. 
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February 20, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Robert M. Snoddy, Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM J. 

STRATEGIC GROWTH COUNCIL’S REQUEST FOR PROPOSALS 2014 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The Strategic Growth Council has issued a request for proposals for sustainable communities planning 
grants. Grant awards range from $50,000 to $1,000,000 which includes a 10% local match. This item was 
reviewed by the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and Regional Planning Advisory 
Committee. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Strategic Growth Council has released a request for proposals regarding projects under the 
Sustainable Communities Planning Grant Incentives Program funded by “The Safe Drinking Water, Water 
Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006.”  
 
Funds available: The minimum grant award is $50,000. The maximum grant award is $500,000, unless 
the application is a joint proposal, in which case the maximum award is $1 million. Funds will be awarded 
electronically through the Council’s FAAST electronic cash distribution system. 
 
Eligible applicants: Cities, Counties, MPOs, RTPAs, JPAs, and COG’s. These agencies may also 
collaborate on projects considered to have a regional significance. 
 
Eligible projects: The Council has provided three project focuses: 
 
Focus Area #1. Innovative Incentives for Sustainable Development Implementation 
 
Examples: 
 
Nexus studies for fee reduction programs in infill areas, design guidelines for higher-density, mixed-use 
development, and modifications of parking requirements in infill and transit-rich areas 
Zoning code updates and amendments promoting infill and affordable development 
Circulation element update or other planning efforts to incorporate Healthy Communities policies and 
objectives 
Affordable housing preservation strategies in infill and transit-oriented development areas 
Financing strategies for sustainable development and related infrastructure 
Regional greenprint development and implementation efforts 
Urban/rural partnerships to preserve and protect natural resources and agricultural land as part of an infill 
development strategy 
General Plan or Specific Plan updates that incorporate infill goals to meet California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) streamlining opportunities related to SB 226 (Simitian, 2011) 
Climate action plans 
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Coastal zone land use plans 
Local government/Local Educational Agency collaborative planning to integrate land use and school 
facilities plans 
Plans for affordable housing, transit and other critical infrastructure needs to support sustainability in 
existing rural and agricultural communities 
Other innovative local incentive implementation strategies that will reduce GHG emissions and meet 
Program Objectives   
 
Focus Area #2. Sustainable Community Planning for Transit Priority Areas 
 
Examples: 
 
Multi-modal or transit station area plans 
Corridor planning linking transit-oriented developments 
Zoning and development standards to support transit-oriented development 
Financial feasibility analyses/highest and best use studies to support a mix of uses surrounding transit  
Affordable housing strategies to support preservation and construction in transit priority areas 
Approaches for financing sustainable infrastructure, such as water, sewer, and drainage in transit priority 
areas 
Other sustainable community planning and implementation activity in transit priority areas 
 
Focus Area #3. Collaborative Community Planning in Preparation for High-Speed Rail 
 
Examples: 
 
Multi-modal transportation planning, particularly for non-auto related access 
Specific Plans or zoning amendments to increase density, affordability and promote a compact mix of 
uses 
Regional economic and fiscal analyses 
Plans for affordable housing and anti-displacement strategies for low-income residents 
Habitat, conservation, and working lands preservation plans 
Plans to connect, by transit, non-station cities with station cities 
Other planning and implementation activities that prepare communities for a sustainable future connected 
with High-Speed Rail 
 
The Strategic Growth Council also has an Environmental Justice (EJ) Set-Aside. Twenty-five percent 
(25%) of the funding cycle shall be set aside for proposals that target and directly benefit Environmental 
Justice communities, which are defined as those communities that receive the top ten percent (10%) of 
statewide scores using the latest published version of the California Environmental Protection Agency’s 
(Cal/EPA) CalEnviroScreen tool as of the release date of the grant solicitation. A proposal is only eligible 
for EJ set-aside if it meets Threshold Requirements #1 through #5 and all of the following conditions: 
 
Proposed plan area must include all or part of at least one community that receives a score in the top ten 
percent (10%) of statewide scores using the CalEnviroScreen methodology. 
Proposal must be located in and directly benefit the EJ communities identified in (a) Section IX, Step 1.5 
lists the questions asked of applicants that are the basis for evaluating eligibility for the EJ set-aside. 
 
Proposals that apply to the EJ set-aside must address one of the three Focus Areas.   
 
Grant Workshop Link: For information on workshops for this program, please use the following link:  
http://sgc.ca.gov/docs/2013-
2014_Sustainable_Communities_Planning_Grant_and_Incentives_Program_Workshops_Notice.pdf  
 
Grant Document Link: For more information about the grant application, please use the following link: 
http://sgc.ca.gov/docs/Grant_Guidelines_and_Application_2013_Solicitation.pdf  
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Grant Project Deadline 
 
Applications for this program are due no later than February 28, 2014. 
 
Bob Snoddy will be the Kern COG grant application contact for this program. Mr. Snoddy may be reached 
at (661) 861-2191 or e-mail at: snoddy@kerncog.org.   
 
 
ACTION:  Information.  

 



 

 
February 20, 2014 

 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Ed Flickinger, Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM K. 

REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM ENHANCEMENTS  
 
 
DESCRIPTION:    
 
Changes are proposed to Kern Regional Traffic Count Program to add additional count locations and 
enhancements. The Regional Planning Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
  
DISCUSSION: 
 
Background – Traffic monitoring and pavement management are mandated under Federal Title 23 Part 
500 Management and Monitoring Systems.  In addition to traffic monitoring, traffic volume data obtained 
by traffic counters is used to validate the regional transportation model and used for engineering and 
planning purposes by local agencies.  Traffic counts are used in the annual pavement management 
report that provides technical data on road samples throughout Kern County.   
 
A Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) establishing the Kern Regional Traffic Count program was 
approved by the Kern COG Board in January 2004 between Caltrans, the County, the City of Bakersfield 
and Kern COG representing the outlying communities.  The program is funded through the Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) per the requirements of the MOU.  The program is funded at 
$79,677 per year for traffic count consulting services.  COG staff time for administration is funded by 
federal planning (PL) and/or local Transportation Development Act (TDA) matching funds. 
 
In 2008 a transportation monitoring system plan was completed with the help of a consultant and 
extensive input from member agencies. A link to the final report can be found at 
http://www.kerncog.org/publications/general-transportation-reports titled Regional Transportation 
Monitoring Improvement Plan Final Report 1-4-08 with TOC. The program has provided more consistent 
and frequent traffic count, vehicle mix, and other transportation monitoring data to eliminate duplication of 
effort in counting programs between Kern COG member agencies and Caltrans.  In addition, the plan 
included a provision to periodically review the traffic count program. 
 
From 2006 through the Fiscal Year ending June 2013, over 6,000 daily counts and 3,000 classification 
counts have been acquired and are available online. A website has been developed mapping out the 
count data and can be found at http://www.kerncog.org/data-center/regional-traffic-count-data-map.  All 
data can also be queried out by users with a query tool on that site with additional supplemental locations. 
The files for the entire database as of January 2014 can be downloaded as well. 
 
Proposed Enhancements - At the December RPAC meeting two enhancements were discussed relating 
to the traffic count program: 
 
1. The updated traffic count location spreadsheet (Posted on 

http://www.kerncog.org/publications/general-transportation-reports) was distributed on December 19, 
2013 by email to member agency stakeholders for their approval of some changes. Locations have 
been added that have been relinquished by Caltrans. (Parts of SR 178 and 58) Also on that 
spreadsheet, a column has been added with an ‘X’ placed for locations of low volume to limit counting 
those locations to one time per year.  A total of 121 locations were identified that will save $4,779 per 
year that can go toward the new count locations.  



 
One comment was received by the due date of January 10. The county of Kern would like to add 16 
control station quarterly count locations to develop annualization factors for daily traffic counts taken 
for the locations on the traffic count spreadsheet. The extra cost will be $8,956 per year. With the two 
proposed changes, a net cost increase will be $4,177. Prior to this change, 476 locations had counts 
collected 3 times per year. With the proposed change, 230 locations will get counts of 3 times per 
year with a goal of 3 separate seasons. A map displaying the Traffic Count Program Changes is 
attached below. (With the change, 1,055 locations will still receive at least 2 counts per year including 
329 of those getting one classification count per year.) 
 

2. In order for the online traffic count mapping system to better handle the constantly increasing 
database size, improvements are needed. This would be the second upgrade to the website since it 
was first implemented in 2008.  Staff is evaluating migrating to a hosted “cloud based” system to 
eliminate the need for periodic software and hardware updates. This would be the second upgrade to 
the website since it was first implemented in 2008.  The upgrade to the website is proposed to be 
funded next fiscal year beginning July 1, 2014 with TDA funds, and staff will release a Request for 
Proposal (RFP) after that date.  A live demonstration site of one vendor is available at 
http://kerncog.ms2soft.com .  A screen shot is posted below. 

 
Attachments –  
1. Map of Proposed Traffic Count Location Changes 
2. Screenshot of Proposed Online New Traffic Count Interface 
 
 
ACTION:    Direct staff to Implement Traffic Count Program enhancements and changes. VOICE VOTE. 

 

  



Attachment 1 - Map of Proposed Traffic Count Location Changes 

   



Attachment 2 - Screenshot of Proposed Online New Traffic Count Interface 
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February 20, 2014 

  

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee  
  
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
  

BY: Rob Ball, Director of Planning  
Rochelle Invina, Regional Planner  

  
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM L. 

Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Development Timeline and Methodology  
 
 DESCRIPTION:  
 
The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity as the state-designated Regional Planning Agency, prepares the 
state mandated Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA). A Draft RHNA Methodology has been developed and 
reviewed by the Regional Planning Advisory Committee.   
 
DISCUSSION:   
 
Recent legislative changes have linked the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the RHNA. The production of the 
RHNA is coordinated with the RTP schedule.  The California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) 
has developed a template to help determine the sequence of events related to the RHNA.  Kern COG and HCD has been 
coordinating throughout the development on the RHNA.  The following is the RHNA development timeline of RHNA 
milestones and tasks:  
 

RHNA Development Timeline 

August 9, 2012 RHNA Project Steering Committee kick-off meeting 

October 17, 2012 Present RHNA Process to Environment and Social Equity Roundtable 

March 1, 2013 Present Draft RHNA Methodology and Draft Housing Data Report to 
Environment and Social Equity Roundtable 

April 3, 2013 Present the Draft RHNA Methodology and Draft Housing Data Report to 
Regional Planning Advisory Committee  

April 15, 2013 Kern COG request/confirms factor data from local governments (Draft 
2013 Kern Regional Housing Data Report) – Government Code Section 
65584.04(a) 

April 18, 2013 
(Board Meeting) 

Present RHNA and Housing Element Streamlining Efforts for Kern COG 
Public Workshop  

April 19, 2013 Kern COG issues proposed RHNA methodology (60 day public 
comment period) Government Code Section 65584.04(a) 

May 16, 2013 
(Board Meeting) 

Kern COG public hearing for proposed RHNA methodology and 
approve 2013 Kern Regional Housing Data Report – Government Code Section 
65584.04(a) 

July 31, 2013 Kern COG releases Draft Kern Housing Data Report (version 2) 

June 18, 2013 Close of public comment period on RHNA methodology – Government 
Code Section 65584.04(a) 

December 30, 
2013 

Kern COG receives HCD RHNA determination – Government Code 
Section 65584 (b) & (c) , 65584.02(a)(1) 

February 3, 2014 COG issues DRAFT Allocation of RHNA 
(at least 1 and ½ years prior to Housing Element due date, but before 
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RTP adoption date-allowed 30 days between draft RHNA and RTP adoption – 
Government Section 65584.05 (a) 

February 20, 
2014 (Board Meeting) 

Kern COG board adopts RHNA methodology (second review)– 
Government Code Section 65584.04 (h)  

February 26, 
2014 

Kern COG releases DRAFT RTP w/SCS accommodating RHNA 
(not less than 55 days prior to RTP adoption)  and public review for 

Draft RHNA Plan (concurrence with 2014 RTP public review)  

March 2014 Kern COG releases Draft Kern Housing Data Report (version 3) 

April 4, 2014 Local jurisdictions may request revision of Draft RHNA Allocations  
(within 60 days after receiving draft allocation) 

June 3, 2014 COG accepts, modifies or rejects the local jurisdiction’s revision 
request  

(within 60 days after request submitted) – Government Code Section 
65584.05 © 

June 19, 2014 
(Board Meeting) 

COG adopts Final RHNA (consistent w/SCS development pattern ),  
either:  

(a) upon completion of request for revisions if none received, OR 
(Government Code Section 65584.05 (h))  

(b) within 45 days after the release of the Final RHNA – January 13, 2015 
AND 

at least one year prior to Housing Element due date – December 30, 
2014 (Government Code Section 65584 (b)) 

August 18, 2014 HCD review/approval of Final RHNA Plan within 60 days of receipt 

August 1, 2014 Jurisdictions may appeal (revised) Draft RHNA (date set by COG within 
60 days after June 3, 2014) 

September 30, 
2014 

COG responds to appeals of Draft RHNA and holds concurrent 
hearings (within 60 days of the date of appeal) - Government Code Section 
65584.05 (e) 

November 29, 
2014 

COG issues proposed FINAL RHNA Plan concurrent with Response 
(within 45 days of 60 day hearing – Government Code Section 65584.05 

(f) & (h)   

December 30, 
2015 

5th cycle local adopted housing element updates are due to HCD (within 
18 months of RTP adoption) - Government Code Section 65588(e)(2) 

Note: Dates are tentative except indicated Board Meeting dates 
 
HCD RHNA determination 
 
On December 30, 2013, Kern COG received its 5th cycle regional housing need assessment determination from HCD.  
HCD is required to determine Kern COG’s existing and projecting housing need pursuant to State housing law, 
Government Code (GC) Section 65584, et. seq.. The project period for the determination is from January 1, 2013 to 
December 31, 2023.  HCD determined Kern COG’s regional housing need to be 67,675 housing units for the 11-year 
projection period with approximately 24.9% to be very-low, 15.6% to be low, and 16.6% to be moderate.  The income 
category percentages reflect the minimum percentage to apply against the total RHNA for Kern.  Below is a table of the 
Regional Housing Needs Determination by Income Category that HCD provided, and Attachment 1 is a copy of the HCD 
determination letter.  
 

Regional Housing Needs Determination by Income Category for Projection Period:  
January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2023 

Income Category Percent (minimum)  Housing Units (rounded) 

Very-Low  24.9% 16,850 

Low 15.6% 10,555 

Moderate 16.6% 11,235 

Above-Moderate 42.90% 29,035 

Total 100.0% 67,675 

Source: Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) 
 
Draft RHNA share  
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On February 3, 2014, the Draft RHNA share was mailed and emailed out to each local city and the county.  Jurisdictions 
can request to revise their RHNA share within 60 days or by April 4, 2014.  
 
RHNA Methodology 
 
One of the RHNA statutory tasks Kern COG is responsible for is to develop and propose a RHNA methodology for 
distributing the existing and projected housing regional housing need to the cities and counties within the region. The draft 
RHNA methodology was presented to the Environment and Social Equity Roundtable Meeting on March 1, 2013 and to 
the Regional Planning Advisory Committee on April 3, 2013. Under Government Code Section 65584.04 (h), Kern COG 
needs to conduct a public hearing to receive comments on the proposed methodology during a 60-day public comment 
period. The comment period commenced on April 19, 2013 and closed June 18, 2013.  The public hearing for the RHNA 
methodology was held during the Kern COG Board meeting on May 16, 2013.  No comments were received during the 
public comment period or public hearing.  After receiving the RHNA housing needs determination from HCD, the 
preliminary additional housing units was higher than HCD’s minimum housing unit determination of 67,675. The analysis 
is consistent with the 2014 RTP/SCS forecast and meets HCD’s determination. Step 12 was added to the RHNA 
methodology to meet and equal HCD’s minimum housing units need determination.   
 
Below is the RHNA Methodology text, figures and tables which will be included in Section III of the Preliminary 
RHNA Plan:  
 
Allocation Methodology for Incorporated Cities and County Areas 
 
The following method was used by Kern COG to allocate the future housing need to the eleven incorporated cities and the 
unincorporated county. Information used throughout the process, including 2010 US Census household and population 
counts, 2020 forecasts, and 2030 forecasts from the 2014 Preliminary Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), and estimates 
for 2013 and 2023 housing units (informed by California Department of Finance (DOF) population and housing estimates 
for January 2012 (E-5), are provided in Table 1 for reference. Numbered steps 1–11 correspond to the labeled columns in 
Table 2 and steps 12–15 correspond to Table 3, Table 4, Table 5, and Table 6. 

1. Calculate a compounding annual growth rate for housing units between 2010 and 2020 utilizing the 2010 US 
Census, and the Kern COG 2014 Preliminary RTP for 2020. 

2. Calculate the base year 2013 housing unit count by using results from column 1.  
3. Calculate a compounding annual growth rate for housing units between 2020 and 2030 utilizing the Kern COG 

2014 Preliminary RTP for 2030. 
4. Calculate the forecast year 2023 housing unit counts by using results from column 5.  
5. Use the difference between columns 4 and 2 to calculate additional units from 2013–2023. 
6. In order to calculate a healthy vacancy adjustment, sum the number of owner-occupied homes and vacant, but 

sold, homes in 2010. This information comes from the 2010 Census. 
7. Apply the HCD-specified vacancy adjustment factor for owner-occupied homes (1.5%) to column 6 to yield these 

results. 
8. As with owner-occupied units, sum the number of renter-occupied and renter-vacant homes in column 8 using the 

2010 Census. 
9. Apply the HCD-specific vacancy adjustment factor for renter-occupied properties (4%) to column 8 to yield the 

results in column 9. 
10. Sum column 7 and column 9 to produce the total number of additional homes needed to maintain a healthy 

vacancy rate. 
11. Add column 5 and 10 to calculate the vacancy-adjusted housing needs for 2013–2023. These allocations will be 

broken into allocations by housing income category as described in steps 13–16. 
12. To calculate the adjusted minimum additional housing units that is determined by HCD, the percent share must be 

calculated.  Calculate the percent share of additional housing units by dividing the jurisdiction’s adjusted 
additional housing units with the county total from column 11.  Apply each jurisdiction’s share of additional 
housing units to HCD’s total housing needs determination to yield the results in column 13.  

 
 
 
 

13. Compile the number of households by US Census income range for each jurisdiction. The ranges reported by the 
US Census are as follows: less than $10,000, $10,000 to $14,999, $15,000 to $24,999, $25,000 to $34,999, 
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$35,000 to $49,999, $50,000 to $74,999, $75,000 to $99,999, $100,000 to $149,999, $150,000 to $199,999, and 
$200,000 or more.  

14. Using the median income provided by HCD for a four person home in Kern County, calculate the income ranges 
for extremely low (less than 30% of median), very low (30%–50%), low (50%–80%), moderate (80%–120%), and 
above moderate (120% or more) income households for each city. 

15. Calculate the number of households from each Census income range that fall into the HCD-defined brackets. By 
using city-specific Census income ranges and applying them to the countywide HCD-defined brackets, the 
methodology assures that each City’s housing allocation is at par with Countywide income levels. In other words, 
this methodology attempts to bring each city to the income level of the county as a whole. In nearly all cases, not 
all homes in a certain census bracket fall into the same HCD bracket. In these cases, the homes which earn more 
than the HCD bracket in question fall into the next highest HCD bracket. For example, 257 homes in Arvin had a 
household annual income of less than $20,000 but the HCD bracket for extremely low income was $0–
$16,900per year. An even distribution of incomes was assumed in the Census bracket, leading to a "carryover" of 
26 homes. These 26 homes, all of which have income of less than $20,000 dollars per year but more than 
$16,900, are counted in the next highest HCD income break, very low income.  

16. Calculate the percent of total homes which lie in each HCD-defined income bracket and apply that percentage to 
the vacancy-adjusted housing need for each city to show the number of homes needed in each income category 
in 2023. These final results are presented in Section IV. 
 
 



5 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



6 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

 

 
 
 
On February 5, 2014, the Regional Planning Advisory Committee recommended approval of the methodology subject to 
potential future revisions from comments received during the local jurisdiction review periods for the Draft RHNA. 
 
ACTION:  
 
Approve the RHNA Methodology subject to potential future revisions based on comments received during the local 
jurisdiction review periods for the Draft RHNA.  VOICE VOTE. 
 
Attachment:   HCD Determination letter 
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February 20, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Joseph Stramaglia, 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA ITEM V. 

DRAFT ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) GUIDELINES AND  
CALL FOR PROJECTS 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has 
reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The California Transportation Commission is developing Active Transportation Program Guidelines for 
statewide implementation. The Guidelines are scheduled for adoption by March 20, 2014 followed by a 
Call for Projects On March 21, 2014. The enclosed Draft Active Transportation Program Guidelines 
describe the policy, standards, criteria, and procedures for the development, adoption and management 
of the Active Transportation Program.  
 
The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes of 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes of 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. The California Transportation Commission developed the 
guidelines in consultation with the statewide Active Transportation Program Workgroup which consisted 
of representatives from Caltrans, other government agencies, and active transportation stakeholder 
organizations with expertise in pedestrian and bicycle issues, including Safe Routes to School programs. 
 
Consistent with statutes, the goals of the Active Transportation Program are to achieve the following: 
 
Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by biking and walking; 
Increase the safety and mobility of non-motorized users; 
Advance the active transportation efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas; 
Meet reduction goals established by Senate Bill 375 (Chapter 728, Statutes of 2008) and 
Senate Bill 391 (Chapter 585, Statutes of 2009); 
Enhance public health, including reduction of childhood obesity through the use of programs including, 
but not limited to, projects eligible for Safe Routes to School Program funding; 
Ensure that disadvantaged communities fully share in the benefits of the program; and 
Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users. 
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Page 2 
Draft ATP Guidelines 
 
Commission-adopted fund estimates indicate a Kern programming capacity of $1.183 million for 14-15 
FFY and $2.366 million for 15-16 FFY. The state’s discretionary 3-year budget is $179 million will allow 
regions another opportunity to deliver additional projects beyond the MPO pass-through revenue. It 
should be noted that Transportation Enhancement projects not yet delivered but currently programmed in 
the Federal Transportation Improvement Program will require application to the Commission for possible 
funding by the Active Transportation Program. If these projects are not successful at the state level, Kern 
COG staff recommends a one-time policy to grandfather these projects into the new program subject to 
new eligibility rules, prior to selecting new MPO projects. 
 
PROCESS TIMELINE 
 
The California Transportation Commission will conduct two public hearings prior to adopting the Active 
Transportation Program Guidelines in March 2014. The Commission may amend the adopted guidelines 
after conducting at least one public hearing and the Commission must make a reasonable effort to amend 
the guidelines prior to a call for projects. They may extend the application submission deadline in order to 
comply with the amended guidelines. The timeline below is taken from the draft guidelines. 
 

Commission adopts Fund Estimate December 11, 2013 
Guidelines South Hearing January 22, 2014 
Guidelines North Hearing January 29, 2014 
Commission adopts Active Transportation Program Guidelines March 20, 2014 
CTC initiates Call for Projects March 21, 2014 
Project applications are due to Caltrans May 21, 2014 
Large MPOs submit optional guidelines to Caltrans May 21, 2014 
Commission approves or rejects MPO guidelines June 25, 2014 
Staff recommendation for program of projects   August 8, 2014 
Commission adopts statewide program of projects August 20, 2014 
Unfunded applications forwarded to large MPOs based on location August 20, 2014 
Deadline for MPO project recommendations to the Commission September 30, 2014 
Commission adopts MPO selected projects November 2014 

FUNDING 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
 
Kern COG staff recommends that member agencies begin the review of program guidelines, now. 
Agencies should begin their assessment of possible projects in their communities keeping in mind that 
the guidelines provide a broadened perspective of eligible work with a diversity of options and outcome 
expectations that will be under consideration during the review and selection of projects. Kern COG staff 
recommends that programmed TE projects not yet delivered be given highest priority for selecting MPO-
choice projects into the Active Transportation Program. Lastly, the guidelines require regions to develop a 
regional Active Transportation Plan. Kern COG staff recommends that this activity begin at the earliest 
possible opportunity. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item and 
recommends approval of the four-part action as indicated below. 
 
ACTION:  
 
Recommend that the Planning Policy Committee take the following actions:  
Support staff recommendation to participate in CTC Call for Projects; 
Approve staff recommendation to grandfather Transportation Enhancement (TE) projects not yet 
delivered subject to ATP eligibility requirements;  
Direct staff to update existing Kern COG project delivery policy; and  
Direct staff to participate in a regional ATP Plan.  VOICE VOTE. 
 
Attachments: 1. CTC Adopted ATP Funding Estimates 
  2. Draft ATP Guidelines as of January 29, 2014 
  3. 2013 FTIP - List of TE Projects affected by conversion to ATP 
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M e m o r a n d u m  

 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: December 11-12, 2013 

 Reference No.: 4.4 
 Action Item 

 
From:  STEVEN KECK 
 Acting Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Ron Sheppard 
 Division Chief 
 Budgets 

 
Subject: 2014 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUND ESTIMATE  
 RESOLUTION G-13-17 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) requests the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve the 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Fund Estimate. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The 2014 ATP Fund Estimate’s program capacities are based on Senate Bill (SB) 99 and Assembly 
Bill (AB) 101, along with the Federal Highway Administration, Commission and California State 
Transportation Agency guidance.  The Department will work with Commission Staff to make any 
needed updates or amendments. 
 
In addition, the following assumptions were used to calculate the 2014 ATP Fund Estimate’s 
program capacities: 
 

1. Distribution to Metropolitan Planning Organizations is based upon total population. 
• Federal Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) funding distributed according to 

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP21) guidance. 
• Other federal funds distributed by total population. 

2. Recreational Trails not subject to Federal TAP distribution guidelines. 
3. Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program funds will not be used in the ATP. 
4. 95 percent obligation authority for all federal funding apportionments. 
5. Fiscal year 2014-15 of the ATP Fund Estimate includes fiscal year 2013-14 carry over 

funds. 
6. Population based on 2010 census data. 
7. State and federal resources will remain stable throughout the fund estimate period. 

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The Administration proposed the ATP in the January 2013 Governor’s Budget proposal, but due to 
the complex nature of the programs, and the scope of the changes proposed, the Legislature chose 
to defer action on this proposal when adopting the June 15th Budget package and instead froze funds 
for these purposes and inserted intent language that the ATP would be developed before the end of 
the 2014 legislative session. 
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The new ATP will divide approximately $124.2 million for active transportation projects between 
the state and regions subject to guidelines that will be adopted by the Commission. 
 
This replaces the current system of small-dedicated grant programs, which fund programs like Safe 
Routes to Schools, bicycle programs, and recreational trails.  The intent of combining this funding 
is to improve flexibility and reduce the administrative burden of having several small independent 
grant programs. 
 
The ATP, as articulated in SB 99 and AB 101, signed into law September 26, 2013, differs from the 
Administration's initial proposal in several areas.  These changes reflect compromises reached with 
various stakeholders and mirror concerns raised about the proposal in budget hearings, including: 
 

1. Funding for the Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program continues to remain a 
stand-alone program administered by the Natural Resource Agency instead of being 
consolidated in the ATP. 

2. The Safe Routes to Schools program is guaranteed at least $24 million of funding from the 
Program funds for three years.  Of this amount, at least $7.2 million is available for non-
infrastructure program needs including the continuation of technical assistance by the state.  
In the original proposal, the Safe Routes to Schools program had no funding minimum. 

3. This proposal includes a requirement that 25 percent of all ATP funds benefit disadvantaged 
communities, an addition to the January proposal. 

4. The state will not exercise its option to opt out of using federal funds transportation funds 
for recreational trails, which was initially part of the administration's proposal.  In addition, 
the Department of Parks and Recreation will retain $3.4 million of federal funds for 
recreational trails. 

 
RESOLUTION G-13-17: 
 
BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation Commission does hereby adopt the 2014 ATP 
Fund Estimate, as presented by the Department on December 11, 2013, with programming in the 
2014 ATP to be based on the statutory funding identified. 

 
  

Attachment 



2-Year 3-Year
2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 Total Total

STATE RESOURCES
Beginning Balance $0 $0
State Highway Account 34,200 34,200 34,200 68,400 102,600

State Resources Subtotal $34,200 $34,200 $34,200 $68,400 $102,600

FEDERAL RESOURCES
Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) $63,650 $63,650 $63,650 $127,300 $190,950
TAP Recreational Trails 1,900 1,900 1,900 3,800 5,700
Other Federal 19,950 19,950 19,950 39,900 59,850

Federal Resources Subtotal $85,500 $85,500 $85,500 $171,000 $256,500

TOTAL RESOURCES AVAILABLE $119,700 $119,700 $119,700 $239,400 $359,100

URBAN REGIONS (MPO Administered)
State ($13,221) ($13,221) ($13,221) ($26,442) ($39,663)
Federal (34,659) (34,659) (34,659) (69,318) (103,977)

Urban Regions Subtotal ($47,880) ($47,880) ($47,880) ($95,760) ($143,640)

SMALL URBAN & RURAL REGIONS (State Administered)
State ($4,829) ($4,829) ($4,829) ($9,658) ($14,487)
Federal (7,141) (7,141) (7,141) (14,282) (21,423)

Small Urban & Rural Regions Subtotal ($11,970) ($11,970) ($11,970) ($23,940) ($35,910)

DISTRIBUTION

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) PROPOSAL

FUND ESTIMATE
($ in thousands)

RESOURCES

g ( , ) ( , ) ( , ) ( , ) ( , )

STATEWIDE COMPETITION (State Administered)
State ($16,150) ($16,150) ($16,150) ($32,300) ($48,450)
Federal (43,700) (43,700) (43,700) (87,400) (131,100)

Statewide Competition Subtotal ($59,850) ($59,850) ($59,850) ($119,700) ($179,550)

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS ($119,700) ($119,700) ($119,700) ($239,400) ($359,100)

            

Notes: Individual numbers may not add to total due to independent rounding.  Final dollar amounts may vary based on actual apportionment and obligational 
authority by FHWA or any changes in Federal guidance.



FISCAL YEAR 2014-15

URBAN REGIONS
FEDERAL 

TAP
FEDERAL 

OTHER
STATE TOTAL

Disadvantaged 
Communities*

MTC Region 10,503$           3,829$             5,816$             20,149$           5,037$              
SACOG Region 2,945               1,218               2,247               6,410               1,602                
SCAG Region 28,985             9,667               12,213             50,865             12,716              
Fresno COG (Fresno UZA) 1,118               498                  1,005               2,622               655                   
Kern COG (Bakersfield) 895                  450                  1,021               2,366               591                   
SANDAG (San Diego UZA) 5,052               1,658               2,013               8,722               2,180                
San Joaquin COG (Stockton) 633                  367                  931                  1,931               483                   
Stanislaus COG (Modesto) 612                  275                  562                  1,450               362                   
Tulare CAG (Visalia) 375                  237                  634                  1,246               311                   
Total 51,119$           18,199$           26,442$           95,760$           23,940$            

FISCAL YEAR 2015-16

URBAN REGIONS
FEDERAL 

TAP
FEDERAL 

OTHER
STATE TOTAL

Disadvantaged 
Communities*

MTC Region 5,252$             1,915$             2,908$             10,075$           2,519$              
SACOG Region 1,472               609                  1,123               3,205               801                   
SCAG Region 14,493 4,833 6,106 25,432 6,358

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) PROPOSAL

URBAN REGION SHARES
($ in thousands)

SCAG Region 14,493             4,833             6,106             25,432           6,358              
Fresno COG (Fresno UZA) 559                  249                  503                  1,311               328                   
Kern COG (Bakersfield) 448                  225                  510                  1,183               296                   
SANDAG (San Diego UZA) 2,526               829                  1,006               4,361               1,090                
San Joaquin COG (Stockton) 317                  183                  465                  966                  241                   
Stanislaus COG (Modesto) 306                  138                  281                  725                  181                   
Tulare CAG (Visalia) 187                  118                  317                  623                  156                   
Total 25,559$           9,100$             13,221$           47,880$           11,970$            

Notes: Individual numbers may not add to total due to independent rounding.  Final dollar amounts may vary based on actual apportionment and obligational 
authority by FHWA or any changes in Federal guidance.

*Per Senate Bill 99, ATP guidelines shall include a process to ensure no less than 25 percent of overall program funds benefit disadvantaged communities.
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INTRODUCTION 

BACKGROUND 

The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes of 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes of 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. 

These guidelines describe the policy, standards, criteria, and procedures for the development, adoption 
and management of the Active Transportation Program. The guidelines were developed in consultation 
with the Active Transportation Program Workgroup. The workgroup includes representatives from 
Caltrans, other government agencies, and active transportation stakeholder organizations with expertise 
in pedestrian and bicycle issues, including Safe Routes to School programs. 

The California Transportation Commission (Commission) must hold at least two public hearings prior to 
adopting the Active Transportation Program guidelines. The Commission may amend the adopted 
guidelines after conducting at least one public hearing. The Commission must make a reasonable effort 
to amend the guidelines prior to a call for projects or may extend the deadline for project submission in 
order to comply with the amended guidelines.  

PROGRAM GOALS 

Pursuant to statute, the goals of the Active Transportation Program are to: 

• Increase the proportion of trips accomplished by biking and walking.  

• Increase the safety and mobility of non-motorized users. 
• Advance the active transportation efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas 

reduction goals as established pursuant to Senate Bill 375 (Chapter 728, Statutes of 2008) and 
Senate Bill 391 (Chapter 585, Statutes of 2009). 

• Enhance public health, including reduction of childhood obesity through the use of programs 
including, but not limited to, projects eligible for Safe Routes to School Program funding. 

• Ensure that disadvantaged communities fully share in the benefits of the program. 

• Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users. 

PROGRAM SCHEDULE 

The guidelines for an initial two-year program of projects must be adopted by March 26, 2014 (within six 
months of enactment of the authorizing legislation). No later than 45 days prior to adopting the initial set 
of guidelines for the Active Transportation Program, the Commission must submit the draft guidelines to 
the Joint Legislative Budget Committee. 

Subsequent programs must be adopted not later than April 1 of each odd-numbered year, however, the 
Commission may alternatively elect to adopt a program annually.  
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The following schedule lists the major milestones for the development and adoption of the 2014 Active 
Transportation Program: 

Commission adopts Fund Estimate December 11, 2013 
Guidelines hearing, South January 22, 2014 
Guidelines hearing, North January 29, 2014 
Guidelines submitted to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee February 3, 2014 
Commission adopts Active Transportation Program Guidelines March 20, 2014 
Call for projects March 21, 2014 
Project applications to Caltrans  May 21, 2014 
Large MPOs submit optional guidelines to Caltrans May 21, 2014 
Commission approves or rejects MPO guidelines June 25, 2014 
Staff recommendation for statewide and rural/small urban portions of the program August 8, 2014 
Commission adopts statewide and rural/small urban portions of the program August 20, 2014 
Projects not programmed distributed to large MPOs based on location August 20, 2014 
Deadline for MPO project programming recommendations to the Commission September 30, 2014 
Commission adopts MPO selected projects November 2014 

FUNDING 

SOURCE 

The Active Transportation Program is funded from various federal and state funds appropriated in the 
annual Budget Act. These are: 

• 100% of the federal Transportation Alternative Program funds, except for federal Recreation Trail 
Program funds appropriated to the Department of Parks and Recreation. 

• $21 million of federal Highway Safety Improvement Program funds or other federal funds. 

• State Highway Account funds. 

In addition to furthering the goals of this program, all Active Transportation Program projects must meet 
eligibility requirements specific to at least one of the Active Transportation Program’s funding sources.   

DISTRIBUTION 

State and federal law segregate the Active Transportation Program into multiple, overlapping 
components. The Active Transportation Program Fund Estimate must indicate the funds available for 
each of the program components. Consistent with these requirements, the Active Transportation Program 
funds must be distributed as follows:  

1. Forty percent to Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) in urban areas with populations 
greater than 200,000.  
 
These funds must be distributed based on total MPO population. The funds programmed and 
allocated under this paragraph must be selected through a competitive process by the MPOs in 
accordance with these guidelines.  
 
Projects selected by MPOs may be in either large urban, small urban, or rural areas. 
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A minimum of 25% of the funds distributed to each MPO must benefit disadvantaged 
communities. 
 
The following statutory requirements apply specifically to the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) 

• SCAG must consult with county transportation commissions, the Commission, and 
Caltrans in the development of competitive project selection criteria.  

• The criteria used by SCAG should include consideration of geographic equity, consistent 
with program objectives.  

• SCAG must place priority on projects that are consistent with plans adopted by local and 
regional governments within the county where the project is located. 

• SCAG must obtain concurrence from the county transportation commissions. 
 

2. Ten percent to small urban and rural areas with populations of 200,000 or less, with projects 
competitively awarded by the Commission to projects in those regions. Federal law segregates 
the Transportation Alternative Program into separate small urban and rural competitions based 
upon their relative share of the state population. Small Urban areas are those with populations of 
5,001 to 200,000. Rural areas are those with populations of 5,000 or less. 
 
A minimum of 25% of the funds in the Small Urban and Rural programs must benefit 
disadvantaged communities. 
 
Projects within the boundaries of an MPO with an urban area with a population of greater than 
200,000 are not eligible for funding in the Small Urban or Rural programs. 
 

3. Fifty percent to projects competitively awarded by the Commission on a statewide basis. 
 
A minimum of 25% of the funds in the statewide competitive program must benefit disadvantaged 
communities. 
 
In the initial program, a minimum of $24 million per year of the statewide competitive program is 
available for safe routes to schools projects, with at least $7.2 million for non-infrastructure 
grants, including funding for a state technical assistance resource center. 

MATCHING REQUIREMENTS 

Projects must include at least 11.47% in matching funds except for projects predominantly benefiting a 
disadvantaged community, stand-alone non-infrastructure projects and safe routes to schools projects. 
The source of the matching funds may be any combination of local, private, state or federal funds. 
Matching funds must be expended in the same project phase (permits and environmental studies; plans, 
specifications, and estimates; right-of-way capital outlay; support for right-of-way acquisition; construction 
capital outlay; and construction engineering) as the Active Transportation Program funding. Matching 
funds cannot be expended prior to the Commission allocation of Active Transportation Program funds. 
Matching funds, except matching funds over and above the required 11.47%, must be expended 
concurrently and proportionally to the Active Transportation Program funds.  

Large MPOs, in administering a competitive selection process, may require a different funding match for 
projects selected through their competitive process. Applicants from within a large MPO should be aware 
that the match requirements may differ between the MPO and statewide competitive programs.  
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FUNDING FOR ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLANS 

Funding from the Active Transportation Program may be used to fund the development of bike, 
pedestrian, safe routes to schools, or active transportation plans in disadvantaged communities. 

The Commission intends to set aside up to 5% of the funds in the statewide competitive program and in 
the rural and small urban program for funding active transportation plans in communities predominantly 
disadvantaged. A large MPO, in administering its portion of the program, may make up to 5% of its 
funding available for active transportation plans in disadvantaged communities within the MPO 
boundaries.  

The first priority for the funding of active transportation plans will be for cities, counties, county 
transportation commissions, regional transportation planning agencies, MPOs, school districts, or transit 
districts that have neither a bicycle plan, a pedestrian plan, a safe routes to schools plan, nor an active 
transportation plan. The second priority for the funding of active transportation plans will be for cities, 
counties, county transportation commissions, regional transportation planning agencies, or MPOs that 
have a bicycle plan or a pedestrian plan but not both. 

REIMBURSEMENT 

The Active Transportation Program is a reimbursement program for costs incurred. Reimbursement is 
requested through the invoice process detailed in Chapter 5, Accounting/Invoices, Local Assistance 
Procedures Manual. Costs incurred prior to Commission allocation and, for federally funded projects, 
Federal Highway Administration project approval (i.e. Authorization to Proceed) are not eligible for 
reimbursement. 

ELIGIBILITY 

ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS 

The applicant for Active Transportation Program funds assumes responsibility and accountability for the 
use and expenditure of program funds. Applicants must be able to comply with all the federal and state 
laws, regulations, policies and procedures required to enter into a Local Administering Agency-State 
Master Agreement (Master Agreement). Refer to Chapter 4, Agreements, of the Local Assistance 
Procedures Manual for guidance and procedures on Master Agreements. The following entities, within the 
State of California, are eligible to apply for Active Transportation Program funds: 

• Local, Regional or State Agencies- Examples include city, county, MPO*, and Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency. 

• Caltrans* 
• Transit Agencies - Any agency responsible for public transportation that is eligible for funds under 

the Federal Transit Administration. 
• Natural Resource or Public Land Agencies - Federal, Tribal, State, or local agency responsible for 

natural resources or public land administration Examples include: 
o State or local park or forest agencies 
o State or local fish and game or wildlife agencies 
o Department of the Interior Land Management Agencies 
o U.S. Forest Service 
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• Public schools or School districts. 

• Tribal Governments - Federally-recognized Native American Tribes. 

• Private nonprofit tax-exempt organizations may apply for projects eligible for Recreational Trail 
Program funds. Projects must benefit the general public, and not only a private entity. 

• Any other entity with responsibility for oversight of transportation or recreational trails that the 
Commission determines to be eligible. 

For funding awarded to a tribal government, a fund transfer to the Bureau of Indian Affairs may be 
necessary. A tribal government may also partner with another eligible entity to apply if desired. 

* Caltrans and MPOs, except for MPOs that are also regional transportation planning agencies, are not 
eligible project applicants for the federal Transportation Alternative Program funds appropriated to the 
Active Transportation Program. Therefore, funding awarded to projects submitted directly by Caltrans and 
MPOs are limited to other Active Transportation Program funds. Caltrans and MPOs may partner with an 
eligible entity to expand funding opportunities. 

PARTNERING WITH IMPLEMENTATING AGENCIES 

Entities that are unable to apply for Active Transportation Program funds or that are unable to enter into a 
Master Agreement with the State must partner with an eligible applicant that can implement the project. 
Entities that are unfamiliar with the requirements to administer a Federal-Aid Highway Program project 
may partner with an eligible applicant that can implement the project. If another entity agrees to assume 
responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility, documentation of the agreement 
must be submitted with the project application, and a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or 
Interagency Agreement between the parties must be submitted with the request for allocation. 

The implementing agency will be responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program 
funds. 

ELIGIBLE PROJECTS 

All projects must be selected through a competitive process and must meet one or more of the program 
goals. Because the majority of funds in the Active Transportation Program are federal funds, most 
projects must be federal-aid eligible: 

• Infrastructure Projects:  Capital improvements that will further the goals of this program. This 
typically includes the planning, design, and construction of facilities. 

• Non-infrastructure Projects:  Education, encouragement, enforcement, and planning activities that 
further the goals of this program. The Commission intends to focus funding for non-infrastructure 
projects on pilot and start-up projects that can demonstrate funding for ongoing efforts. The 
Active Transportation Program funds are not intended to fund ongoing program operations. Non-
infrastructure projects are not limited to those benefiting school students. 

• Infrastructure projects with non-infrastructure components. 
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MINIMUM REQUEST FOR FUNDS 

In order to maximize the effectiveness of program funds and to encourage the aggregation of small 
projects into a comprehensive bundle of projects, the minimum request for Active Transportation Program 
funds that will be considered is $250,000. This minimum does not apply to non-infrastructure projects, 
Safe Routes to Schools projects, and Recreational Trails projects.  

MPOs, in administering a competitive selection process, may use a different minimum funding size. Use 
of a minimum project size greater than $500,000 must be approved by the Commission prior to an MPO’s 
call for projects. 

EXAMPLE PROJECTS 

Below is a list of projects considered generally eligible for Active Transportation Program funding. This list 
is not intended to be comprehensive; other types of projects that are not on this list may also be eligible if 
they further the goals of the program. 

• Development of new bikeways and walkways that improve mobility, access, or safety for non-
motorized users. 

• Improvements to existing bikeways and walkways, which improve mobility, access, or safety for 
non-motorized users. 

o Elimination of hazardous conditions on existing bikeways and walkways. 
o Preventative maintenance of bikeways and walkways with the primary goal of extending 

the service life of the facility.  
• Installation of traffic control devices to improve the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists. 

• Safe Routes to School projects that improve the safety of children walking and bicycling to 
school, in accordance with Section 1404 of Public Law 109-59. 

• Safe routes to transit projects, which will encourage transit by improving biking and walking 
routes to mass transportation facilities and school bus stops. 

• Secure bicycle parking at employment centers, park and ride lots, rail and transit stations, and 
ferry docks and landings. 

• Bicycle-carrying facilities on public transit, including rail and ferries. 

• Establishment or expansion of a bike share program. 

• Recreational trails and trailheads, park projects that facilitate trail linkages or connectivity to non-
motorized corridors, and conversion of abandoned railroad corridors to trails.  

• Development of a bike, pedestrian, safe routes to schools, or active transportation plan in a 
disadvantaged community. 

• Education programs to increase bicycling and walking, and other non-infrastructure investments 
that demonstrate effectiveness in increasing active transportation, including but not limited to: 

o Development and implementation of bike-to-work or walk-to-work school day/month 
programs. 

o Conducting bicycle and/or pedestrian counts, walkability and/or bikability assessments or 
audits, or pedestrian and/or bicycle safety analysis to inform plans and projects. 

o Conducting pedestrian and bicycle safety education programs. 
o Development and publishing of community walking and biking maps, including school 

route/travel plans. 
o Development and implementation of walking school bus or bike train programs. 
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o Components of open streets events directly linked to the promotion of a new 
infrastructure project. 

o Targeted enforcement activities around high pedestrian and/or bicycle injury and/or 
fatality locations (intersections or corridors). These activities cannot be general traffic 
enforcement but must be tied to improving pedestrian and bicyclist safety. 

o School crossing guard training. 
o School bicycle clinics. 
o Development and implementation of programs and tools that maximize use of available 

and emerging technologies to implement the goals of the Active Transportation Program. 

PROJECT TYPE REQUIREMENTS 

As discussed in the Funding Distribution section (above), State and Federal law segregate the Active 
Transportation Program into multiple, overlapping components. Below is an explanation of the 
requirements specific to these components. 

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES 

For a project to contribute toward the Disadvantaged Communities funding requirement, the project must 
clearly demonstrate a benefit to a community that meets any of the following criteria: 

• The median household income is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most 
current census tract level data from the American Community Survey. Data is available at 
http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 

• An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 10% in the state according to latest versions 
of the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool (CalEnviroScreen) scores. 
Scores are available at http://oehha.ca.gov/ej/ces11.html. 

• At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-
price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at 
http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp. Applicants using this measure must indicate how the 
project benefits the school students in the project area or, for projects not directly benefiting 
school students, explain why this measure is representative of the larger community. 

If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet 
the aforementioned criteria, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment of why 
the community should be considered disadvantaged.  

MPOs, in administering a competitive selection process, may use different criteria for determining which 
projects benefit Disadvantaged Communities if the criteria are approved by the Commission prior to an 
MPO’s call for projects. 

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROJECTS 

For a project to contribute toward the Safe Routes to School funding requirement, the project must 
directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe 
Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the 
vicinity of a public school bus stop. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-
infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
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RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROJECTS 

For trail projects that are primarily recreational to be eligible for Active Transportation Program funding, 
the projects must meet the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program as such projects may 
not be eligible for funding from other sources (http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/recreational_trails/). 
Multi-purpose trails and paths that serve both recreational and transportation purposes are generally 
eligible in the Active Transportation Program, so long as they are consistent with one or more goals of the 
program. 

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE RESOURCE CENTER 

In 2009, the University of California, San Francisco was awarded federal Safe Routes to School funds to 
act as the Technical Assistance Resource Center for the purpose of building and supporting local regional 
Safe Routes School non-infrastructure projects. 

Typical center roles have included:   
• Providing technical assistance and training to help agencies deliver existing and future projects 

and to strengthen community involvement in future projects including those in disadvantaged 
communities. 

• Developing and providing educational materials to local communities by developing a community 
awareness kit, creating an enhanced Safe Routes to Schools website, and providing other 
educational tools and resources. 

• Participating in and assisting with the Safe Routes to Schools Advisory Committee. 

• Assisting with program evaluation. 

The Commission intends to comply with the statutory requirement to fund a state technical assistance 
center by expanding the existing Safe Routes to Schools Technical Assistance Resource Center 
interagency agreement to serve all Active Transportation Program non-infrastructure projects.  

PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS 

PROJECT APPLICATION 

Active Transportation Program project applications will be available at 
www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/index.html. 

A project application must include the signature of the Chief Executive Officer or other officer authorized 
by the applicant’s governing board. Where the project is to be implemented by an agency other than the 
applicant, documentation of the agreement between the project applicant and implementing agency must 
be submitted with the project application. A project application must also include documentation of all 
other funds committed to the projects. 

Project applications should be addressed or delivered to: 

Caltrans 
Division of Local Assistance, MS-1 
Attention: Chief, Office of Active Transportation and Special Programs 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
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Except for applications submitted through an optional MPO supplemental call for project, the Commission 
will consider only projects for which five hard copies and one electronic copy (via cd or portable hard 
drive) of a complete application are received by May 21, 2014. By the same date, an additional copy must 
also be sent to the Regional Transportation Planning Agency or County Transportation Commission 
within which the project is located and to the MPO (a contact list can be found at 
www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/orip/). 

SEQUENTIAL PROJECT SELECTION 

All project applications, except for applications submitted through an optional MPO supplemental call for 
projects, must be submitted to Caltrans for consideration in the statewide competition. The Commission 
will consider approval of a competitive grant only when it finds that the grant request meets the 
requirements of statute and that the project has a commitment of any supplementary funding needed for 
a full funding plan. 

Projects not selected for programming in the statewide competition must be considered in the large MPO 
run competitions or the state run Small Urban or Rural competitions.  

A large urban MPO may elect to have a supplemental MPO specific call for projects. The projects 
received in this call must be considered along with those not selected through the statewide competition.  

MPO COMPETITIVE PROJECT SELECTION 

As stated above, projects not selected for programming in the statewide competition must be considered 
by the MPOs in administering a competitive selection process.  

An MPO choosing to use the same project selection criteria and weighting, minimum project size, match 
requirement, and definition of disadvantage communities as used by the Commission for the statewide 
competition may defer its project selection to the Commission. An MPO deferring its project select to the 
Commission may not conduct a supplemental call for projects. 

An MPO, with Commission approval, may use a different project selection criteria or weighting, minimum 
project size, match requirement, or definition of disadvantage communities for its competitive selection 
process. Use of a minimum project size of $500,000 or less, or of a different match requirement than in 
the statewide competitive program does not require prior Commission approval. An MPO may also elect 
to have a supplemental MPO specific call for projects. The projects received in this call must be 
considered along with those not selected through the statewide competition.  

In administering a competitive selection process, an MPO must use a multidisciplinary advisory group to 
assist in evaluating project applications. Following its competitive selection process, an MPO must submit 
its programming recommendations to the Commission along with a list of the members of its 
multidisciplinary advisory group. If the MPO submitted a project application and that project is 
recommended for programming, the MPO must explain how its evaluation process resulted in an 
unbiased evaluation of projects. 
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SCREENING CRITERIA 

Demonstrated needs of the applicant: A project that is already fully funded will not be considered for 
funding in the Active Transportation Program. The Commission will make an exception to this policy by 
allowing the supplanting of federal funds on a project for the 2014 Active Transportation Program. 

Consistency with a regional transportation plan: All projects submitted must be consistent with the 
relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to 
Government Code Section 65080. 

SCORING CRITERIA 

Proposed projects will be rated and ranked on the basis of applicant responses to the below criteria. 
Project programming recommendations may not be based strictly on the rating criteria given the various 
components of the Active Transportation Program and requirements of the various fund sources. 

• Potential for increased walking and bicycling, especially among students, including the 
identification of walking and bicycling routes to and from schools, transit facilities, community 
centers, employment centers, and other destinations; and including increasing and improving 
connectivity and mobility of non-motorized users. (0 to 30 points) 

• Potential for reducing the number and/or rate of pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and injuries, 
including the identification of safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. (0 to 25 points) 

• Public participation and Planning. (0 to 15 points) 

Identification of the community-based public participation process that culminated in the project 
proposal, which may include noticed meetings and consultation with local stakeholders. Project 
applicants must clearly articulate how the local participation process resulted in the identification 
and prioritization of the proposed project. 

For projects costing $1 million or more, an emphasis will be placed on projects that are prioritized 
in an adopted city or county bicycle transportation plan, pursuant to Section 891.2, pedestrian 
plan, safe routes to school plan, active transportation plan, trail plan, or circulation element of a 
general plan that incorporated elements of an active transportation plan. In future funding cycles, 
the Commission expects to make consistency with an approved active transportation plan a 
requirement for large projects. 

• Cost-effectiveness. (0 to 10 points) 

Applicants must: 

o Discuss the relative costs and benefits of the range of alternatives considered. 
o Quantify the safety and mobility benefit in relationship to both the total project cost and 

the funds provided. 

Caltrans must develop a benefit/cost model for infrastructure and non-infrastructure active 
transportation projects in order to improve information available to decision makers at the state 
and MPO level in future programming cycles by September 30, 2014. 
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• Improved public health through the targeting of populations with high risk factors for obesity, 
physical inactivity, asthma or other health issues. (0 to 10 points)  

• Benefit to disadvantaged communities. (0 to 10 points) 

• Use of the California Conservation Corps or a qualified community conservation corps, as defined 
in Section 14507.5 of the Public Resources Code, as partners to undertake or construct 
applicable projects in accordance with Section 1524 of Public Law 112-141. Points will be 
deducted if an applicant does not seek corps participation or if an applicant intends not to utilize a 
corps in a project in which the corps can participate. (0 to -5 points) 

The California Conservation Corps can be contacted at ccc.ca.gov. Community conservation 
corps can be contacted at californialocalconservationcorps.org. 

Direct contracting with the California Conservation Corps or a qualified community conservation 
corps without bidding is permissible provided that the implementing agency demonstrates cost 
effectiveness per 23 CFR 635.204 and obtains approval from Caltrans. A copy of the agreement 
between the implementing agency and the proposed conservation corps must be included in the 
project application as supporting documentation.  

• Applicant’s performance on past grants. This may include project delivery, project benefits 
(anticipated v. actual), and use of the California Conservation Corps or qualified community 
conservation corps (planned v. actual). Applications from agencies with documented poor 
performance records on past grants may be excluded from competing or may be penalized in 
scoring. (0 to -10 points) 

PROJECT EVALUATION COMMITTEE 

Commission staff will form a multidisciplinary Project Evaluation Committee to assist in evaluating project 
applications. In forming the Project Evaluation Committee, staff will seek participants with expertise in 
bicycling and pedestrian transportation, including Safe Routes to Schools type projects, and in projects 
benefiting disadvantaged communities, and will seek geographically balanced representation from state 
agencies, large MPOs, regional transportation planning agencies, local jurisdictions in small urban and 
rural areas, and non-governmental organizations. Priority for participation in the evaluation committee will 
be given to those who do not represent a project applicant, or will not benefit from projects submitted by 
others.  

In reviewing and selecting projects to be funded with federal Recreational Trails program funds, the 
Commission staff will collaborate with the Department of Parks and Recreation to evaluate proposed 
projects. 

MPOs, in administering a competitive selection process, must use a multidisciplinary advisory group, 
similar to the aforementioned Project Evaluation Committee, to assist in evaluating project applications. 
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PROGRAMMING 

Following at least one public hearing, the Commission will adopt a program of projects for the Active 
Transportation Program, by April 1 of each odd numbered year. The Active Transportation Program must 
be developed consistent with the fund estimate and the amount programmed in each fiscal year must not 
exceed the amount identified in the fund estimate.   

The program of projects for each fiscal year will include, for each project, the amount to be funded from 
the Active Transportation Program, and the estimated total cost of the project. Project costs in the Active 
Transportation Program will include all project support costs and all project listings will specify costs for 
each of the following components:  (1) completion of all permits and environmental studies; (2) 
preparation of plans, specifications, and estimates; (3) right-of-way capital outlay (4) support for right-of-
way acquisition; (5) construction capital outlay; and (6) construction management and engineering, 
including surveys and inspection. The cost of each project component will be listed in the Active 
Transportation Program no earlier than in the fiscal year in which the particular project component can be 
implemented. 

When proposing to fund only preconstruction components for a project, the applicant must demonstrate 
the means by which it intends to fund the construction of a useable segment, consistent with the regional 
transportation plan or the Caltrans interregional transportation strategic plan.  

When project design, right-of-way or construction are programmed before the implementing agency 
completes the environmental process, updated cost estimates, updated analysis of the project’s cost 
effectiveness, and updated analysis of the project’s ability to further the goals of the program must be 
submitted to the Commission following completion of the environmental process. If this updated 
information indicates that a project is expected to accomplish fewer benefits or is less cost effective as 
compared with the initial project application, future funding for the project may be deleted from the 
program. For the MPO selected competitions, this information must be submitted to the MPO. It is the 
responsibility of the MPO to recommend that the project be deleted from the program if warranted. 

The Commission will program and allocate funding to projects in whole thousands of dollars and will 
include a project only if it is fully funded from a combination of Active Transportation Program and other 
committed funding. The Commission will regard funds as committed when they are programmed by the 
Commission or when the agency with discretionary authority over the funds has made its commitment to 
the project by ordinance or resolution. For federal formula funds, including Surface Transportation 
Program, Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program, and federal formula transit funds, 
the commitment may be by Federal approval of the Federal Statewide Transportation Improvement 
Program. For federal discretionary funds, the commitment may be by federal approval of a full funding 
grant agreement or by grant approval. 

If the program of projects adopted by the Commission does not program the full capacity identified in the 
fund estimate for a given fiscal year, the balance will remain available to advance programmed projects. 
Subject to the availability of federal funds, a balance not programmed in one fiscal year will carry over 
and be available for projects in the following fiscal year. 

The intent of the Commission is to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as 
practicable. Therefore, the smallest project may be designated, at the time of programming, for state-only 
funding. 
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ALLOCATIONS 

The Commission will consider the allocation of funds for a project when it receives an allocation request 
and recommendation from Caltrans in the same manner as for the STIP (see section 64 of the STIP 
guidelines). The recommendation will include a determination of project readiness, the availability of 
appropriated funding, and the availability of all identified and committed supplementary funding.  

Where the project is to be implemented by an agency other than the applicant, the allocation request 
must include a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the 
project applicant and implementing agency. 

The Commission will approve the allocation if the funds are available and the allocation is necessary to 
implement the project as included in the adopted Active Transportation Program. 

In order to ensure the timely use of all program funds, the Commission will, in the last quarter of the fiscal 
year, allocate funds to projects programmed in a future fiscal year on a first-come, first served basis. If 
there are insufficient funds, the Commission may delay the allocation of funds to a project until the next 
fiscal year without requiring an extension. Should requests for allocations exceed available capacity, the 
Commission will give priority to projects programmed in the current-year.  

Allocation requests for a project in the MPO selected portion of the program must include a 
recommendation by the MPO. 

In compliance with Section 21150 of the Public Resources Code, the Commission will not allocate funds 
for design, right-of-way, or construction prior to documentation of environmental clearance under the 
California Environmental Quality Act. As a matter of policy, the Commission will not allocate funds for 
design, right-of-way, or construction of a federally funded project prior to documentation of environmental 
clearance under the National Environmental Policy Act. Exceptions to this policy may be made in 
instances where federal law allows for the acquisition of right-of-way prior to completion of National 
Environmental Policy Act review. 

If an implementing agency requests an allocation of funds in an amount that is less than the amount 
programmed, the balance of the programmed amount may be allocated to a programmed project 
advanced from a future fiscal year. An MPO, in administering its competitive portion of the Active 
Transportation Program, must determine which projects to advance and make that recommendation to 
the Commission. Unallocated funds in one fiscal year will carry over and be available for projects in the 
following fiscal year. 

PROJECT DELIVERY 

Active Transportation Program allocations must be requested in the fiscal year of project programming, 
and are valid for award for six months from the date of allocation unless the Commission approves an 
extension. Applicants may submit and the Commission will evaluate extension requests in the same 
manner as for STIP projects (see section 66 of the STIP guidelines) except that extension to the period 
for project allocation and for project award will be limited to twelve months. Extension requests for a 
project in the MPO selected portion of the program must include a recommendation by the MPO, 
consistent with the preceding requirements.  

If there are insufficient funds, the Commission may delay the allocation of funds to a project until the next 
fiscal year without requiring an extension. 
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Whenever programmed funds are not allocated within the fiscal year they programmed or within the time 
allowed by an approved extension, the project will be deleted from the Active Transportation Program.  
Funds available following the deletion of a project may be allocated to a programmed project advanced 
from a future fiscal year. An MPO, in administering its competitive portion of the Active Transportation 
Program, must determine which projects to advance and make that recommendation to the Commission. 
Unallocated funds in one fiscal year will carry over and be available for projects in the following fiscal 
year. 

The implementing agency must enter into a cooperative agreement with Caltrans and, if the project is 
federally funded, obligate the federal funds within six months. 

Funds allocated for project development or right of way costs must be expended by the end of the second 
fiscal year following the fiscal year in which the funds were allocated.  After the award of a contract, the 
implementing agency has up to 36 months to complete (accept) the contract.  At the time of fund 
allocation, the Commission may extend the deadline for completion of work and the liquidation of funds if 
necessary to accommodate the proposed expenditure plan for the project. The implementing agency has 
six months after contract acceptance to make the final payment to the contractor or vendor, prepare the 
Final Report of Expenditures and submit the final invoice to Caltrans for reimbursement. 

It is incumbent upon the implementing agency to develop accurate project cost estimates. If the amount 
of a contract award is less than the amount allocated, or if the final cost of a component is less than the 
amount awarded, the savings generated will not be available for future programming. 

Caltrans will track the delivery of Active Transportation Program projects and submit to the Commission a 
semiannual report showing the delivery of each project phase. 

PROJECT INACTIVITY 

Once funds for a project are encumbered, project applicants are expected to invoice on a regular basis 
(for federal funds, see 23 CFR 630.106 and the Caltrans' Inactive Obligation Policy). Failure to do so will 
result in the project being deemed "inactive" and subject to deobligation if proper justification is not 
provided.  

PROJECT REPORTING 

As a condition of the project allocation, the Commission will require the implementing agency to submit 
semi-annual reports on the activities and progress made toward implementation of the project and a final 
delivery report. An agency implementing a project in the MPO selected portion of the program must also 
submit copies of its semi-annual reports and of its final delivery report to the MPO. The purpose of the 
reports is to ensure that the project is executed in a timely fashion and is within the scope and budget 
identified when the decision was made to fund the project. 

Within one year of the project becoming operable, the implementing agency must provide a final delivery 
report to the Commission which includes: 

• The scope of the completed project as compared to the programmed project. 

• Before and after photos documenting the project. 

• The final costs as compared to the approved project budget. 

• Its duration as compared to the project schedule in the project application. 
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• Performance outcomes derived from the project as compared to those described in the project 
application. This should include before and after pedestrian and/or bicycle counts, and an 
explanation of the methodology for conduction counts. 

• Actual use of the California Conservation Corps or qualified community conservation corps as 
compared to the use in the project application. 

Please note that the final delivery report required by this section is in addition to the aforementioned Final 
Report of Expenditures. 

For the purpose of this section, a project becomes operable when the construction contract is accepted or 
acquired equipment is received, or in the case of non-infrastructure activities, when the activities are 
complete.  

Caltrans must audit a sample of Active Transportation Program projects to evaluate the performance of 
the project, determine whether project costs incurred and reimbursed are in compliance with the executed 
project agreement or approved amendments thereof; state and federal laws and regulations; contract 
provisions; and Commission guidelines, and whether project deliverables (outputs) and outcomes are 
consistent with the project scope, schedule and benefits described in the executed project agreement or 
approved amendments thereof. A report on the projects audited must be submitted to the Commission 
annually. 

ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION (COMMISSION) 

The Commission responsibilities include: 

• Adopt guidelines and policies for the Active Transportation Program. 
• Adopt Active Transportation Program Fund Estimate. 

• Evaluate projects, including the forming of the Project Evaluation Committee. 

• Adopt a program of projects, including: 
o The statewide portion of the Active Transportation Program, 
o The rural portion of the Active Transportation Program, 
o The small urban portion of the Active Transportation Program, and  
o The MPO selected portion of the program based on the recommendations of the MPOs. 
o Ensure that at least 25% of the funds benefit disadvantage communities. 

• Allocate funds to projects. 

• Evaluate and report to the legislature. 

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (CALTRANS) 

Caltrans has the primary responsibility for the administration of the Active Transportation Program. 
Responsibilities include: 

• Provide statewide program and procedural guidance (i.e. provide project evaluation of materials 
and instructions), conducts outreach through various networks such as, but not limited to, the 
Active Transportation Program website, and at conferences, meetings, or workgroups. 

• Provide program training. 

• Solicit project applications for the program. 
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• Facilitate the Project Evaluation Committee. 

• Perform eligibility reviews of Active Transportation Program projects. 

• Evaluate, score, and rank applications. 
• Recommend projects to the Commission for programming and allocation. 

• Notify applicants of the results after each call for projects. 

• Track and report on project implementation. 

• Audit a selection of projects 

• Serve as the main point of contact in project implementation, including the technical assistance 
resource center, after notifying successful applicants of award. 

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATIONS (MPOS) WITH LARGE 
URBANIZED AREAS 

MPOs with large urbanized areas are responsible for overseeing a competitive project selection process 
in accordance with these guidelines. The responsibilities include: 

• Ensure that at least 25% of the funds in each MPO must benefit disadvantage communities. 
• If using different project selection criteria or weighting, minimum project size, match requirement, 

or definition of disadvantage communities for its competitive selection process, the MPO must 
obtain Commission approval prior to the MPO’s call for projects. Use of a minimum project size of 
$500,000 or less, or of a different match requirement than in the statewide competitive program 
does not require prior Commission approval. 

• If electing to have a supplemental MPO specific call for projects, the projects within the MPO 
boundaries that were not selected through the statewide competition must be considered along 
with those received in the supplemental call for projects. An MPO must notify the Commission of 
their intent to have a supplemental call no later than May 21, 2014. 

• In administering a competitive selection process, an MPO must use a multidisciplinary advisory 
group to assist in evaluating project applications. 

• In administering a competitive selection process, an MPO must explain how the projects 
recommended for programming by the MPO include a broad spectrum of projects to benefit 
pedestrians and bicyclists. The explanation must include a discussion of how the recommended 
projects benefit students walking and cycling to school. 

• An MPO choosing to use the same project selection criteria and weighting, minimum project size, 
match requirement, and definition of disadvantage communities as used by the Commission for 
the statewide competition may defer its project selection to the Commission. An MPO deferring its 
project select to the Commission must notify the Commission my May 21, 2014, and may not 
conduct a supplemental call for projects. 

• Approve amendments to the MPO selected portion of the program prior to Commission approval. 

• Recommend allocation requests for a project in the MPO selected portion of the program. 

• Determine which projects to advance and make that recommendation to the Commission. 

• Submit an annual assessment of its portion of the program it terms of its effectiveness in 
achieving the goals of the Active Transportation Program. 

In addition, the following statutory requirements apply specifically to the Southern California Association 
of Governments (SCAG): 

• SCAG must consult with county transportation commissions, the Commission, and Caltrans in the 
development of competitive project selection criteria. The criteria should include consideration of 
geographic equity, consistent with program objectives.  
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• SCAG must place priority on projects that are consistent with plans adopted by local and regional 
governments within the county where the project is located. 

• SCAG must obtain concurrence from the county transportation commissions. 

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCIES (RTPAS) OUTSIDE AN 
MPO WITH LARGE URBANIZED AREAS AND AN MPO WITHOUT LARGE 
URBANIZED AREAS 

These Regional Transportation Planning Agencies and MPOs may make recommendations or provide 
input to the Commission regarding the projects within their boundaries that are applying for Active 
Transportation Program funding. 

PROJECT APPLICANT 

Project applicants nominate Active Transportation Program projects for funding consideration. If awarded 
Active Transportation Program funding for a submitted project, the project applicant (or partnering 
implementing agency if applicable) has contractual responsibility for carrying out the project to completion 
and complying with reporting requirements in accordance with federal, state, and local laws and 
regulations, and these guidelines.  

For capital projects off the state highway system, the project applicant will be responsible for the ongoing 
operations and maintenance of the facility. If another entity agrees to assume responsibility for the 
ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility, documentation of the agreement must be submitted 
with the project application, and a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement 
between the parties must be submitted with the request for allocation. 

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

A city, county, county transportation commission, regional transportation planning agency, MPO, school 
district, or transit district may prepare an active transportation plan. An active transportation plan prepared 
by a city or county may be integrated into the circulation element of its general plan or a separate plan 
which is compliant or will be brought into compliance with the Complete Streets Act, Assembly Bill 1358 
(Chapter 657, Statutes of 2008). An active transportation plan must include, but not be limited to, the 
following components or explain why the component is not applicable: 

a) The estimated number of existing bicycle trips and pedestrian trips in the plan area, both in 
absolute numbers and as a percentage of all trips, and the estimated increase in the number of 
bicycle trips and pedestrian trips resulting from implementation of the plan. 

b) The number and location of collisions, serious injuries, and fatalities suffered by bicyclists and 
pedestrians in the plan area, both in absolute numbers and as a percentage of all collisions and 
injuries, and a goal for collision,  serious injury, and fatality reduction after implementation of the 
plan. 

c) A map and description of existing and proposed land use and settlement patterns which must 
include, but not be limited to, locations of residential neighborhoods, schools, shopping centers, 
public buildings, major employment centers, and other destinations. 

d) A map and description of existing and proposed bicycle transportation facilities. 
e) A map and description of existing and proposed end-of-trip bicycle parking facilities.  
f) A description of existing and proposed policies related to bicycle parking in public locations, 

private parking garages and parking lots and in new commercial and residential developments. 
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g) A map and description of existing and proposed bicycle transport and parking facilities for 
connections with and use of other transportation modes. These must include, but not be limited 
to, parking facilities at transit stops, rail and transit terminals, ferry docks and landings, park and 
ride lots, and provisions for transporting bicyclists and bicycles on transit or rail vehicles or ferry 
vessels. 

h) A map and description of existing and proposed pedestrian facilities at major transit hubs. These 
must include, but are not limited to, rail and transit terminals, and ferry docks and landings. 

i) A description of proposed signage providing wayfinding along bicycle and pedestrian networks to 
designated destinations. 

j) A description of the policies and procedures for maintaining existing and proposed bicycle and 
pedestrian  facilities, including, but not limited to, the maintenance of smooth pavement, freedom 
from encroaching vegetation, maintenance of traffic control devices including striping and other 
pavement markings, and lighting. 

k) A description of bicycle and pedestrian safety, education, and encouragement programs 
conducted in the area included within the plan, efforts by the law enforcement agency having 
primary traffic law enforcement responsibility in the area to enforce provisions of the law 
impacting bicycle and pedestrian safety, and the resulting effect on accidents involving bicyclists 
and pedestrians. 

l) A description of the extent of community involvement in development of the plan, including 
disadvantaged and underserved communities.  

m) A description of how the active transportation plan has been coordinated with neighboring 
jurisdictions, including school districts within the plan area, and is consistent with other local or 
regional transportation, air quality, or energy conservation plans, including, but not limited to, 
general plans and a Sustainable Community Strategy in a Regional Transportation Plan. 

n) A description of the projects and programs proposed in the plan and a listing of their priorities for 
implementation, including the methodology for project prioritization and a proposed timeline for 
implementation. 

o) A description of past expenditures for bicycle and pedestrian facilities and programs, and future 
financial needs for projects and programs that improve safety and convenience for bicyclists and 
pedestrians in the plan area. Include anticipated revenue sources and potential grant funding for 
bicycle and pedestrian uses. 

p) A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be 
used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in 
implementing the plan. 

q) A resolution showing adoption of the plan by the city, county or district. If the active transportation 
plan was prepared by a county transportation commission, regional transportation planning 
agency, MPO, school district or transit district, the plan should indicate the support via resolution 
of the city(s) or county(s) in which the proposed facilities would be located. 

A city, county, school district, or transit district that has prepared an active transportation plan may submit 
the plan to the county transportation commission or transportation planning agency for approval. The city, 
county, school district, or transit district may submit an approved plan to Caltrans in connection with an 
application for funds active transportation facilities which will implement the plan.  

Additional information related to active transportation plans can be found in the sections on Funding for 
Active Transportation Plans and Scoring Criteria. 
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FEDERAL REQUIREMENTS 

Unless programmed for state-only funding, project applicants must comply with the provisions of Title 23 
of the U.S. Code of Federal Regulations and with the processes and procedures contained in the 
Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual and the Master Agreement with Caltrans. Below are 
examples of federal requirements that must be met when administering Active Transportation Program 
projects. 

• National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) compliance and documentation is required on all 
projects. Refer to Chapter 6, Environmental Procedures, of the Local Assistance Procedures 
Manual for guidance and procedures on complying with NEPA and other federal environmentally 
related laws. 

• Project applicants may not proceed with the final design of a project or request "Authorization to 
proceed with Right-of-Way" or "Authorization to proceed with Construction" until Caltrans has 
signed a Categorical Exclusion, a Finding of No Significant Impact, or a Record of Decision. 
Failure to follow this requirement will make the project ineligible for federal reimbursement. 

• If the project requires the purchase of right of way (the acquisition of real property), the provisions 
of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 apply. 
For more information, refer to Chapter 13, Right of Way, of the Local Assistance Procedures 
Manual. 

• If the project applicant requires the consultation services of architects, landscape architects, land 
surveyors, or engineers, the procedures in the Chapter 10, Consultant Selection, of the Local 
Assistance Procedures Manual must be followed. 

• Contract documents are required to incorporate applicable federal requirements such as Davis 
Bacon wage rates, competitive bidding, Disadvantaged Business Enterprises/Equal Employment 
Opportunity provisions, etc. For more information, refer to Chapter 9, Civil Rights and 
Disadvantaged Business Enterprises, and Chapter 12, Plans, Specifications & Estimate, of the 
Local Assistance Procedures Manual 

Failure to comply with federal requirements may result in the repayment to the State of Active 
Transportation Program funds. 

DESIGN STANDARDS 

Streets and Highways Code Section 891 requires that all city, county, regional, and other local agencies 
responsible for the development or operation of bikeways or roadways where bicycle travel is permitted 
utilize all minimum safety design criteria established by Caltrans. Chapter 11, Design Standards, of the 
Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual describes statewide design standards, specifications, 
procedures, guides, and references that are acceptable in the geometric, drainage, and structural design 
of Local Assistance projects. The chapter also describes design exception approval procedures, including 
the delegation of design exception approval authority to the City and County Public Works Directors for 
projects not on the state highway system. These standards and procedures, including the exception 
approval process, must be used for all Active Transportation Program projects.  

For capital projects off the state highway system, the project applicant will be responsible for the ongoing 
operations and maintenance of the facility. If another entity agrees to assume responsibility for the 
ongoing operations and maintenance of the facility, documentation of the agreement must be submitted 
with the project application, and a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement 
between the parties must be submitted with the request for allocation. 
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All facilities constructed using Active Transportation Program funds cannot revert to a non-Active 
Transportation Program use for a minimum of 20 years or its actual useful life as documented in the 
project application, whichever is less, without approval of the Commission. 

PROGRAM EVALUATION 

The Active Transportation Program will be evaluated for its effectiveness in increasing the use of active 
modes of transportation in California. Applicants that receive funding for a project must collect and submit 
data to Caltrans as described in the "Project Reporting" section.  

By December 31, 2014, the Commission will post on its website information about the initial program of 
projects, including a list of all projects programmed and allocated in each portion of the program, by 
region, and by project type, along with information on grants awarded to disadvantaged communities,  

After 2014, the Commission will include in its annual report to the Legislature a discussion on the 
effectiveness of the program in terms of planned and achieved improvement in mobility and safety and 
timely use of funds, and will include a summary of its activities relative to the administration of the Active 
Transportation Program including: 

• Projects programmed, 

• Projects allocated, 

• Projects completed to date by project type, 

• Projects completed to date by geographic distribution, 

• Projects completed to date by benefit to disadvantaged communities, and 

• Projects completed to date with the California Conservation Corps or qualified community 
conservation corps. 
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State ofCalifornia
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS

CALTFORNTA TRANSPORTATTON C W5b46S$rON

Cal ifomia State Transportation Agency

TAB 25

crC Meeting: December 1l-12,2013

4.4
Action Item

Ron Sheppard
Division Chief
Budgets

Acting Chief Financial Officer li[C i ]. Z0l3

**"o"9#+[X?!5"',r'on

Subject: 2014 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUND ESTIMATE
RESOLUTION G-13-17

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) requests the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve the 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Fund Estimate.

ISSUE:

The2014 ATP Fund Estimate's program capacities are based on Senate Bill (SB) 99 andAssembly
Bill (AB) 101, along with the Federal Highway Administration, Commission and Califomia State

Transportation Agency guidance. The Department will work with Commission Staff to make any
needed updates or amendments.

In addition, the following assumptions were used to calculate the2014 ATP Fund Estimate's
program capacities:

L Distribution to Metropolitan Planning Organizations is based upon total population.
o Federal Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) funding distributed according to

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21s'Century (MAP2I) guidance.
o Other federal funds distributed by total population.

2. Recreational Trails not subject to Federal TAP distribution guidelines.
3. Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program funds will not be used in the ATP.
4. 95 percent obligation authority for all federal funding apportionments.
5. Fiscal year 2074-15 of the ATP Fund Estimate includes fiscal year 2013-14 carry over

funds.
6. Population based on 2010 census data.
7. State and federal resources will remain stable throughout the fund estimate period.

BACKGROUND:

The Administration proposed the ATP in the January 2013 Governor's Budget proposal, but due to
the complex nature of the programs, and the scope of the changes proposed, the Legislature chose
to defer action on this proposal when adopting the June 15tn Budget package and instead froze funds
for these purposes and inserted intent language that the ATP would be developed before the end of
the 201 4 lesislative session.

"Caltrans improves mobility across California"



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No.: 4.4
December ll-I2,2013
Page2 of2

The new ATP will divide approximately $124.2 million for active transportation projects between
the state and regions subject to guidelines that will be adopted by the Commission.

This replaces the current system of small-dedicated grant programs, which fund programs like Safe

Routes to Schools, bicycle programs, and recreational trails. The intent of combining this funding
is to improve flexibility and reduce the administrative burden of having several small independent
grant programs.

The ATP, as articulated in SB 99 andAB 101, signed into law September 26,2013, differs from the
Administration's initial proposal in several areas. These changes reflect compromises reached with
various stakeholders and mirror concerns raised about the proposal in budget hearings, including:

1. Funding for the Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program continues to remain a

stand-alone progftrm administered by the Natural Resource Agency instead of being
consolidated in the ATP.

2. The Safe Routes to Schools program is guaranteed at least $24 million of funding from the
Program funds for three years. Of this amount, at least $7.2 million is available for non-
infrastructure progftlm needs including the continuation of technical assistance by the state.

ln the original proposal, the Safe Routes to Schools program had no funding minimum.
3. This proposal includes a requirement that 25 percent of all ATP funds benefit disadvantaged

communities, an addition to the January proposal.
4. The state will not exercise its option to opt out of using federal funds transportation funds

for recreational trails, which was initially part of the administration's proposal. In addition,
the Department of Parks and Recreation will retain $3.4 million of federal funds for
recreational trails.

RESOLUTION G-13-17:

BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation Commission does hereby adopt the 2014 ATP
Fund Estimate, as presented by the Department on December 11, 2013, with programming in the
2014 ATP to be based on the statutory funding identified.

Attachment
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ACTTVE TRANSPORTATTON PROGRAM (ATP) PROPOSAL

FT]i\D ESTIMATE
($ in thousands)

Notes: Individual numbers maynot add tc total due to independentrounding. Final dollar amounb mayvary based on actral apportionnrent and obligational

authority by FHWA or any changes in Federal guidance.

2013-t4 20t+t5 2015-16

2-Year
Total

3-Year
Total

RESOUNcEs

STATE RESOURCES

Beginning Balance

State Highway Account
$0

34,200 34,200 34,200 68,400

$0
102,600

State Resources Subtotal $34.200 $34"200 $34.200 $68,400 $102,600

FEDERAL RESOURCES
Transportation Altemative Program (TAP) $63,650
TAP Recreational Trails 1,900

Other Federal 19.950

$63,650 $63,650
1,900 1,900

19.950 19,950

$127,300
3,800

39,900

$190,950
5,700

59,8s0

Federal Resources Subtotal $85.500 $85.500 $8s.s00 $171,000 $2s6"s00

TOTAL RESOURCES AVAILABLE $119.700 $119,700 $119,700 $239.400 $3s9.100

DISTRIBT
.TION

URBAN REGIONS (MPO Administered)
State ($13,221',

Federal {.34.659'

($13,221) ($t3,221
(34.659) 04.6s9

(526,M2
(69,318

($39,663

(r03,977

Urban Regions Subtotal ($47,880] ($47.880) (S47.880 ($95,7601 ($143,640

SMALL URBAN & RURAL REGIONS (State Administered)
State ($4,829

Federal Q.l4l
($4,829) ($4,829

Q.r{r) (7.r4r
($9,658

fl4.282
($14,487

(21-423

Small Urban & Rural Resions Subtotal (511.970' ($11.970) ($fl.970 ($23"940 ($5.9r0

STATEWIDE COMPETITION (State Administered)
State ($16,150

Federal (43,700
($l6,l50) ($l6,l50)
(43.700) @3.700'

($32,300
(87,400

($48,450)
(1 3 1,1 001

Statewide Competition Subtotal ($59,8501 ($59,850) ($59,8501 ($119.700 (s179.550t

IOTAL DISBURSEMENTS ($119,700)I ($119,700) ($119,700) ($239,400) ($359,1001



ACTTVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATp) PROPOSAL

URBAII REGION SIIARES
($ in thousands)

URBAN REGIONS
FEDERAL

TAP
F'EDERAL

OTHER
STATE TOTAL

MTC Resion $ 5,252 $ 1.915 $ 2,908 $ 10,075
SACOG Region t,472 609 t,t23 3,205
SCAG Resion 14.493 4,833 6,106 25,432
Fresno COG (Fresno UZA) 559 249 503 1,311

Kern COG (Bakersfield) 448 225 510 I,183
SAI{DAG (San Dieso UZA) 2.s26 829 1.006 4361
San Joaquin COG (Stockton) 317 183 46s 966
Stanislaus COG (Modesto) 306 138 281 725
Tulare CAG (Visalia) 187 ll8 317 623

Total $ 25.s59 $ 9"100 $ 13.221 $ 47.880

Disadvantaged
Communities*

$ 2,519

801

63s8
328
296

1.090

241

181

156

$ 11.970

Notes: lndividual numbers maynot add o total due to independent rounding. Final dollar amounb may vary based on actual appcrtionment and obligational
authority by FHWA or any changes in Federal guidance.

*Per Senate Bill 99, ATP guidelines strall include a proces to ensue no less than 25 percent of overall program funds beneft disadvantqed communities.

URBAN REGIONS
FEDERAL

TAP
FEDERAL
OTHER

STATE TOTAL

MTC Reeion $ 10,503 $ 3.829 $ 5.816 $ 20.149
SACOG Resion 2.945 1.218 2,247 6,41.0

SCAG Reeion 28,985 9,667 12.2t3 s0.865
Fresno COG (Fresno UZA) t.l 18 498 1,005 2,622
Kern COG (Bakersfield) 895 450 1.021 2366
SANDAG (San Dieeo UZA) 5.052 1.658 2,013 8,722
San Joaquin COG (Stockton) 633 367 931 1.931

Stanislaus COG (Modesto) 612 275 562 1,450
Tulare CAG (Visalia) 375 237 634 r246
Total s 51.119 $ 18.199 s 26.442 $ 95.760

Disadvantaged
Communities*

$ 5,037

1,602

12,7t6
655

591

2,180

483

362
311

$ 23.940
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KERN COG 
Public Workshop 

 

AIR QUALITY:  KEEPING UP WITH 
CHANGING STANDARDS 

 

 The U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency’s (EPA) overlapping air 
quality standards for ozone and 
particulate matter (PM2.5) 
 

 The local process for addressing EPA 
standards 
 

 The San Joaquin Valley’s air quality 
successes and remaining challenges 
 

 Results of a recent ozone study in 
Arvin, California 
 

    Questions 
  

Thursday, March 20, 2014 
6:00-6:20 PM 

 
Kern Council of Governments 

1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield California 
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AGENDA 
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                                                      THURSDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                       MARCH 20, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                                 6:30 P.M. 
WEB SITE: www.kerncog.org                  
 
6:00 P.M.  KERN COG WORKSHOP:   AIR QUALITY:  KEEPING UP WITH CHANGING STANDARDS 
 
DISCLAIMER:  This agenda includes the proposed actions and activities, with respect to each agenda item, as 
of the date of posting.  As such, it does not preclude the Committee from taking other actions on items on the 
agenda, which are different or in addition to those recommended. 
   
I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:    
 
II. ROLL CALL: Flores, Hanson, Wood, Aguirre, Wilke, Cantu, Holloway, Johnston, Linder, Smith, 

Wegman, Couch, Scrivner, Kiernan, Miller, Silver 
 
III. PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members may 
respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask a question for clarification, 
make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 
meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES, WITH THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIR 
TO EXTEND THE TIME LIMIT AS DEEMED APPROPRIATE FOR CONDUCTING THE MEETING. 
PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 
PRESENTATION.  

 
 Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the 

Transportation Planning Policy Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street Suite 300; 
Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 861-2191.  Every effort will be made to reasonably 
accommodate individuals with disabilities by making meeting materials available in alternative formats. 
Requests for assistance should be made at least three (3) working days in advance whenever possible. 

 
IV. CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT: All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 
no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion 
is desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the 
listed sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning 
the item before action is taken.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 
A. Approval of Minutes – February 20, 2014  

 
B. Response to Public Comments (None) 

 
C. FY 2014-15 TDA Apportionment Estimate (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: The total Transportation Development Act (TDA) funding for fiscal year 2014/2015 is 
estimated to be $33,697,656. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed 
this item.  
 
Action: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Apportionment Estimate. VOICE VOTE. 
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D. FY 2013-14 FTA Section 5311 Program of Projects (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: Rural agencies providing public transportation services are eligible to apply for FY 
2013/2014 funding from the Federal Transportation Administration (FTA) through the Section 
5311 program. Ten local agencies are eligible to apply for a total of $1,755,609.  

 
 Action:  Recommend that Kern COG’s FY 2013/14 FTA Section 5311 projects are consistent 
with the Regional Transportation Plan and the Coordinated Human Services Transportation 
Plan, and authorize the Executive Director to sign the Regional Transportation Planning Agency 
and Certification and authorize Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-06. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

*** END CONSENT CALENDAR - ROLL CALL VOTE *** 
 

V.    CMAQ SUBSTITUTION PROJECT POLICY (Stramaglia) 
 

Comment: In order not to lose federal-aid Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality Program transportation 
funding to the Kern region, Kern COG staff is proposing to add an additional $7 million of substitution 
CMAQ projects in the programming FFY 2016-17 in the event that projects for 14-15 and 15-16 FFY are 
not delivered. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
Action:  Approve the CMAQ Substitute Project Policy and Attachment A - List of CMAQ Substitution 
Projects - Program of Projects FFY 2016-17. VOICE VOTE 

 
VI. PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY AND PROCEDURES UPDATE FOR ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

PROGRAM (Stramaglia) 
 

Comment: The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes 
2013) and Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes 
of transportation, such as biking and walking. Chapter 6 of the Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and 
Procedures requires an update to include the California Transportation Commission approved policy. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 

 Action: Information. 
 
VII.    DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS 

ALLOCATION PLAN; DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT 2015 FEDERAL 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR QUALITY 
CONFORMITY ANALYSIS (Ball) 
 
Comment:  Update on schedule for the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan with Regional Housing Needs 
Allocation Plan; Environmental Impact Report; Air Quality Conformity Analysis; and 2015 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this 
item.  Public review draft documents are available at www.kerncog.org beginning March 12 with comments 
due by May 6. 
 
Action:   Information.  

 
VIII. BOARD MEMBER’S MEETING REPORTS: (None) 

 
IX.       CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress)  
 
X.        EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  (Report on Projects and Programs in Progress) 

 
XI. MEMBER STATEMENTS: On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a 

brief report on their own activities.  In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for 
clarification on any matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request 
staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any 
member thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. 

 
XII. ADJOURNMENT 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 
 Minutes of Meeting of February 20, 2014 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM FEBRUARY 20, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 6:30 P.M. 
                                                                                                                                                                              
The meeting was called to order by Chair Harold Hanson at approximately 6:30 p.m. 
 
    I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 
 
   II. ROLL CALL: 

Members Present: Flores, Hanson, Wood, Pascual, Cantu, Johnston, Smith, Wegman, Couch, Miller,  
Members Absent: Wilke, Holloway, Linder, Scrivner, Silver, Kiernan 
Alternates: Morgan, Krier, Fox  

 Others:  10 
Staff:  Hakimi, Collins, Ball, Phipps, Stramaglia, Pacheco, Snoddy, Palomo, Hightower, Campbell, 
Heimer, and Hall 
 

III.   PUBLIC COMMENTS:  This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 
any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members   may 
respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask a question for clarification; make 
a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 
meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND 
ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.  

 
  A representative from the Kern County Sherriff’s Department gave a status of the littering enforcement.  
 
  Mr. Marvin Dean handed out flyers regarding the California Transportation Regional Summit that will be 

held March 26-28 at Four Points Sheraton and invited the Board members and their staff to attend.  
 
 IV.  CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:  All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 
no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion is 
desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the listed 
sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning the 
item before action is taken. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
  A. Approval of Minutes – January 16, 2014  

     B. Response to Public Comments (None) 
   C. FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim – County of Kern for $2,492,720 

     D.     Draft San Joaquin Valley Joint Powers Authority 2014 Business Plan 
E. Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) – Final Program of Projects 

  F.   Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) – Final Program of Projects 
G.   Project Accountability 

 H. Project Delivery Letters 
 I. Timeline for Draft 2014 Regional Transportation Plan with Draft Regional Housing Needs Assessment; 

Draft Environmental Impact Report; Draft 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program; and 
Corresponding Draft Air Quality Conformity Analysis 

 J. Strategic Growth Council’s Request for Proposals 2014 
 K. Regional Traffic Count Program Enhancements 
 L. Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Development Timeline and Methodology 
  

 *** END CONSENT CALENDAR*** 
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MOTION BY DIRECTOR SMITH, second by Director Couch, TO APPROVE THE CONSENT 
CALENDAR. Motion carried with a roll call vote. 
 

V. DRAFT ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP) GUIDELINES AND CALL FOR PROJECTS 
 

Mr. Stramaglia stated that this item starts on page 98 of the online agenda file. The Active Transportation 
Program was created by Senate Bill 99 and Assembly Bill 101 to encourage increased use of active 
modes of transportation, such as biking and walking with consideration to appropriate access to public 
infrastructure. The California Transportation Commission is developing Active Transportation Program 
Guidelines for statewide implementation which are scheduled for adoption by March 20, 2014 followed by 
a Call for Projects the next day on March 21, 2014. Project applications are due to Caltrans by May 21, 
2014 and there will NOT be a separate call for projects for the Kern COG pass-thru programming 
revenue. Instead, eligible ranked projects not funded by the state will be forwarded to Kern COG. A 
review committee will prioritize and constrain a regional Program of Projects and submit it to the Kern 
COG Board at the September meeting for approval and the CTC for approval by November of this year. 
The ATP new projects will subsequently be amended into the 2015 FTIP for delivery from the 2014-15 
and 2015-16 year. Commission has adopted fund estimates indicate a Kern ATP pass-thru programming 
capacity of $1.183 million for 14-15 FFY and $2.366 million for 15-16 FFY. The statewide budget is $179 
million. Additionally A Safe Routes to School Application Workshop was held Wednesday hosted by 
Peter Smith of Kern COG staff – participating agencies included Kern County, Lamont School District, 
Cities of Bakersfield, Delano, Ridgecrest, Wasco and McFarland. Kern COG staff is requesting the 
following action: 1) Support staff recommendation to participate in the CTC Call for Projects; 2) Approve 
policy to grandfather Transportation Enhancement (TE) projects if needed, subject to ATP eligibility 
requirements; 3) Direct staff to update existing Kern COG project delivery policy; and 4) Direct staff to 
participate in a regional ATP Plan. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends 
approval as requested by staff. With regard to the Transportation Enhancement (TE) item, we have since 
learned that remaining TE projects not yet delivered will carry forward in this state fiscal year and the next 
and remain part of the STIP process. We have informed lead agencies for these projects to deliver them 
in the current process. We consider the TE grandfather request a last resort but not ideal as it takes 
capacity away from new projects.   

 
Director Cantu asked about the grandfather clause. Mr. Stramaglia explained that one of the differences 
between and ATP program and the TE program is that it doesn’t cover the landscape enhancements, the 
scope would need to be rewritten and also the emphasis on connecting infrastructure better for safety.  
 
Director Morgan asked who the contact is. Mr. Stramaglia said it would be Peter Smith.  
 
Director Couch asked if it would be in this ATP plan to extend the existing bike path. Mr. Stramaglia said 
yes, May 20th is the application deadline to nominate new projects. Director Couch asked Mr. Hakimi if we 
could get together to discuss this. Mr. Hakimia said that he would contact him to set something up. 
 
MOTION BY DIRECTOR MORGAN, second by Director Smith, 1) TO SUPPORT STAFF 
RECOMMENDATION TO PARTICIPATE IN THE CTC CALL FOR PROJECTS; 2) APPROVE POLICY 
TO GRANDFATHER TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT (TE) PROJECTS IF NEEDED, SUBJECT 
TO ATP ELIGIBILTY REQUIREMENTS; 3) DIRECT STAFF TO UPDATE EXISTING KERN COG 
PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY; AND 4) DIRECT STAFF TO PARTICIPATE IN A REGIONAL ATP 
PLAN. Motion carried with a voice vote. 
 

VI. BOARD MEMBERS MEETING REPORTS (None) 
  
VII.       CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress) 
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Ms. Miller gave a report on projects in progress: South Bakersfield 8-lane widening currently completing 
work on the rubberized concrete pavement and also the barriers, the Pacheco bridge and the railroad 
bridge. The remaining work on the two bridges is the polyester concrete overlay which is scheduled to 
start next week. On SR 99 north widening there is on-going construction and there will still be lane 
closures, the project is 60% completed. The Leredo Lane reconstruction rehab job on SR 99 from 
Beardsley Canal bridge to the SR 46/99 separation was completed February 14th. The westbound Sand 
Canyon Bridge was completed on February 3rd. The Red Rock Canyon bridge replacement there is still 
work going on there. The left bridge has been poured and the right ridge construction is scheduled to 
start in April. On SR 178 Morning Drive which is part of the TRIP program the contractor is working on 
the eastbound on and off ramps on the south side of the road, paving will begin within the next few 
weeks. The southbound Bedford Green Drive has been closed for a couple of weeks to install the 
drainage across the street. The Panama Lane project to construct a south bound aux lane on the 
Panama Lane off ramp, the work is 98% complete, the aux lane has been open to the public since the 1st 
of December, they are waiting on warmer weather at night to finish the HMA pavement repair and place 
traffic striping and marking. Also waiting on PG&E to finish the electrical work. The SR 58 Gap closure 
taking it from 4 to 6 lanes between SR 99 and Cottonwood Road, the contractor is replacing K rail on 
Cottonwood, P and Madison Streets starting today and continue through the 23rd to widen the bridges, it 
will only effect the city streets and will be done at night. The California on-ramp improvements on SR 99 
was in one month suspension due to issues with electrical utilities, it will start up again the first of April.  
 

 VIII. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  
 

Mr. Hakimi stated that this past month, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) allocated $1 
million for the McFarland Rumble Strip Project on State Route 99 near McFarland. This project will 
construct and widen northbound median shoulder and add rumble strips to reduce collisions and improve 
overall safety. The STIP hearing for southern California was held on Feb. 4th. Thank you to Mayor pro 
tem from Ridgecrest who helped behind the scene with his contact with CTC. Congratulations also go out 
to Ridgecrest and Tehachapi, both have bid openings coming up in the next few weeks, Feb. 27 for West 
Ridgecrest Blvd and March 6th for Challenger Drive. Both of those project have been in the works for 14 
years. Feb. 28th the CTC will release their staff recommendations on how much money all agencies in 
the state will receive. March 7th is the tentative release date for Kern COG’s Regional Transportation Plan 
55 day review. You may be contacted by interested parties and he said he’s always available for 
questions. March 20th is the CTC meeting in Orange County where they will adopt the 2014 STIP. Finally 
and more importantly please take a moment to congratulate each other on the regional cooperation 
demonstrated tonight on the successful programming of more than $40 million in CMAQ and RSTP 
funds. He gave a special thank you to Raquel Pacheco of our staff for her hard work and for making it 
look so easy.   
  

IX. MEMBER STATEMENTS:  
 

On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a brief report on their own 
activities. In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for clarification on any 
matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request staff to report 
back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any member 
thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda.  None heard. 
 

X. ADJOURNMENT:  There being no further business the meeting adjourned at approximately 7:05 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
                                                                             
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 

ATTEST: 
                                                          
_________________________________  
Harold W. Hanson, Chair    DATE: _______________________          
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March 20, 2014 

 
TO:   Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi, 
   Executive Director 
 
   BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
    Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT:  TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM C. 
   FY 2014/2015 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT 
   APPORTIONMENT ESTIMATE  
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The total Transportation Development Act (TDA) funding for fiscal year 2014/2015 is estimated to be 
$33,697,656. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Based upon funding estimates prepared by the Kern County Auditor-Controller for the Local 
Transportation fund #24075 and by the Controller of the State of California for the State Transit 
Assistance Fund #24076, Kern COG anticipates TDA funding for 2014/2015 to be as follows: 
   

      FY 2013/14      FY2014/15           Percent  
Fund                   Amount        Amount                     Inc. (Decr.) 

 
Local Transportation $35,742,638  $29,064,020   (18.7) 
Fund #24075 
 
State Transit Assistance $4,829,484  $4,633,636   (4.1%) 
Fund #24076  __________  ___________ 
 
TOTAL   $40,572,122  $33,697,656   (17%) 
 
Attached are specific estimates by area apportionment. Prospective claimants are reminded that the 
amounts cited represent estimates and that available funding will vary with actual tax receipts. In 
addition, these estimates will be revised in response to new local population estimates provided by the 
California Department of Finance in May 2014. This information has been forwarded to staff 
representatives of each prospective claimant.  
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval. 
 
ACTION: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Apportionment Estimate. VOICE VOTE. 
 
Attachments:  SCO STAF Fiscal Year 2014/2015 Summary 

Kern County LTF Fund estimate and apportionment schedule A and B  
 



Kern Council of Governments

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT

SCHEDULE "B"
PLANNING CONTRIBUTIONS BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT
Fiscal Year 2014-2015

Revised: May 1, 2013
Prospective POPULATION POPULATION PLANNING

Claimant BASIS RATIO CONTRIBUTION
at 01/01/13

ARVIN 19,960 2.32% $19,626

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.52% $12,858

DELANO 51,963 6.05% $51,179

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT 479,501 55.97% $473,471

MARICOPA 1,165 0.13% $1,100

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.46% $12,351

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.29% $27,831

SHAFTER 17,029 1.98% $16,750

TAFT 8,911 1.03% $8,713

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.54% $13,027

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $25,378

KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 186,225 21.71% $183,653
 --------------------- --------------------- -----------------------------

PROOF N/A $845,937
TOTALS 857,852 100.00% $845,937

=========== =========== ================



Kern Council of Governments
Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS
FY 2014/15

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/13 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,960 2.33% $637,301.02 $98,212.79 $73,250.00 $3,981.00 $739,494.81

BAKERSFIELD (1) 359,221 41.85% $10,874,461.56 $1,764,036.51 $0.00 $0.00 $12,638,498.07

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.53% $418,485.22 $64,491.66 $35,730.00 $1,942.00 $484,918.88

DELANO 51,963 6.06% $1,657,529.70 $255,437.54 $87,084.00 $4,733.00 $1,917,700.25

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,969,978.00 $324,448.00 $324,448.00

MARICOPA 1,165 0.15% $41,027.96 $6,322.71 $0.00 $0.00 $47,350.67

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.47% $402,074.04 $61,962.57 $0.00 $0.00 $464,036.61

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.30% $902,615.18 $139,099.65 $212,817.00 $11,566.00 $1,053,280.84

SHAFTER 17,029 1.99% $544,304.31 $83,881.31 $39,744.00 $2,160.00 $630,345.61

TAFT 8,911 1.04% $284,460.54 $43,837.47 $351,483.00 $19,102.00 $347,400.01

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.55% $423,955.62 $65,334.69 $4,559.00 $248.00 $489,538.30

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $820,559.26 $126,454.23 $26,710.00 $1,452.00 $948,465.49

KERN CO.-IN (1) 120,280 14.02% $3,643,009.59 $590,962.77 $0.00 $0.00 $4,233,972.35

KERN CO.-OUT 186,255 21.71% $5,938,113.83 $915,107.11 $899,092.00 $48,863.00 $6,902,083.94

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $764,077.43 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $764,077.43

PROOF N/A $27,351,975.26 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $31,985,611.26

TOTALS 857,882 100.00% $27,351,975.26 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $31,985,611.26

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $290,640.20 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $290,640.20

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $575,467.60 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $575,467.60

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $845,937.38 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $845,937.38

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $29,064,020.45 $4,215,141.00 N/A $418,495.00 $33,697,656.45

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.
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March 20, 2014 

 
TO:              Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:        Ahron Hakimi 
                    Executive Director 
 
                    By:       Robert M. Snoddy 
                                Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT:  TPPC AGENDA NUMBER ITEM IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM D 
                    FY 2013/2014 FTA SECTION 5311 PROGRAM OF PROJECTS  
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
Rural agencies providing public transportation services are eligible to apply for FY 2013/2014 funding 
from the Federal Transportation Administration (FTA) through the Section 5311 program. Ten local 
agencies are eligible to apply for a total of $1,755,609.  

 
DISCUSSION: 
 

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) provides capital and operating assistance to eligible rural public 
transit operators. This capital and operating assistance program, referred to as the FTA Section 5311 
program, is intended to provide improved transportation services to meet needs of Kern County rural 
residents. In its capacity as the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA), Kern COG assures 
that the projects are consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan and the Coordinated Humans 
Services Transportation Plan. 
 
Program grants are made for no more than 55.33 percent (55.33%) of the total project cost. Eligible 
projects include, but are not limited to, operating costs, wheelchair accessible vans and buses, 
communications equipment, vehicle rehabilitation and computer software and hardware. 
 
Kern COG has solicited applications from FTA Section 5311 eligible cities that include Arvin, California 
City, McFarland, Ridgecrest, Shafter, Taft, Tehachapi, Wasco and County of Kern. The applications will 
be reviewed by Kern COG staff and forwarded to the Caltrans district 6 and 9 offices for final approval. 
 
The guidelines require regional agencies to certify that projects shown in Attachment “A” are consistent 
with the Regional Transportation Plan. Kern COG staff will ensure that submitted applications are 
consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan and the Coordinated Human Services Transportation 
Plan. 
 
Attachment: Attachment “A” Fiscal Year 2013/2014 Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5311 
Regional Program of Projects (POP) for Kern County 
 
ACTION: 
 
Recommend that Kern COG’s FY 2013/14 FTA Section 5311 projects are consistent with the Regional 
Transportation Plan and the Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan, and authorize the 
Executive Director to sign the Regional Transportation Planning Agency and Certification and authorize 
Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-06. ROLL CALL VOTE. 



BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 

 
Resolution No. 14-06 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION SECTION 5311 PROGRAM  
 
 WHEREAS, the Section 5311 program of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) provides capital assistance to public 
agencies; 
 
 WHEREAS, the FTA Section 5311 program is intended to provide improved transportation services for rural public 
transportation agencies; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan adopted by Kern COG actively promotes public transit services for rural 
communities.  
 
NOW, THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED: 
 

1. Kern COG endorses the program of projects to provide capital assistance to agencies providing 
transportation services to residents in rural Kern County; 

 
2. Kern COG hereby certifies that the recommended program of projects have met the conditions for the 

Section 5311 program, are consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan and Coordinated Human 
Services Transportation Plan; and 

 
3. Kern COG assures that the operational and capital projects finally recommended for funding will be 

included in the Federal Transportation Improvement Plan (FTIP). 
 

ADOTPED, SIGNED AND APPROVED THIS 20TH DAY OF MARCH 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
          ____________________ 
          Harold W. Hanson, Chair 
          Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly adopted at a regular 
scheduled meeting held on the 20th day of March 20, 2014. 
 
________________________________  Date: _____________________ 
Ahron Hakimi, Interim Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 



  

 

 
 

CCAALLIIFFOORRNNIIAA  DDEEPPAARRTTMMEENNTT  OOFF  TTRRAANNSSPPOORRTTAATTIIOONN    
DDIIVVIISSIIOONN  OOFF  MMAASSSS  TTRRAANNSSPPOORRTTAATTIIOONN  

RRuurraall  TTrraannssiitt  aanndd  IInntteerrcciittyy  BBuuss  BBrraanncchh 

 
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION (FTA) 

SECTION 5311 REGIONAL PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (POP) 
 

FFEEDDEERRAALL  FFIISSCCAALL  YYEEAARR  22001144    
  

  
  

 
AAllll  SSeeccttiioonn  55331111  AApppplliiccaattiioonnss  aanndd  PPOOPP  aarree  dduuee  ttoo  CCaallttrraannss  DDiissttrriicctt  TTrraannssiitt  RReepprreesseennttaattiivveess  ((DDTTRR))  bbyy  MMaayy  99,,  
22001144..    HHoowweevveerr,,  iiff  tthheerree  aarree  iissssuueess  mmeeeettiinngg  tthhee  ddeeaaddlliinneess,,  pplleeaassee  nnoottiiffyy  yyoouurr  DDTTRR  aass  ssoooonn  aass  ppoossssiibbllee..      

 
All Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Applications and POP are due to Caltrans District 
Transit Representatives (DTR) by April 15, 2014. 
 
 



  

 
County/Region: Kern District: 6&9 
Original Submission Date:       Revision No.       Revision Submission Date:       

 
FFEEDDEERRAALL  FFIISSCCAALL  YYEEAARR  22001144 

Section 5311 Program of Projects (POP)  
            X Regular 5311                    JARC 5311   
 
(A) Available Funding: 

Carryover: (+) $0  
Estimated Apportionment [FFY 2013]: (+) $1,755,609  

(A) TOTAL FUNDS AVAILABLE:  = $1,755,609  
 
((BB))  PPrrooggrraammmmiinngg  ((PPOOPP))::  CCoommpplleettee  PPaarrttss  II  aanndd  IIII  

 Federal Share 
Part I.   Operating Assistance - Total:   (+) $1,755,609 

Part II.  Capital - Total:   (+) $0 
 (B) Total [Programmed]:   (=) $1,755,609 

 
((CC))  BBaallaannccee    

 Federal Share 
(A) Total Funds Available:   (+) $1,755,609 

(B) Total [Programmed]:    (-) $1,755,609 
* Balance:   (=) $0 

 

*BALANCE – Regional Apportionment Funds ONLY: 
o Please Note - 

 funds must be programmed in subsequent year 
 final approval to be determined by the Department 

o Request/Letter to carryover funds should include -  
 justification for programming postponement 
 purpose and project plan 
 letter of support from local Transportation Planning Agency 

 
  
  
((DD))  FFlleexxiibbllee  FFuunnddss  ((CCMMAAQQ,,  SSTTPP  oorr  FFeeddeerraalliizzeedd  SSTTIIPP))::  CCoommpplleettee  PPaarrtt  IIIIII  ((FFoorr  rreeffeerreennccee  oonnllyy))..    

  Federal Share 
 (D)  Part III.  Flex Fund - Total: $0 

 
 

  

FFUUNNDDIINNGG  SSUUMMMMAARRYY  
 Federal Share 

(B) Regional Apportioned - Total [Programmed]:   (+) $1,755,609 
(D) Flex Fund - Total:   (+) $0 

 GRAND TOTAL [Programmed]:  (=) $1,755,609 
 

Contact Person/Title: Bob Snoddy/Regional Planner Date:       
Phone Number: (661) 861-2191   

 

Request for transfer will be applied for directly through the District 
- Local Assistance District Engineer, and Headquarters’ Division 
of Local Assistance. Division of Mass Transportation will receive a 
conformation once the transfer is completed. 



  

Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) – 
All federal funds to be used for transit projects must be included in a federally approved STIP.  A Transportation Planning Agency (TPA) must ensure that 
Section 5311 projects are included in the Department of Transportation’s (Department) Statewide Transportation Federal Improvement Program (FSTIP), 
which is jointly approved by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and FTA.   
 
A copy of the federally approved STIP Page must be attached for all projects to be programmed through the Section 5311 program.  The project 
description and associated dollar amounts must be consistent with the federally approved STIP information. 
 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) are responsible for programming projects within their jurisdiction. Upon receiving the POPs from the 
Districts, Rural Transit & Procurement staff will submit Non-MPO / Rural Transportation organizations projects directly to the Department’s Division 
of Transportation Programming for inclusion into the FSTIP. 
 

For further guidance see the Department’s Division of Transportation Programming website:  
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/transprog/fedpgm.htm 
 
PART I.  Regional Apportionment - Operating Assistance  
For all Operating Projects - a complete application MUST be submitted with this POP.  
 
 

Subrecipient Project Description 
Federal 
Share 

Local 
Share 

(Excluding 
Toll 

Credit) 

Toll 
Credit 

Amount 
Net Project 

Cost 

PROGRAM 
OF 

PROJECTS 
DOC YR 

PROGRAMMED 
DATE OR 

AMENDMENT # 

 Arvin 
 Operating 
Assistance  $78,637  $595,000   $673,637 

 FY 2013-
2014 June 2014  

 California 
City 

 Operating 
Assistance  $51,777  $300,065    $351,842 

FY 2013-
 2014  June 2014 

 Kern 
Regional 
Transit 

 Operating 
Assistance  $1,207,846  $8,003,015    $9,210,861 

 FY 2013-
2014  June 2014 

 McFarland 
 Operating 
Assistance  $49,495  $165,800    $215,295 

 FY 2013-
2014  June 2014 

 Ridgecrest 
 Operating 
Assistance  $111,643  $1,159,159    $1,270,802 

 FY 2013-
2014  June 2014 

 Shafter 
 Operating 
Assistance  $67,050  $331,921    $398,971 

 FY 2013-
2014  June 2014 



  

 Taft 
 Operating 
Assistance  $35,450  $1,085,019    $1,120,469 

FY 2013-
 2014  June 2014 

 Tehachapi 
 Operating 
Assistance  $52,303  $145,740    $198,043 

 FY 2013-
2014  June 2014 

Wasco Operating Assistance $101,408 $250,829  $352,237 FY 2013-2014 June 2014 

 

Operating 
Assistance Funds 

Total  $1,755,609  $12,036,548    $13,792,157 
   

PART II.  Regional Apportionment – Capital 
For all Capital Projects - a complete application MUST be submitted with this POP.  
  
 

Subrecipient Project Description 
Federal 
Share 

Local 
Share 

(Excluding 
Toll 

Credit) 

Toll 
Credit 

Amount 

Net 
Project 

Cost 

PROGRAM 
OF 

PROJECTS 
DOC YR 

PROGRAMMED 
DATE OR 

AMENDMENT # 
                
                
                
                
                
                

 
 Capital Total         

   
 
 
PART III.  FLEX FUNDS (i.e. CMAQ, STP, or Federalized STIP*) if applicable 
For Flex Fund Projects - a complete application MUST be submitted with this POP. *FFeeddeerraalliizzeedd  SSTTIIPP  pprroojjeeccttss  mmuusstt  ccoommpplleettee  CCTTCC  aallllooccaattiioonn  

pprroocceessss..  

  



  

Subrecipient Project Description 
Fund 
Type 

Federal 
Share 

Local 
Share 

(Excluding 
Toll 

Credit) 

Toll 
Credit 

Amount 

Net 
Project 

Cost 

PROGRAM 
OF 

PROJECTS 
DOC YR 

PROGRAMMED 
DATE OR 

AMENDMENT # 
                  
                  
                  
                  

 
 Capital Total           

   
 
PART IV.  Vehicle Replacement Information  
 

 State Contract   Local Purchase  Piggyback          Other        Explain: ______________________________  
  

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
 

  
IINNSSTTRRUUCCTTIIOONNSS  

 
PART I – Operating Assistance 
 

 Do not list previously approved projects (i.e. projects listed in a prior grant). 
 Funding split:  44.67% Local Share and 55.33% Federal Share. 

Vehicle Description 

Type Number of 
Passengers 

Fuel 
Type 

Length VIN. # In 
Service 

Date 

Current/End 
Mileage 

Disposition 
Date 

        
        
        
        
        



  

 Third Party Contract Requirement – all third party contracts must contain federal clauses required under FTA Circular 4220.1E and approved by 
the State prior to bid release.  . 

 Net project cost does not include ineligible cost (i.e. farebox, other revenues, etc.). 
  
PART II – Capital (Vehicles, Construction, Preventive Maintenance and Planning) 
 

 All vehicles procured with Section 5311 program funds must be ADA accessible regardless of service type (fixed route or demand-response 
service). 

 Capital projects must contain a full description of project:  A PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL SURVEY (PES) is required for Capital 
projects other than vehicle procurement.(i.e. facility or shelter - include specifics, planning studies, preventative maintenance). The PES does not 
satisfy the requirements for environmental review and approval.  When the agency prepares the documentation for a categorical exclusion, the 
Environmental Justice Analysis must be included.   

 Funding split:  11.47% Local Share and 88.53% Federal Share.  
 Procurement Contract Requirement – all documents used for procuring capital projects must contain federal clauses required under FTA Circular 

4220.1E and approved by DMT prior to bid release. 
 

  
PART III.  Section 5311 FLEXIBLE FUNDS [i.e. CMAQ, STP, or Federalized STIP*] if applicable: 
 

 Request for transfer will be applied for directly through the District - Local Assistance District Engineer, and Headquarters’ Division of Local 
Assistance. Division of Mass Transportation (DMT) will receive a confirmation once the transfer is completed.   
 

 Funding split:  11.47% Local Share and 88.53% Federal Share. CMAQ may be funded up to 100% at the discretion of the Regional Planning 
Agency/MPO. 

 
PART IV.  Vehicle Replacement 
 

 For each vehicle identified as replacement and/or expansion of fleet in sections II and/or III the following information is required: type (van, bus, 
trolley, type 1, 2, 3, 4, etc), vehicle identification number (VIN #), vehicle length (i.e. 35 ft.), passenger capacity, fuel type, in service date, 
current/end mileage, disposition date, and procurement type (i.e. State contract, local procurement, piggyback, etc). 

 

FFEEDDEERRAALL  FFIISSCCAALL  YYEEAARR  22001144::  AAllll  FFlleexxiibbllee  ((CCMMAAQQ))  CCAAPPIITTAALL  ffuunnddeedd pprroojjeeccttss  - a complete 5311 application is required at the time a POP is 
submitted.  POP and application should be submitted to the DTR by April 15, 2014.  Part II of the application (Regional Certifications and 
Assurances) must be complete (i.e. signature, specific project programming information). 
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March 20, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM: AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Joseph Stramaglia, 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER V.  

CMAQ SUBSTITUTION PROJECT POLICY 
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
In order not to lose federal-aid Congestion Mitigation / Air Quality Program transportation funding to the Kern 
region, Kern COG staff is proposing to add an additional $7 million of substitution CMAQ projects in the 
programming FFY 2016-17 in the event that projects for 14-15 and 15-16 FFY are not delivered. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION:   
 
In order not to lose federal-aid Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality Program funds, Kern COG staff proposes to 
add about $7 million of substitution CMAQ projects in the programming FFY 2016-17 in the event that 
projects for 14-15 and 15-16 FFY are not delivered. The first draft of the policy was presented as part of the 
February 5, 2014 Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) agenda. The following policy and 
project list has been revised based on comments from the TTAC. The Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee recommends approval of this action as requested. See “Attachment A” - List of CMAQ Substitution 
Projects Program of Projects FFY 16-17. 
 

CMAQ Substitute Project Policy 
 

 Kern COG staff shall select top scoring projects from the most recent Call for Projects list of eligible 
projects, not selected for programming in 14-15 or 15-16, as a substitute project; the selected projects are 
limited to two per agency unless there is a need to provide additional projects to meet the maximum 
programming target. 

 Lead agencies of proposed CMAQ substitution projects must be in agreement with Kern COG staff 
recommendation to be included in the CMAQ substitution project list.  

 While Kern COG staff will recommend a list of CMAQ substitution projects based on this policy, other 
CMAQ substitution projects may be nominated by the lead agency and brought to the Board for their 
consideration regardless of the Kern COG staff recommendation.  

 Once selected and programmed, CMAQ substitution projects must be approved for advancement by the 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and the Kern COG Board, considering the circumstances 
of a failing project, programming time-limits, CMAQ substitute project readiness, and original project 
ranking. 
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CMAQ Substitution Policy 
 

 

 Programming capacity for CMAQ substitution projects shall be limited up to 75% of the known 
apportionment level for the fiscal year following two fiscal years of new project programming. 

 CMAQ substitution projects should be shovel ready, already designed using local resources, no rights-of-
way work and have environmental clearance at the time of project selection, to advance in place of a 
currently programmed project that will not be advanced. 

 If a substitute project is not advanced within two prior years of the programmed year and the agency 
resubmits the project, the project will require a new application to be reviewed, ranked and prioritized as 
part of the call for projects. 

 Substitution projects may be larger in cost than the anticipated programming gap because Caltrans 
allows access of un-used statewide federal-aid resources as of May 1 of each year. Federal-aid approval 
of a substitution project will be subject to state availability of federal-aid cash within a given fiscal year. 

 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee approved this item. 
 
ACTION:    
 
Approve the CMAQ Substitute Project Policy and Attachment A - List of CMAQ Substitution Projects - 
Program of Projects FFY 16-17. VOICE VOTE 



 “Attachment A”  
List of CMAQ Substitution Projects  

Program of Projects FFY 16-17 
 
 
 
 ID No. Rank Lead Description  Local 

16-17  
 Federal  

16-17  
 Total 
16-17  

 Federal  
Running  

Total  

000060 30 Kern Co. 
In Tehachapi: Umtali Rd  
from Umfalozi Rd to Sand  
Canyon Rd; surface unpaved  
street 

 $        250,000  1,000,000 $   1,250,000 $   1,000,000 $      

000056 30 Kern Co. 
In Inyokern: Neal Rd from  
SR 395 to Brown Rd; surface  
unpaved street 

 $        190,000  760,000 $       950,000 $       1,760,000 $      

000058 30 Kern Co. 
Near Buttonwillow: Sullivan  
Rd from Cannon St to  
Bussell Rd; surface unpaved  
street 

 $        100,000  400,000 $       500,000 $       2,160,000 $      

000051 30 Kern Co. 
In Buttonwillow: Cannon St  
from SR 58 to Sullivan St;  
surface unpaved street 

 $        100,000  400,000 $       500,000 $       2,560,000 $      

000004 29 Bakersfield 
In Bakersfield: Panama Ln  
from Ashe Rd to Gosford Rd;  
surface unpaved shoulders 

 $          41,751  322,249 $       364,000 $       2,882,249 $      

000005 28 Bakersfield 
In Bakersfield: Panama Ln  
from Gosford Rd to Old  
River Rd; surface unpaved  
shoulders 

 $          65,953  509,047 $       575,000 $       3,391,296 $      

000003 22 Bakersfield 

Stockdale Hwy, Haggin  
Oaks, Panama Ln, Snow Rd;  
class II bike lanes & S. King  
St, Pacific St, Garnsey Ave,  
Marella Way, Montclair St,  
Mira Loma Dr, Garnsey Ln,  
Real Rd, Palm St, 4th St;  
class III 

 $          12,044  92,256 $         105,000 $       3,483,552 $      

000063 23 Ridgecrest 
In Ridgecrest: Graaf Ave  
from North Sierra View to  
North Norman St; surface  
unpaved street 

 $          13,372  103,206 $       116,578 $       3,586,758 $      

000018 22 Delano 
In Delano on Woollomes  
Ave: Between Dover Pkwy  
and Albany St; shoulder  
improvements 

 $          49,751  383,996 $       433,747 $       3,970,754 $      

000015 21 Delano 

In Delano on Ellington  
Street: Between Cecil Ave  
and 9th Ave and between  
Garces Hwy and 1st Ave;  
shoulder improvements. 

 $          47,008  362,820 $       409,828 $       4,333,574 $      

000020 19 GET 
In Bakersfield, GET purchase  
of five replacement CNG  
buses 

 $        323,900  2,500,000 $   2,823,900 $   6,833,574 $      

000069 10 Wasco 
In Wasco: Purchase      
replacement CNG refuse  
truck 
 

 $          35,784  276,190 $       311,974 $       7,109,764 $      

$1,229,563.00 7,109,764 $   8,340,027 $   7,109,764 $      
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March 20, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Joseph Stramaglia, 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA ITEM VI. 

PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY AND PROCEDURES UPDATE FOR 
 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  

  
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. Chapter 6 of the Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and 
Procedures requires an update to include the California Transportation Commission approved policy. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes of 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes of 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. The California Transportation Commission developed the 
guidelines in consultation with the statewide Active Transportation Program Workgroup which 
consisted of representatives from Caltrans, other government agencies, and active transportation 
stakeholder organizations with expertise in pedestrian and bicycle issues, including Safe Routes to 
School programs. The California Transportation Commission is developing Active Transportation 
Program Guidelines for statewide implementation. The Guidelines are scheduled for adoption by 
March 20, 2014 followed by a Call for Projects On March 21, 2014.  
 
The California Transportation Commission Active Transportation Program Guidelines describe the 
policy, standards, criteria, and procedures for the development, adoption and management of the 
Active Transportation Program. Now that the state guidelines will soon be adopted, the Kern COG 
Project Delivery Policy and Procedures document requires an update for the inclusion of the new 
Active Transportation Program and removal of the Transportation Enhancement Program references. 
 
Attached for your review is an administrative draft of the Kern COG policy update. Should the 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee request it, Kern COG staff may consider a technical 
committee workshop to further discuss some of the finer points of this effort. However, a draft version 
will be circulated during the month of April and a final version is scheduled for circulation and adoption 
in May. This will support a Kern COG staff requirement to develop an ATP Review Committee. 
 
ACTION:   
 
Information.  
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Chapter 6 
 

 

Active Transportation Program (ATP) 

 
Background………………………………………….……………… 6-1 
Development Timeline….……………………………………. 6-2 
CTC Adopted Guidelines as approved………………… 6-# 

Figure 6-A: ATP Milestones............................ 6-4 
 

Background 

On July 6, 2012, “Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21)” was signed into 
law. Section 1122 of MAP-21 established the Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP), Safe 
Routes to School Program and Federal Lands Program. Subsequently, on September 26, 2013 
the Governor of California signed legislation creating the Active Transportation Program (ATP) 
(Senate Bill 99, Chapter 359 and Assembly Bill 101, Chapter 354) in response to MAP-21. This 
legislation requires the California Transportation Commission (CTC), in consultation with an 
Active Transportation Program Workgroup, to develop program guidelines. CTC guidelines 
describe the policy, standards, criteria, and procedures for the development, adoption and 
management of the Active Transportation Program. The goals of the Active Transportation 
Program are to: 
 

• Increase the proportion of biking and walking trips; 

• Increase safety for non-motorized users; 

• Increase mobility for non-motorized users; 

• Advance the efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals; 

• Enhance public health, including the reduction of childhood obesity through the use of 
projects eligible for Safe Routes to Schools Program funding; 

• Ensure disadvantaged communities fully share in program benefits (25% of program); and 

• Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users. 
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Federal TAP 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 
required mitigation and normal transportation projects, and the project must be directly 
related to the transportation system. The projects should have a quality-of-life benefit while 
providing the greatest benefit to the greatest number of people. All projects using this funding 
shall be included in the FTIP either by amendment or as part of the biennial update. All projects 
funded with TAP shall be subject to the eligibility requirements defined in Title 23 and their 
interpretation by state and federal agencies.  
 
Eligible activities - Funds may be used for projects or activities that are related to surface transportation 
and described in the definition of “Transportation Alternatives.” [23 USC 101(a)(29)]. 
 

• Construction, planning, and design of on-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians, 
bicyclists, and other non-motorized forms of transportation; 

• Construction, planning, and design of infrastructure-related projects and systems that will 
provide safe routes for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and individuals with 
disabilities to access daily needs; 

• Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails for pedestrians, bicyclists, or other 
non-motorized transportation users; 

• Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas; 

• Community improvement activities, including— inventory, control, or removal of outdoor 
advertising; 

• Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities; 

• Vegetation management practices in transportation rights-of-way to improve roadway safety, 
prevent against invasive species, and provide erosion control; and 

• Archaeological activities relating to impacts from implementation of a transportation project 
eligible under 23 USC; and 

• Any environmental mitigation activity, including pollution prevention and pollution abatement 
activities and mitigation to— address storm-water management, control, and water pollution 
prevention or abatement related to highway construction or due to highway runoff; or 

• Reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or to restore and maintain connectivity among 
terrestrial or aquatic habitats. 

 
In addition to defined Transportation Alternatives, the following programs continue to be eligible: 

• The Recreational Trails Program under 23 USC 206; 

• The Safe Routes to School Program; and  

• Planning, designing, or constructing boulevards and other roadways largely in the right-of-way 
of former Interstate System routes or other divided highways; and 

• Workforce development, training, and education activities. 
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Careful consideration should be given to whether an activity falls within the eligibilities created under 
TAP. Ineligible Activities include the following: 
 

• State or MPO administrative purposes, except for SRTS administration, and administrative costs 
of the State permitted for RTP set-aside funds; 

• Promotional activities, except as permitted under the SRTS; 

• General recreation and park facilities, playground equipment, sports fields, campgrounds, picnic 
areas and pavilions; and  

• Routine maintenance and operations. 
 

ATP Regional Delivery Policy  

Acting in the capacity as the federally designated Metropolitan Planning Organization, Kern 
COG shall perform several functions, in collaboration with the CTC, to identify and deliver ATP 
projects.  Policies and procedures set forth in this section are intended to maximize the Kern 
Region’s opportunities to receive both state discretionary ATP funding and the Regional 
minimum guarantee share. The following regional policy elements are provided below are 
intended to compliment state policy and maximize regional funding opportunities within the 
ATP and other related programs. 
 

• Because there is both a state discretionary and regional share funding component to the 
CTC adopted ATP policy, all member agency applications shall be submitted to the State 
Call for Projects before being considered for the regional share of the program.  

• A regional call for projects shall not be separate from the state’s adopted Call for 
Projects adopted timeline - applications sent to the state should also be sent to Kern 
COG as prescribed in the state approved guidelines.   

• Adopted regional policy and procedural guidance shall be subject to the states approved 
policies and guidance. Regional flexibility shall be prescribed by the CTC. 

• Kern COG shall reference ranking and processing criteria as approved by the CTC. 

• When developing a regional program of projects, Kern COG shall consider and accept 
the ranking status of projects previously ranked by state officials. 

• Kern COG shall integrate its development of a regional Program of Projects consistent 
with CTC adopted timelines for a statewide call for projects. 

• For purposes of developing a regional Program of Projects, Kern COG shall form a sub-
committee made of regional agencies and community stakeholders as prescribed in the 
adopted CTC guidelines.   
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ATP Call for Projects and Programming Timeline 

 Kern COG shall issue a concurrent ATP Call for Projects announcement to members of the 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) and Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee (TPPC) meetings in conjunction with the Caltrans ATP Call for Projects. 

 Kern COG shall distribute the application form, application instructions, access to the 
adopted Kern COG and CTC Policy Guidelines, integrated timeline, and a clear explanation 
that Kern region applications require submittal to the state’s process prior to consideration 
of regional funding. 

 Applications not submitted to the Caltrans ATP Call for Projects will not be considered for 
regional funding. The CTC Guidelines require that all applications sent to Caltrans are to be 
sent to the associated regional agency. 

 Kern COG shall organize a Review Committee consisting of volunteers from the TTAC, TPPC 
and community stakeholders as prescribed by adopted CTC ATP guidelines.  

 The Review Committee will analyze applications, Caltrans comments, and regional funding 
available to Kern COG. The Review Committee will not re-rank applications. 

 The applications forwarded to the regions by Caltrans that are recommended for funding at 
the regional level shall be electronically forwarded by Kern COG to the Review Committee. 

 Kern COG shall establish a meeting date for the Review Committee may review and discuss 
the applications with others and discuss the merits of each application. Recommendations 
will be made to Kern COG staff for the regional Program of Projects. 

 After all applications are discussed, projects are prioritized from highest to lowest Caltrans 
scores. Projects are funded as allowed by CTC adopted regional ATP program levels.  

 Kern COG staff shall prepare a staff report to the TTAC and TPPC presenting a proposed ATP 
regional Program of Projects based on the recommendations of the Review Committee.  

 After regional approval, the regional ATP Program of Projects is submitted to the CTC for 
their approval at the prescribed time; once approved by the CTC, approved projects are 
incorporated into the Federal Transportation Improvement Program.  

 Eligibility and programming of ATP projects are subject to adopted ATP Guidelines, state 
review and federal review during all phases of the advancement process. 

 Kern COG ATP policies and procedures may be revised, updated, or otherwise modified at 
the discretion of the Kern COG Board of Directors and through state and federal updates.  

 

Figure 6-A provides a list of events and dates leading up to the programming of new ATP 
projects in the FTIP. Dates are specific because of the state’s first call for projects occurring in 
2014. Additional elements are adding to expand on the regional role in the process. 
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Figure 6-A: ATP Milestones for Project Application Submittal and Approval 

ATP Milestones 
March 20, 2014 Commission adopts Active Transportation Program Guidelines 

March 21, 2014 CTC initiates Call for Projects 

March 22, 2014 KCOG concurrently initiates  Call for Projects – send out notification of 
state call for projects and its link to the regional process 

May 21, 2014 Project applications are due to Caltrans 

May 21, 2014 Large MPOs submit optional guidelines to Caltrans 

Month of May, 2014 KCOG Requests volunteers for Review Committee 

June 25, 2014 Commission approves or rejects MPO guidelines 

Month of July, 2014 KCOG distributes applications to Review Committee for their review 

August 8, 2014 Staff recommendation for program of projects   

August 20, 2014 Commission adopts statewide program of projects 

August 20, 2014 Unfunded applications forwarded to large MPOs based on location 

Week of August 25, 2014 KCOG conducts Review Committee Workshop to develop regional list 
of projects for regional approval at September 3 TTAC meeting and 
September 18 Board meeting. 

September 30, 2014 Deadline for MPO project recommendations to the Commission 

November 2014 Commission adopts MPO selected projects 
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March 20, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By:  Rob Ball, Director of Planning; 

       Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner; 
         Becky Napier, Regional Planner; 
         Vincent Liu, Regional Planner; 
         Rochelle Invina, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER VII. 

TIMELINE FOR: 
DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT REGIONAL 
HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN; DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; 
DRAFT 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND 
CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Update on schedule for the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan with Regional Housing Needs Allocation 
Plan; Environmental Impact Report; Air Quality Conformity Analysis; and 2015 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  Public 
review draft documents are available at www.kerncog.org beginning March 12 with comments due by 
May 6. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Federal Transportation Improvement Program (programming document) is a near-term list of 
transportation projects, while the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan is a long-term blueprint for 
transportation projects.  The Air Quality Conformity Analysis demonstrates that both the near- and long-
term lists will not delay the region’s efforts to improve the air.  The federal programming document is 
being developed and was distributed for technical review (prior to the public review period).  The 
programming years reflected in the programming document will be: federal fiscal years 2014/15 through 
2017/18.  Final documents will be sent to the California State Department of Transportation, Federal 
Highway Administration, and Federal Transit Administration at the end of June.  The following tentative 
schedule will be used to move these documents through the review process with final approval by federal 
agencies in December 2014. 

 
Updated Timeline for 55-day Review of all documents 

Date    Event 
February 5, 2014  Timeline presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
February 20, 2014 Timeline presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
March 12, 2014  Public review period begins 
April 2, 2014  Public review draft presented to Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee 
April 15, 2014 Public hearing at California City Council meeting 
April 17, 2014 Public review draft presented to Transportation Planning Policy 

Committee (public hearing) 
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May 6, 2014 Public review period ends 
June 4, 2014 Present to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee to recommend 

approval 
June 19, 2014  Present to Transportation Planning Policy Committee for adoption 
June 27, 2014 Send final documents with response to comments to state and federal 

agencies for approval 
December 2014 Anticipated federal approval of Conformity for the near-term and long-

term documents 
 

 
 

The timeline has been updated to account for a concurrent 55-day review period for all documents. The 
noted schedule is a work in progress and subject to change.  The San Joaquin Valley planning agencies 
must work cooperatively through this process, and ongoing discussions with state and federal agencies 
may alter this timeline.  
 
ACTION:   
 
Information. 

 



 
 

KERN COG 

Public Workshop 
 

 

 

 

Draft 2014  

Regional Transportation Plan  
 

 

 

  Why is Transportation Important 
 

 

  What’s Proposed for the Plan 
 

 

  What are the Strategies to Meet Our 

Goals 
 
 

  How Can I Share My Ideas 

 
  
 

Thursday, April 17, 2014 

6:00-6:20 PM 
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AGENDA 

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                                                      THURSDAY 

1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                         APRIL 17, 2014 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                                 6:30 P.M. 

WEB SITE: www.kerncog.org                  

 

6:00 P.M.  KERN COG WORKSHOP:   DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) 

 

DISCLAIMER:  This agenda includes the proposed actions and activities, with respect to each agenda item, as 

of the date of posting.  As such, it does not preclude the Committee from taking other actions on items on the 

agenda, which are different or in addition to those recommended. 

   

I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:    

 

II. ROLL CALL: Flores, Hanson, Wood, Aguirre, Wilke, Cantu, Holloway, Johnston, Linder, Smith, 

Wegman, Couch, Scrivner, Kiernan, Miller, Silver 

 

III. PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members may 

respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask a question for clarification, 

make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 

meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES, WITH THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIR 

TO EXTEND THE TIME LIMIT AS DEEMED APPROPRIATE FOR CONDUCTING THE MEETING. 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 

PRESENTATION.  

 

 Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the 

Transportation Planning Policy Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street Suite 300; 

Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 861-2191.  Every effort will be made to reasonably 

accommodate individuals with disabilities by making meeting materials available in alternative formats. 

Requests for assistance should be made at least three (3) working days in advance whenever possible. 

 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT: All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 

no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion 

is desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the 

listed sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning 

the item before action is taken.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 

A. Approval of Minutes – March 20, 2014  

 

B. Response to Public Comments (None) 

 

C. FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Ridgecrest for $694,610 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of 
Ridgecrest for $694,610. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed 
this item.  

 
Action: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Ridgecrest and authorize 
Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-07. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
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D. FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Wasco for $164,647 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of 
Wasco for $164,647. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this 
item.  

 
Action: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Wasco and authorize 
Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-08. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

E. FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim – City of Ridgecrest for $500,000 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim for the 
City of Ridgecrest for $500,000. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has 
reviewed this item.  

 
Action: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the City of Ridgecrest and 
authorize Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-09. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

F. FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim – City of Wasco for $1,156,396 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2012-13 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim for the 
City of Wasco for $1,156,396.  The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has 
reviewed this item.  

 
Action: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the City of Wasco and authorize 
Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-10. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

G. FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – Golden Empire Transit District for $17,434,834 

(Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for Golden 
Empire Transit for $17,434,834. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has 
reviewed this item.  

 
Action: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for Golden Empire Transit District and 
authorize Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-11. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

H. FY 2014-2015 Transportation Development Act Apportionment Estimate (Snoddy)  

 
Comment: The total Transportation Development Act (TDA) funding for fiscal year 
2014/2015 is estimated to be $36,746,570. The Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Information. 
 

I. CDM Smith Metropolitan Bakersfield Transit Centers Study Contract (Hightower) 

 
 Comment: Kern Council of Governments solicited proposals from qualified firms to develop and 
deliver a Metropolitan Bakersfield Transit Centers Study. The Study should be completed by 
June 30, 2015. The proposal submitted by CDM Smith was selected by the selection 
committee. The CDM contract is not to exceed $175,000. County Counsel is reviewing this 
item. 
 
Action: Authorize the Chair to sign the CDM Smith contract. VOICE VOTE. 
 

J. Caltrans Active Transportation Program Call for Projects (Stramaglia) 

 
Comment: The Caltrans Active Transportation Program Call for Projects was initiated 
on March 21, 2014. Applications are due to Caltrans by May 21, 2014. This item was 
circulated to the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee. 
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Action: Information. 
 

K. Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and Procedures Update for Active Transportation 

Program (Stramaglia) 

 
Comment: The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 
359, Statutes 2013) and Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013) to encourage 
increased use of active modes of transportation, such as biking and walking. Chapter 6 
of the Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and Procedures requires an update to include 
the California Transportation Commission approved policy. This report was presented 
to the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

L. Project Accountability Team Report (Pacheco) 

 
 Comment: Routine report on the monthly project status meeting held to discuss project 
implementation issues and to develop solutions for CMAQ, RSTP, TE, Transit, and TDA Article 
3 projects. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

M. Progress Report: Projects of Regional Significance – April 2014 (Stramaglia) 

 
 Comment: Project managers meet every three months to report on the status of 
transportation projects of regional significance in Kern County. An updated Progress 
Report for Projects of Regional Significance is updated by Kern COG staff and will be 
available on Kern COG’s website at www.kerncog.org.    
 
Action: Information. 
 

*** END CONSENT CALENDAR - ROLL CALL VOTE *** 

 

V.    DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS 

ALLOCATION PLAN AND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPROT; DRAFT 2015 FEDERAL 

TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR QUALITY 

CONFORMITY ANALYSIS PUBLIC HEARING (Pacheco) 
  

Comment: Public review of long and near term federal transportation documents began March 12, 2014 and 
ends 5 P.M. May 6, 2014. Documents are available at www.kerncog.org. The Transportation Technical 
Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
   OPEN PUBLIC HEARING         HEAR COMMENTS              CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 
 
1. Open the public hearing, take public comment, and close public hearing; and 2. Continue adoption of the 
Final documentation until June 19, 2014.  VOICE VOTE. 
 

VI. 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program – Draft Amendment No. 14 (Pacheco) 

 
Comment: Amendment No. 14 includes changes to the State Highway Operation and Protection Program, 
Safety Program, Regional Surface Transportation Program, Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program, and 
Transit Program. This report has been updated since the April 2, 2014 Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee meeting. 

 
OPEN PUBLIC HEARING HEAR COMMENTS CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 

 
Action: Open the public hearing, take public comment, and close public hearing. 
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VII. BOARD MEMBER’S MEETING REPORTS: (None) 

 

VIII.     CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress)  
 

IX.       EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  (Report on Projects and Programs in Progress) 

 

X. MEMBER STATEMENTS: On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a 

brief report on their own activities.  In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for 

clarification on any matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request 

staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any 

member thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. 

 

XI. ADJOURNMENT 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 

 Minutes of Meeting of March 20, 2014 

 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM MARCH 20, 2014 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 6:30 P.M. 

                                                                                                                                                                              

The meeting was called to order by Chair Harold Hanson at approximately 6:30 p.m. 

 

    I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 

 

   II. ROLL CALL: 

Members Present: Hanson, Wood, Aguirre, Wilke, Cantu,  Holloway, Johnston, Linder, Smith, Wegman, 

Couch, Scrivner, Silver, Kiernan 

Members Absent: Flores, Miller 

Alternates: Marquez 

 Others:  10 

Staff:  Hakimi, Collins, Ball, Phipps, Pacheco, Snoddy, Hightower, Urata, Popek, Heimer, and Hall 

 

III.   PUBLIC COMMENTS:  This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members   may 

respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask a question for clarification; make 

a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 

meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND 

ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.  

 

  Zac Griffin with Kern Active Transportation wanted to introduce the Board to Vision Zero a non-profit in 

Kern to improve roadway safety to reduce cycling and pedestrian fatalities as well as auto fatalities 

within ten years. He went on to explain the program nationwide and locally. The goal locally is to achieve 

a ten year reduction. He looks forward to working with COG in the future. 

 

  Chief Deputy Kevin Zimmerman from the Kern County Sherriff’s Department gave a status of the 

littering enforcement. They have 16 billboards out there in Kern County entitled “Tarp your Trash, Save 

your Cash.” For the month of March the citations have decreased for a total of eight. The deputies out 

there do believe it is making an impact, they are seeing more loads with tarps than previously. A total of 

almost $3,500 in fines was collected for the month of February. About 113 highway miles have been 

landscaped and/or cleaned for litter. East Kern got some attention this last weekend, and it was noted 

that there was a lot of tarp loads on the roadway. 

 

  IV.  CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:  All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 

no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion is 

desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the listed 

sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning the 

item before action is taken. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 

  A. Approval of Minutes – February 20, 2014  

     B. Response to Public Comments (None) 
   C. FY 2014-15 TDA Apportionment Estimate 

     D.     FY 2013-14 FTA Section 5311 Program of Projects 

 

 *** END CONSENT CALENDAR*** 
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MOTION BY DIRECTOR COUCH, second by Director Smith, TO APPROVE THE CONSENT 

CALENDAR. Motion carried with a roll call vote. 

 

V. CONGESTION MITIGATION/AIR QUALITY (CMAQ) SUBSTITUTION PROJECT POLICY 

 

Mr. Ball stated that Mr. Stramaglia is at the California Transportation Commission meeting, so he is 

filling in for him tonight. He said he will be going over the next three items and they are related to the air 

quality workshop that you just seen earlier tonight from the Air District. It laid a lot of the groundwork for 

these items. They are related to the need to reduce or improve our air quality within our region. About 

half of the nox emissions within our region are from the transportation sector. In Kern we are the body 

that deals with the mobile source air pollution emissions. Under the requirements of the Federal Clean 

Air Act our region cannot expend our transportation dollars if we delay the attainment date of the state 

implementation plans (STIP). That is so important to all of us, how can we as a region help the Air 

District meet those STIPs for each one of those pollutants for our region. This is the first of the three 

presentations, last month you saw the CMAQ list of projects that was adopted for the next two years. At 

that meeting we promised that we would come back to you with a list of a third year’s worth of projects 

that would be waiting should we need them. In order to not lose federal-aid CMAQ funds, Kern COG 

staff proposes to add about $7 million of substitution CMAQ projects in the 2016-17 FY in the event that 

projects for the two years prior are not delivered. The project list that was attached to the staff report has 

been revised based on comments from TTAC and TTAC recommends approval of this list and action. 

Recently a project that was submitted for CMAQ funds in Arvin is now being considered for SHOPP 

funding and that could have a possibility of freeing up to $700,000 in the CMAQ program that one of 

these projects could be eligible to move into. This is a good example of why it’s important to have a list 

of projects that are ready to go. It’s also COG staff’s goal to make sure that we spend more of our 

region’s share of CMAQ funding. Many regions throughout the state have difficulty delivering projects, 

so we want to make sure that we are in there with projects ready to soak up any additional funding that 

may be left on the table by other regions. Kern COG staff is working hard and close with your member 

agency staff to encourage early delivery of your projects, if you had a project out in the second year and 

you were able to deliver a year early there’s a good chance that funding is being spent down from 

another region. If we can deliver our projects early than there’s a greater chance that we can get these 

projects on the substitution list. The list is pre-prioritized and the action tonight is to approve the CMAQ 

substitution project policy and attachment A – list of CMAQ substitution program of projects for Federal 

FY 2016-17.  

MOTION BY DIRECTOR SILVER, second by Director Wood, TO APPROVE THE CMAQ SUBSTITUTE 
PROJECT POLICY AND ATTACHMENT A – LIST OF CMAQ SUBSTITUION PROJECTS – PROGRAM 
OF PROJECTS FFY 2016-17. Motion carried with a voice vote. 
 

VI. PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY AND PROCEDURES UPDATE FOR ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

PROGRAM (ATP) 

 

 Mr. Ball stated that the project delivery update for the Active Transportation Plan or ATP is a new 
program formerly known as the State Transportation Enhancement Program or TE Program, we have 
delivered a lot of projects in this program in the last 15-20 years. This new Program was created by 
Senate Bill 99 and Assembly Bill 101 to encourage increased use of active modes of transportation, 
such as biking and walking. The California Transportation Commission just approved guidelines this 
morning in consultation with the statewide Active Transportation Program work group. That group 
includes expertise in pedestrian and bicycle issues including Safe Routes to Schools Program, another 
program that we have delivered several projects in the past. The guidelines describe policy, standards, 
criteria and procedures for development, adoption and management of the ATP. Specifically, it’s 
focusing more on emission reduction infrastructure, such as sidewalk facilities and these types of things. 
This program is really focusing towards many of our needs as well as there are requirements focusing 
on disadvantaged communities and statewide we are very competitive to this type of funding. Kern 
COG’s project delivery policy and procedures document that is attached to the staff report is an update 
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to the ATP. This draft will be circulated in the month of April for a final version scheduled for review and 
adoption in May. This is an information item only. The call for projects starts tomorrow and the projects 
are due May 21st. 

 
 
 Mr. Bob Smith said that this is $130 million a year and the minimum is a quarter of a million, what can 

Kern expect or is there some perimeters to what we should look for, some guidelines. 
 
 Mr. Ball said he doesn’t have a lot of information on that, but he does know that the state share on this 

is considerable. Mr. Hakimi said that of that total 50% will be disbursed by the state in a competitive 
process so some of that money could come to us. 40% of the total will come to the MPO’s. The way the 
process will work is all applications will be due May 21st to the state and they will go through a first level 
of screening where some projects from Kern may be funded. Whatever is not funded will come to the 
MPO’s with the money we get. The Kern region can expect between $10 and 30 million, this is a rough 
estimate, but it is a significant amount of money. Mr. Smith said so we could get money from the state 
and then some additionally as well. Mr. Hakimi said that is an estimate, Kern could submit very 
competitive projects and we could get more. He knows the County of Kern is thinking about submitting a 
significant project to extend the bike path all the way to Buena Vista that should be a very competitive 
project. Mr. Smith asked what the timing was, May 21st is a state deadline, what is Kern COG’s deadline. 
Mr. Hakimi said it is in the guidelines that were published today and he would be glad to go over them 
with you. 

 

VII. DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) WITH DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING 

NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN; DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIR); DRAFT 2015 

FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (FTIP); AND CORRESPONDING DRAFT 

AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 

 

 Mr. Ball stated that this item is information, you may have received this disk which contains information 
that is also available on Kern COG’s website, it has been in public circulation for about a week now. It is 
part of a 55 day public review and on this CD is five documents – the FTIP, a short-range list of projects; 
then we have the RTP which is the long-range list of projects – this document contains 26 years of 
projects forecasted based on the current expenditure programs. These two documents are really 
important in terms of how our region is going to meet the federal air quality requirements. We also have 
the draft EIR on the disk as well as the federal air quality conformity document, this document 
demonstrates the analysis that our proposed transportation expenditures will be performed in such a 
way that the Air District will be able to attain all of their set attainment dates on time. The two previous 
items that were just talked about, those funding sources are critical for us as a region to expend those 
projects in such a way that we do improve our air quality over the next 26 years and meet all those 
attainment dates. One of the most difficult areas that we are having in this process is the nox emissions 
that we talked about earlier. As our region population continues to grow, many of the technology that we 
are seeing now in terms of improved emissions begins to level out, this means that we as a region have 
to come up with more innovative strategies to be able to continue to grow in such a way that we are able 
to meet these federal air quality standards. He pointed out that on the timeline there are two public 
hearings planned. One on April 15th will be at the California City City Council meeting, the following 
Thursday will be the next Kern COG Board meeting on April 17th and that will be the second public 
hearing. Both of those hearings will be preceded by a workshop dealing more in depth with the 
information that is in these documents and where we are headed. The other important date is that we 
need all written comments by May 6th. This Board then will be considering the adoption of these 
documents at the June Board meeting, with federal approval in December. 

 
 Ms. Heather Dumais, the San Joaquin Valley Air Policy Coordinator with the American Lung Association 

wanted to announce that just yesterday the Lung Association released a briefing paper entitled Public 
Health Crossroads – Sustainable Growth for Healthier Kern Neighborhoods, copies of this can be found 
at their website: www.lung.org/California. This briefing paper consists of fresh data on public health 
benefits that more compact and walkable development would bring to the San Joaquin Valley. While we 
know that smart growth is good for public health, this report allows us to show data that actually 
quantifies the benefits that Kern County residents can experience in real numbers of reduced health 
costs and illnesses. We are very dedicated to the public health in Kern County, we are reviewing the 
RTP and EIR for the sustainable community strategies, we are analyzing the documents with health 
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components and will be submitting formal comments along with other health organizations that is 
following this process with us.  

 
 
 
 
 Ms. Donna Carpenter, from the Kern Transportation Foundation, said that when you are reviewing these 

documents be mindful of how unique Kern County is and that we are a resource-based economy that 
our jobs are primarily in ag and oil. That if we push everyone into the center of town we may increase 
the miles traveled and impact our air quality in a negative way, so please be aware that we are different, 
we are a suburban area, a resource-based economy.  

 
 Supervisor Scrivner wanted to back up what Ms. Carpenter said that in Eastern Kern we have our 

mining and aerospace industry, a lot of folks live in the urban area but are driving out to work. On the 
east side you can really see that as a prime example, so we do have to be mindful of the difference 
between our County and so many other counties who view things in much different ways than the reality 
is here. 

  

VIII. BOARD MEMBERS MEETING REPORTS (None) 

  

IX.        CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress) 

 

Mr. Marquez gave a report on projects in progress: South Kern 8-lane project on SR 119 to the Wilson 

Road overcrossing, the project is 90% complete, the remainder work include concrete median barrier, 

seal pavement and isolation joints, striping and pavement markers, and rumble strip. The Bakersfield 

north 8-lane widening 1½ miles on SR 99 between SR 99 and SR 204 overhead to Bearsley Canal in 

and near Bakersfield, there is no lane closures participated until mid to late April when the contractor 

may remove K rail and restripe for work on Olive Drive aux lane, weather permitting. Current and on-

going activities include the joint seal and concrete barrier placement, approximately 70% complete. The 

Lerdo Lane reconstruction on SR 99 replacing existing pavement from the Beardsley Canal Bridge to the 

SR 46/99 separation. This project was completed last month. The other project that was recently 

completed is the West Sand Canyon Bridge on SR 58 interchange. The Redrock Canyon Bridge 

replacement on SR 14 north of Mojave, traffic has been reduced to one lane in both directions and the 

project should be completed by the end of this year, it’s about 40% complete. The TRIP SR 178 Morning 

Drive project the paving for the ramps on the sound side of the highway will be completed this week. The 

contractor intends to move eastbound traffic onto the ramp next week and the westbound traffic will be 

moved over in late April. The Panama Lane aux lane on southbound SR 99 at Panama Lane off ramp, 

work is 95% complete and the auxiliary lane opened for traffic the end of last year, we are waiting for 

warmer temperature at night to finish the pavement repair and place thermal traffic stripe and marking. 

The SR 58 Gap Closure, another TRIP project, to widen SR 58 from four to six lanes between SR 99 

and Cottonwood Road. The contractor is working on the footings for the bridge widening and will begin 

working on the shoring for the lift station near A Street beginning today. This work will require nighttime 

closure of the on ramp for the next couple of weeks. The California Avenue on-ramp improvements on 

SR 99 at California undercrossing to relocate right lane of the south bound SR 99 on-ramp, it’s 95% 

complete. The remaining work includes plant establishment, which will be completed by April 1st. The 

Olive Avenue southbound auxiliary lane on southbound SR 99 between SR 204 and Olive Drive this is a 

completed project. There are various bridge seismic restorations on eight locations in Madera, Kern and 

Tulare counties. Four of them are in Kern County. One is on SR 99 on the Elmo Highway overcrossing 

this work is about 90% complete. The second is on SR 99 Pond Road overcrossing, 95% of this work is 

done. The third is the Elmo Highway overcrossing, this work is about 60% complete. On the California 

aqueduct bridge there is no work left at this location. All of this work on the bridges should be completed 

by April.  

 

Director Smith said that as he was coming down this evening from Tehachapi regarding the Gap Closure 

project between SR 99 and Cottonwood, he was westbound and you are up against the K rails and he 

could not see the stripes. They need to put in some bumps or something to address that.  
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Ms. Wegman said that Highway 43 north in Wasco from Filbern to 13th, will you please do a traffic study 

and maybe we can lower that speed limit from 55 to 45. We have had some fatalities in that spot over 

the last few years. Would you please look at it and get back to me.  

 

Director Holloway said that he came through the same section that Director Smith just mentioned about 

30 minutes earlier and there was a three car accident in that same spot. 

 

 VIII. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  

 

Mr. Hakimi stated that this afternoon, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) unanimously approved 
the 2014 State Transportation Improvement Program that included over $33 million for the Centennial Corridor 
project in the City of Bakersfield and $9.3 million for the Inyo County Olancha/Cartago partnership project. This 
represents almost $6 million over what the Kern region was scheduled to get from the state. All of you deserve 
congratulations, he said he appreciates all of your efforts.  
 
Also today, the CTC approved the ATP guidelines. 24% of the $100+ million that is scheduled for primarily 
bicycle and pedestrian projects are designated for disadvantaged communities. There are several cities that 
qualify for that and many of the incorporated communities in Kern County will qualify for that disadvantaged 
designation. Over $25 million can reasonably be expected to be available for these disadvantaged communities. 
 
Representatives from all eight San Joaquin Valley COGs have been meeting weekly with the State Air 
Resources Board to ensure that they have a full understanding of the air quality modeling process we are using 
to produce our conformity findings and that we can all agree on the right methodology. Our next meeting is 
scheduled for this coming Monday, March 24th in Fresno. 
 
According to Kern COG staff’s monitoring of its member agency’s unmet transit needs public hearing schedule, 
all public hearings should be concluded by late April 2014. This is the first time we have achieved that goal this 
early in many years. Kern COG staff thanks its member agencies for making their unmet transit needs public 
hearings a high-priority. This schedule allows Kern COG staff the authority to release TDA funding for public 
transit service and streets and roads repair throughout the region. 
 
There will be two RTP hearings - April 15th in California City and April 17th at our next Board meeting here and 
they will include public workshops.  
 
Mid May there will be a ribbon cutting for the SR 99 widening south of Bakersfield. We will give you the exact 
date when we get that information. 
 
The next CTC meeting will be May 21-22 in San Diego. If any of you would like to attend with me, please let us 
know. 
 
In Tehachapi and Ridgecrest both City Councils awarded the Challenger Drive project and the West Ridgecrest 
Blvd. project respectively. He congratulated both of those cities. 
 

X. MEMBER STATEMENTS:  

 

On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a brief report on their own 

activities. In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for clarification on any 

matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request staff to report 

back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any member 

thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda.  None heard. 

 

XI. ADJOURNMENT:  There being no further business the meeting adjourned at approximately 7:10 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
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Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 

ATTEST: 

                                                          

_________________________________  

Harold W. Hanson, Chair    DATE: _______________________          
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND 

CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AGENCY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              April 2, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                          10:00 A.M. 
 
Vice-Chairman Neath called the meeting to order at approximately 10 a.m.  A “sign-in” sheet was 
provided.   
  

I. ROLL CALL 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT:    
      

 
Dennis Speer     City of Ridgecrest 
Michael Bevins     City of California City 
Bob Neath   Kern County 
Wayne Clausen   City of Shafter 
Pedro Nunez   City of Delano 
Joe West   NOR/CTSA 
Arnold Ramming  City of Bakersfield   
Bob Wren    City of Wasco 
Jay Schlosser    City Tehachapi  
Dennis McNamara   City of McFarland  
Paul Marquez   Caltrans  
Linda Hollinsworth  City of Arvin  
    
 

STAFF:       
Peter Smith   Kern COG 

     Raquel Pacheco  Kern COG 
     Rob Ball   Kern COG 
     Joe Stragmalia    Kern COG  
     Ahron Hakimi   Kern COG 
     Tami Popek   Kern COG 
             
  

 OTHER:    Miguel Barcenas  City of Arvin 
      Heather Ellison   Quad Knopf 
      Paul Pineda   Caltrans  
      Cecilia Vela   City of Arvin   
       
     
              
               
 

II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask 
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report to the 
Committee at a later meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE STATE 
YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.   
 
There were no public comments.  
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III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  Meeting of March 5, 2014 there was a motion by Mr. 
Clausen to recommend approval of the discussion summary.  Mr. Bevins seconded the motion. 
 

IV. FISCAL YEAR  2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – CITY OF RIDGECREST FOR $694,610   
 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Public Transit 
Claim – City of Ridgecrest for $694,610 
 
Mr. Ramming expressed that he would like to see more detail, as to what the funds are being 
allocated for on the public transit claim and streets and roads claim staff reports. 
 
Mr. Snoddy explained to the committee what the funds were allocated for. 
  
Mr. Stramaglia stated that on all future staff reports, they would add more detail.   
 
The action requested is to review FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of the 
Ridgecrest in the amount of $694,610 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee.  Mr. Clausen made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation 
Planning Policy Committee.  Mr. Bevins seconded the motion.  
 

V. FISCAL YEAR  2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC 
TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF WASCO FOR $164,647 
 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit 
claim for the City of Wasco for $164,647.    
 
The action requested is to review FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of the Wasco 
in the amount of $164,647 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Clausen made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee.  Mr. Bevins seconded he motion.  
 

VI. FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) STREETS AND 
ROADS CLAIM – CITY OF RIDGECREST FOR $500,000 
 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim 
for the City of Ridgecrest for $500,000. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the City of 
Ridgecrest for $500,000 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Clausen made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee. Mr. Bevins seconded the motion.  
 

VII. FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) STREETS AND 
ROADS CLAIM – CITY OF WASCO FOR $1,156,396 

 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim 
for the City of Wasco for $1,156,396. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the City of 
Wasco for $1,158,257 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
Mr. Clausen made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. McNamara seconded he motion.  
 
 

VIII. FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT FOR $17,434,834   
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Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
Golden Empire Transit for $17,434,834. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for Golden Empire 
Transit in the amount of $17,434,834 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee. Mr. Wren made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation 
Planning Policy Committee. Mr. Clausen seconded the motion.  

 
IX. CALTRANS ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM CALL FOR PROJECTS 
 

Mr. Stramaglia stated that the Caltrans Active Transportation Program Call for Projects was 
initiated on March 21, 2014. He advised the committee that applications are due to Caltrans 
by May 21, 2014. 
 
Mr. Stramaglia briefly detailed the Caltrans project process.   
 
This item was for information only.  
 

X. KCOG PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY AND PROCEDURES UPDATE FOR ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  

 
Mr. Stramaglia advised that Kern COG is updating their Policy document.  Mr. Stramaglia 
explained that Kern COG is removing the Transportation Enhancement chapter and replacing 
it with an Active Transportation Program chapter.   Mr. Stramaglia noted page 6-5 of the draft 
policy document, he advised that this page briefly outlines Kern COG’s responsibilities.  
 
This item was for information only.  
 

XI. 2013 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM – DRAFT AMENDMENT 
NO. 14   

 
Ms. Pacheco stated that the item started on page 19. Amendment No. 14 will include changes to 
the Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP), the Congestion Mitigation Air Quality 
(CMAQ) Program, and the Transit Program. 

Kern COG staff would like to remind everyone that per Kern COG’s Project Delivery Policy and 
Procedures, agencies are to submit request for authorization by the end of January of the fiscal 
year in which the funding is programmed. With that in mind, Kern COG staff has requested that 
projects managers, of the new RSTP and CMAQ projects, submit project milestone information 
by April 21, 2014. This includes the CMAQ substitution projects that were approved March 20, 
2014. 

The public review period for Amendment 14 will begin April 4, 2014 and will end April 18, 2014. 
The Kern COG Executive Director will consider approval of the amendment April 21st. The 
expected federal approval date is June 2014. 

This item is for information only. 
 
 

XII. PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT 
 

Ms. Pacheco stated that the item started on page 20.  She went on to highlight the following 
items: 

1. Caltrans Office of Local Assistance District 6 & 9 held a successful workshop on February 25, 
2014 for Kern COG member agencies. Topics discussed: preliminary engineering form and 
request for authorization process, Americans with Disabilities Act compliance, Buy America 
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update, and pro-rata vs. lump sum options in finance letter. A new survey was circulated via email 
today to request new topics for a future workshop. 
 

2. As of March 18th, only 10% of projects have approved funding authorization. Kern COG staff 
encourages your staff to submit all appropriate paperwork to Caltrans Local Assistance as soon 
as possible. If you have already submitted all paperwork, please contact Caltrans Local 
Assistance to make sure they are working on your request. 
 

3. The next Project Accountability Team meeting date has been moved to April 22nd. 
  

This item was for information only.  
 

XIII. PUBLIC REVIEW: 
DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING 
NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN AND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; 
DRAFT 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND 
CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 
 
Mr. Ball gave brief PowerPoint presentation on the Draft 2014 Regional Transportation Plan.  
 
This item was for information only.  
 

XIV. HOLD ELECTIONS TO APOINT CHAIRMAN AND VICE CHAIRMAN TO FACILIATE TTAC 
MEETINGS FOR FISCAL YEAR MAY 2014 TO APRIL 2015 

 
Mr. Clausen made a motion to elect Michael Bevins as Chairman of the Transportation Technical 
Advisory Committee.  Vice-Chairman Neath called for a vote and all committee members voted 
aye.  
 
Mr. Bevins nominated Wayne Clausen as Vice-Chairman of the Transportation Technical 
Advisory Committee. Vice-Chairman Neath called for a vote and all committee members voted 
aye. 
 

XV. MEMBER ITEMS 
 

Mr. Snoddy advised the committee that the County had revised the previous TDA estimate.  The 
amount had changed from just 17% reduction over last year to 2% increase over last year.  The 
current estimate is 41,380,206.  
 
 
Mr. Snoddy reminded the committee that the FTA Section 5311 Rural Transit Grants are due to 
Caltrans District 6 and District 9 offices by May 7, 2014. 
 
 

XVI. ADJOURNMENT 
 
With no further business the TTAC adjourned at 11:56.  The next scheduled meeting will be April 
30, 2014.   
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              April 2, 2014  
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA               1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman McNamara called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.  
 

I. ROLL CALL 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Paul Hellman   City of Bakersfield 

Michael Bevins  California City 
Dennis McNamara City of McFarland 

     Wayne Clausen  City of Shafter 
     Mark Staples  City of Taft 
     David James  City of Tehachapi (phone) 
     Roger Mobley  City of Wasco 
     Richard Rowe  Community Member 
     Patty Poire  Community Member 
     Cindy Parra  Community Member 
     Karen King  GET 
     Rebecca Moore  LAFCO 
     Paul Marquez  Caltrans (phone) 
      
STAFF:      Becky Napier  Kern COG 

     Troy Hightower  Kern COG  
     Rochelle Invina  Kern COG  
     Linda Urata  Kern COG 
     Rob Ball  Kern COG 
     Joe Stramaglia  Kern COG (phone) 
  

OTHERS:    Jennifer Gray  ARB (phone) 
      Samuel Lux   Kern County Roads 

     Alec Kimmel  Caltrans (phone) 
     Mike McCabe  Citizen 
     Heather Dumais ALA 
     Gabriela Castro  ALA 
     Wendy Alfsen  California Walks 
     Warren Maxwell  Kern County Roads 
     Ted James  Consultant 

              
II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 

Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may 
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report 
to the Committee at a later meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE 
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 
PRESENTATION.   

 
None. 
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III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  Meeting of Wednesday, February 5, 2014. 
 

Committee Member Clausen made a motion to approve the February 5, 2014 minutes, 
seconded by Committee Member Bevins, carried unanimously with the correction that 
Committee Member Staples was in attendance at the meeting and not by telephone. 

 
IV. KERN REGIONAL ENERGY ACTION PLANS UPDATE (Urata)  

 
Ms. Urata provided the Committee with an update on the program.  Ms. Urata explained that 
the natural gas strategies list is complete and will be added to the program.  This was an 
information item.  

 
V. TIMELINE FOR: 

DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING 
NEEDS ASSESSMENT; DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT 2015 
FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND CORRESPONDING 
DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS (Ball) 

 
Mr. Ball provided a PowerPoint presentation to the Committee and explained that the Draft 
2014 Regional Transportation Plan, the Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation, the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report and the Draft 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program and corresponding Draft Air Quality Conformity Analysis are out for public review until 
May 6, 2014.  He also announced that there would be two public hearings held on the 
documents, one in California City on April 15 and one at Kern COG on April 17.  Mr. Ball 
answered questions from the audience.   
 
Comments from the audience were as follows: 
 
Dave James from the City of Tehachapi asked where and when the public meeting on April 
17th would be held. 
  
Mr. Ball responded that the public hearing would be held on April 17th at 6:30 p.m. in the Kern 
COG Board Room. 
 
Mike McCabe asked if copies are available at the local library?  
 
Mr. Ball responded that the copies at the library are for review only.  He advised that  copies 
are available for purchase through Blue Print Service Company.  
 
Mr. McCabe stated that a sales tax measure should be considered as a possible source of 
future of funding. 
 
Mr. Rowe suggested that staff should consider providing a webinar as an additional public input 
method. 
 
Mr. Ball stated that Kern COG will look into the technical possibility.  
 
Wendy Alfson stated she felt that it would be helpful if the RPAC would take a close look at 
front loading of transit, active transportation and local fix it first road parts of the plan.   
 
Ms. Alfson stated that there is a concern in local communities, both of those who are 
unincorporated in the County and those smaller communities, that the growth both in terms of 
housing and jobs, be increased, so that in all developed areas we obtain more compact growth 
and close access to destinations.  
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Ms. Alfson citied the example that if we are unable to cross the State Highway in Lamont, 
community members will have to drive across the street.  She stated that these are easy and 
low cost measures that can decrease emssions and assist in meeting our targets.  She stressed 
that they would like to see those supported in every Kern County community. 
 
Ms. Alson inquired if the workshop fliers had been published in Spanish? 
 
Mr. Ball stated that it is published in Spanish and has been posted in the Spanish newspapers.  
 
Cindy Parra asked if it would be better to put her comments on paper. 
 

        Ms. Napier stated that they would take both verbal and written comments, but she noted that  
        written comments are more helpful for Kern COG. 
 
       Ms. Parra asked if she would receive a response to her written comments.  
 

Ms. Napier stated that all comments will be reviewed at the end of the 55 day review period 
and the reponse to the comments will be developed at that time, and then given to the RPAC 
and the Kern COG Board.    

 
This was an information item.   

 
VI. CALTRANS ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM CALL FOR PROJECTS (Ball) 

 
Mr. Ball explained that Caltrans issued a Call for Projects on March 21, 2014 and that 
applications are due to Caltrans by May 21, 2014.  Mr. Ball also explained that Kern COG 
would not issue a separate Call for Projects, but would receive copies of applications that were 
not selected by Caltrans.  He also explained that there are various program sub-groups defined 
within the ATP policy and to read it carefully.  He also mentioned that partnerships, safety and 
public support are key for this program.  Mr. Stramaglia attended via telephone and answered 
questions from the Committee and the audience. 
 
This was an information item. 

 
VII. DISCUSSION SUMMARIES/MEETING UPDATES 

 
The minutes of the February 5, 2014 and the March 5, 2014, Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee (TTAC), were provided to the Committee.  

 
VIII. INFORMATION ITEMS/ANNOUNCEMENTS  

 

 The 60-day local jurisdiction review period of the draft regional housing needs 
allocation share is ending April 4, 2014.  Comments or revisions are to be sent to Rob 
Ball or Rochelle Invina. 

 
Kern RTP Related Articles: 
 

 Bakersfield Californian Article – March 22, 2014 
http://www.bakersfieldcalifornian.com/local/x2027868439/New-transportation-plan-
looks-beyond-new-freeways 

 

 Switchboard Blog – March 19, 2014 
http://switchboard.nrdc.org/blogs/aeaken/california_still_failing_to_in.html 
 

 American Lung Association Press Release – March 18, 2014 
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http://www.lung.org/associations/states/california/assets/pdfs/advocacy/sjv-public-
health-crossroads/kern-public -health-crossroads.pdf 

 
IX. MEMBER ITEMS  

 
Chairman McNamara announced that McFarland recently had a Bicycle Rodeo and thanked 
Bike Bakersfield for their participation and assistance. 
 
Committee Member Parra offered assistance to gather bike and pedestrian information for the 
Caltrans Active Transportation Program Call for Projects.  

 
X. ADJOURNMENT 

 
With no further business the meeting was adjourned at 2:29 p.m. 
 
The next meeting will be Wednesday, April 30, 2014 at 1:30 p.m.   



 
April 17, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM C. 

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF RIDGECREST FOR $694,610 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of Ridgecrest for 
$694,610. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the City of Ridgecrest for 
$694,610. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
City of Ridgecrest  $694,610     0   $694,610 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 
The claim will be applied to the following expenses: 

Administrative Salaries & Wages $133,834 

Operating Salaries & Wages $308,683 

Fringe Benefits $209,446 

Professional Services $72,620 

Maintenance Services $82,900 

Other Services $30,000 

Vehicle Maintenance & Supplies $18,100 

Utilities $8,000 

Miscellaneous $26,450 

Expenses & Inter-fund Transfers $141,543 

Lease & Rentals $600 

Other $20,000 

FY 2013-14 Budgeted Expenses and Uses $1,052,176 
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The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has approved this item.  
 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Ridgecrest and authorize Chair to 
sign Resolution No. 14-07. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-07 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2013-14 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF RIDGECREST 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2013-14 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
              months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section 
              1808.1. 

 
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 17TH DAY OF APRIL 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 17th day of April 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–Ridgecrest  
              Resolution 14-07 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2013/14

Revised: May 7, 2012

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/12 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $790,473.80 $103,901.21 $33,422.00 $2,003.00 $896,378.01

BAKERSFIELD (1) 351,443 41.69% $13,322,174.56 $1,843,251.64 $0.00 $0.00 $15,165,426.20

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $528,103.77 $69,414.85 $21,049.00 $1,262.00 $598,780.62

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $2,075,414.20 $272,795.94 $88,304.00 $5,293.00 $2,353,503.14

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,060,371.00 $303,297.00 $303,297.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $47,092.06 $6,189.86 $0.00 $0.00 $53,281.92

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $491,102.87 $64,551.39 $0.00 $0.00 $555,654.26

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $1,120,118.20 $147,230.22 $50,270.00 $3,013.00 $1,270,361.42

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $676,107.38 $88,868.69 $54,589.00 $3,272.00 $768,248.07

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $356,554.14 $46,866.08 $304,444.00 $18,247.00 $421,667.22

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $555,013.52 $72,951.91 $4,499.00 $270.00 $628,235.43

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $1,009,115.49 $132,639.84 $30,231.00 $1,812.00 $1,143,567.33

KERN CO.-IN (1) 114,910 13.63% $4,355,510.65 $602,627.01 $0.00 $0.00 $4,958,137.66

KERN CO.-OUT 184,929 21.94% $7,379,997.97 $970,039.36 $735,098.00 $44,059.00 $8,394,096.34

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $930,404.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $930,404.48

PROOF N/A $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $382,528.00 $38,441,039.11

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $408,156.00 $38,466,667.11

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $357,426.39 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $357,426.39

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $707,704.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $707,704.25

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,040,325.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,040,325.25

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $35,742,639.00 $4,421,328.00 N/A $408,156.00 $40,572,123.00

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



 
April 17, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM D. 

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF WASCO FOR $164,647 

 
DESCRITPION: 
 
FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of Wasco for 
$164,647. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the City of Wasco for 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
City of Wasco   $30,638             $134,009  $164,647 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 
The claim will be applied to the following expenses: 

Operating Salaries & Wages $73,987 

Fringe Benefits $73,522 

Professional Services $3,500 

Vehicle Maintenance & Supplies $107,561 

Utilities $10,000 

Miscellaneous $7,400 

Expense & Inter-fund Transfers $6,203 

FY 2013-2014 Budgeted Expenses & Uses $282,173 

 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval of this item.  
 
 
ACTION: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Wasco and authorize Chair 
to sign Resolution No. 14-08. ROLL CALL VOTE. 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-08 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2013-14 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF WASCO 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2013-14 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
              months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section 
              1808.1. 

 
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 17TH DAY OF APRIL 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 17th day of April 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–Wasco  
              Resolution 14-07 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2013/14

Revised: May 7, 2012

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/12 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $790,473.80 $103,901.21 $33,422.00 $2,003.00 $896,378.01

BAKERSFIELD (1) 351,443 41.69% $13,322,174.56 $1,843,251.64 $0.00 $0.00 $15,165,426.20

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $528,103.77 $69,414.85 $21,049.00 $1,262.00 $598,780.62

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $2,075,414.20 $272,795.94 $88,304.00 $5,293.00 $2,353,503.14

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,060,371.00 $303,297.00 $303,297.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $47,092.06 $6,189.86 $0.00 $0.00 $53,281.92

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $491,102.87 $64,551.39 $0.00 $0.00 $555,654.26

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $1,120,118.20 $147,230.22 $50,270.00 $3,013.00 $1,270,361.42

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $676,107.38 $88,868.69 $54,589.00 $3,272.00 $768,248.07

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $356,554.14 $46,866.08 $304,444.00 $18,247.00 $421,667.22

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $555,013.52 $72,951.91 $4,499.00 $270.00 $628,235.43

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $1,009,115.49 $132,639.84 $30,231.00 $1,812.00 $1,143,567.33

KERN CO.-IN (1) 114,910 13.63% $4,355,510.65 $602,627.01 $0.00 $0.00 $4,958,137.66

KERN CO.-OUT 184,929 21.94% $7,379,997.97 $970,039.36 $735,098.00 $44,059.00 $8,394,096.34

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $930,404.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $930,404.48

PROOF N/A $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $382,528.00 $38,441,039.11

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $408,156.00 $38,466,667.11

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $357,426.39 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $357,426.39

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $707,704.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $707,704.25

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,040,325.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,040,325.25

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $35,742,639.00 $4,421,328.00 N/A $408,156.00 $40,572,123.00

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



 

Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301 (661) 861-2191 Facsimile (661) 324-8215 TTY (661) 832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

 
April 17, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  
   Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy, 
   Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM E. 

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) STREETS AND ROADS 
CLAIM – CITY OF RIDGECREST FOR $500,000 

    
DESCRIPTION:  
 
FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim for the City of Ridgecrest for $500,000. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the City of Ridgecrest. 
 
Claimant   LTF   STAF   TOTAL 
City of Ridgecrest             $500,000  $0              $500,000 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) the maximum funding level does not exceed 
claimants’ deferred revenues, plus current year apportionments, less required public transit financing; 2) claimants have 
conducted a public hearing within its jurisdiction to receive testimony regarding unmet transit needs and have made an 
appropriate finding by resolution of its governing body; 3) project proposed for funding is in conformity with the Regional 
Transportation Plan; and 4) claimants have not requested or received funds in excess of its current year expenditure.  
Staff recommends approval.  
 
The claim will be applied to the following expense: 
 
Street Maintenance & Road Repair - $500,000 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval of this item.  
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the City of Ridgecrest and authorize Chair to sign Resolution No. 
14-09. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-09 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2013-14 TDA STREETS AND ROADS CLAIM – CITY OF RIDGECREST 
                             

WHEREAS, The State of California has declared that public transportation is an essential component 
of a balanced transportation system and that it is desirable that public transportation systems be designed and 
operated so as to encourage maximum utilization of the service for the benefit of all the people of the state, 
including the elderly, handicapped, youth, and citizens of limited means of the ability to freely utilize the system 
(Section 99220, Public Utilities Code (PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Mills-Alquist-Deddeh Act, also known as the Transportation Development Act (TDA), 
established public funding for the support of public transportation systems and other purposes consistent with 
the Act, including local streets and roads, and facilities provided for exclusive use by pedestrians and bicycles 
(Section 99400(a) PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG), as the designated Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency, is required to ensure that the following factors are identified and considered 
prior to the allocation of TDA funds for street and road claims or any other purposes not directly related to 
public transportation services (Section 99401.5, PUC): 
 

1) Size and location of identifiable groups likely to be dependent upon transit, including but not 
necessarily limited to, the elderly, the handicapped and the poor; 2) Adequacy of existing public 
transportation services; and 3) Potential alternative public transportation and specialized 
transportation services, and service improvement that would meet travel demand; and 

 
WHEREAS, Kern COG is further required to hold a public hearing to receive testimony identifying or 

commenting on unmet transit needs within the jurisdiction of claimants that might be reasonable to meet by 
establishing or contracting for new public transportation or specialized transportation services or expanding 
existing services (Section 99238.5, PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of public transportation systems in Kern County, and public 
testimony received at public hearings, evidence Kern COG's efforts to identify transportation needs pursuant 
to Section 99238.5, PUC; and 
 

WHEREAS, The RTP, adopted by Kern COG, established goals, objectives, and policies for the 
implementation of public transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, Claimant has filed a claim for street and road funds pursuant to Public Utilities Code 
Article 8 Section 99400(a); and  
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the TDA and its own rules and 
regulations, has received and evaluated Claimant’s Article 8 street and road claim consistent with the 
provisions of Section 99400(a), Article 8 of the PUC, and Section 99313.3, Article 6.5 of the PUC; and 
 

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Section 99238.5, PUC, Kern COG has held a public hearing to receive 
testimony identifying and commenting on unmet transit needs within the jurisdiction of claimant; and 
 

WHEREAS, The proposed projects are consistent with claimant’s projected TDA revenues and the 
Regional Transportation Plan; and 
 
 



 

WHEREAS, Claimant proposes to use the funds for projects shown on the claim submitted by 
claimant and filed in the Kern COG office. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1.  The Council, after consideration of all available information, including the RTP, the Kern COG 
 transportation needs studies, and testimony received at public hearings, finds that: 
 

a) There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet within the jurisdiction of claimants.  
No additional unmet transit needs have been identified which can support a public transit service 
which meets the legally-required farebox recovery ratio (21 Cal. Admin. Code Section 6633.2-6633.9); 
and b) This claim on the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) for Article 8 is consistent with the RTP. 

 
2.   This claim is approved, subject to the following conditions: 
 

a) Claimant is herein allocated the LTF and STAF funds available for apportionment shown on 
Attachment "A," plus any interest and balance from prior years, for use on projects also shown on 
Attachment "A"); b) Before any streets and roads payments are made to claimant under Articles 8 or 
6.5, those allocations approved by this Council for transit, Articles 4 and 6.5, shall be credited to 
claimant’s transit reserve account in trust fund #24075, Article 8, and #24076, Article 6.5; and c) 
Remaining Article 8 and 6.5 funds shall be credited to and retained in claimant’s non-transit streets 
and roads reserve account in trust fund #24075 and #24076 and shall be transferred or disbursed to 
claimant in accordance with Attachment "A" of this resolution and written instructions for disbursement 
issued by Kern COG staff. 

 
3. The Chairman and Executive Director of Kern COG are hereby authorized to perform any and all acts 

necessary to accomplish the purpose of this resolution, including the submission of allocation 
instructions to the Kern County Auditor-Controller pursuant to 21 California Administrative Code, 
Section 6659. 

 
AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 17TH DAY OF APRIL 2014. 

 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 

 ________________________________                             
                       
Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ATTEST:     Kern Council of Governments 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 17th day of April 2014. 
 
 
                                                                        Date:                                              
 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                                                                                                  Res. 14-09 
Kern Council of Governments                                    TDA-S&R Ridgecrest 
                                                                                                                                                            Page 2 

 



Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2013/14

Revised: May 7, 2012

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/12 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $790,473.80 $103,901.21 $33,422.00 $2,003.00 $896,378.01

BAKERSFIELD (1) 351,443 41.69% $13,322,174.56 $1,843,251.64 $0.00 $0.00 $15,165,426.20

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $528,103.77 $69,414.85 $21,049.00 $1,262.00 $598,780.62

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $2,075,414.20 $272,795.94 $88,304.00 $5,293.00 $2,353,503.14

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,060,371.00 $303,297.00 $303,297.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $47,092.06 $6,189.86 $0.00 $0.00 $53,281.92

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $491,102.87 $64,551.39 $0.00 $0.00 $555,654.26

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $1,120,118.20 $147,230.22 $50,270.00 $3,013.00 $1,270,361.42

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $676,107.38 $88,868.69 $54,589.00 $3,272.00 $768,248.07

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $356,554.14 $46,866.08 $304,444.00 $18,247.00 $421,667.22

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $555,013.52 $72,951.91 $4,499.00 $270.00 $628,235.43

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $1,009,115.49 $132,639.84 $30,231.00 $1,812.00 $1,143,567.33

KERN CO.-IN (1) 114,910 13.63% $4,355,510.65 $602,627.01 $0.00 $0.00 $4,958,137.66

KERN CO.-OUT 184,929 21.94% $7,379,997.97 $970,039.36 $735,098.00 $44,059.00 $8,394,096.34

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $930,404.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $930,404.48

PROOF N/A $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $382,528.00 $38,441,039.11

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $408,156.00 $38,466,667.11

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $357,426.39 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $357,426.39

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $707,704.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $707,704.25

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,040,325.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,040,325.25

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $35,742,639.00 $4,421,328.00 N/A $408,156.00 $40,572,123.00

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



1 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

  
 

April 17, 2014 
 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  
   Executive Director  
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy, 
   Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM F. 

FISCAL YEAR 2012-13 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) STREETS 
AND ROADS CLAIM – CITY OF WASCO FOR $1,156,396 

     
DESCRIPTION:  
 
FY 2012-13 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim for the City of Wasco for 
$1,156,396. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the City of Wasco. 
 
Claimant   LTF   STAF   TOTAL 
City of Wasco              $1,156,396  $0              $1,156,396 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) the maximum funding level 
does not exceed claimants’ deferred revenues, plus current year apportionments, less required public 
transit financing; 2) claimants have conducted a public hearing within its jurisdiction to receive testimony 
regarding unmet transit needs and have made an appropriate finding by resolution of its governing body; 
3) project proposed for funding is in conformity with the Regional Transportation Plan; and 4) claimants 
have not requested or received funds in excess of its current year expenditure.  Staff recommends 
approval. 
 
The claim will be applied to the following expenses: 
 
Street Maintenance & construction throughout the City - $1,156,396.  
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval of this item.  
 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2012-13 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the City of Wasco and authorize Chair to sign 
Resolution No. 14-10. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-10 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2013-14 TDA STREETS AND ROADS CLAIM – CITY OF WASCO 
                             

WHEREAS, The State of California has declared that public transportation is an essential component 
of a balanced transportation system and that it is desirable that public transportation systems be designed and 
operated so as to encourage maximum utilization of the service for the benefit of all the people of the state, 
including the elderly, handicapped, youth, and citizens of limited means of the ability to freely utilize the system 
(Section 99220, Public Utilities Code (PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Mills-Alquist-Deddeh Act, also known as the Transportation Development Act (TDA), 
established public funding for the support of public transportation systems and other purposes consistent with 
the Act, including local streets and roads, and facilities provided for exclusive use by pedestrians and bicycles 
(Section 99400(a) PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG), as the designated Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency, is required to ensure that the following factors are identified and considered 
prior to the allocation of TDA funds for street and road claims or any other purposes not directly related to 
public transportation services (Section 99401.5, PUC): 
 

1) Size and location of identifiable groups likely to be dependent upon transit, including but not 
necessarily limited to, the elderly, the handicapped and the poor; 2) Adequacy of existing public 
transportation services; and 3) Potential alternative public transportation and specialized 
transportation services, and service improvement that would meet travel demand; and 

 
WHEREAS, Kern COG is further required to hold a public hearing to receive testimony identifying or 

commenting on unmet transit needs within the jurisdiction of claimants that might be reasonable to meet by 
establishing or contracting for new public transportation or specialized transportation services or expanding 
existing services (Section 99238.5, PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of public transportation systems in Kern County, and public 
testimony received at public hearings, evidence Kern COG's efforts to identify transportation needs pursuant 
to Section 99238.5, PUC; and 
 

WHEREAS, The RTP, adopted by Kern COG, established goals, objectives, and policies for the 
implementation of public transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, Claimant has filed a claim for street and road funds pursuant to Public Utilities Code 
Article 8 Section 99400(a); and  
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the TDA and its own rules and 
regulations, has received and evaluated Claimant’s Article 8 street and road claim consistent with the 
provisions of Section 99400(a), Article 8 of the PUC, and Section 99313.3, Article 6.5 of the PUC; and 
 

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Section 99238.5, PUC, Kern COG has held a public hearing to receive 
testimony identifying and commenting on unmet transit needs within the jurisdiction of claimant; and 
 

WHEREAS, The proposed projects are consistent with claimant’s projected TDA revenues and the 
Regional Transportation Plan; and 
 
 



 

WHEREAS, Claimant proposes to use the funds for projects shown on the claim submitted by 
claimant and filed in the Kern COG office. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1.  The Council, after consideration of all available information, including the RTP, the Kern COG 
 transportation needs studies, and testimony received at public hearings, finds that: 
 

a) There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet within the jurisdiction of claimants.  
No additional unmet transit needs have been identified which can support a public transit service 
which meets the legally-required farebox recovery ratio (21 Cal. Admin. Code Section 6633.2-6633.9); 
and b) This claim on the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) for Article 8 is consistent with the RTP. 

 
2.   This claim is approved, subject to the following conditions: 
 

a) Claimant is herein allocated the LTF and STAF funds available for apportionment shown on 
Attachment "A," plus any interest and balance from prior years, for use on projects also shown on 
Attachment "A"); b) Before any streets and roads payments are made to claimant under Articles 8 or 
6.5, those allocations approved by this Council for transit, Articles 4 and 6.5, shall be credited to 
claimant’s transit reserve account in trust fund #24075, Article 8, and #24076, Article 6.5; and c) 
Remaining Article 8 and 6.5 funds shall be credited to and retained in claimant’s non-transit streets 
and roads reserve account in trust fund #24075 and #24076 and shall be transferred or disbursed to 
claimant in accordance with Attachment "A" of this resolution and written instructions for disbursement 
issued by Kern COG staff. 

 
3. The Chairman and Executive Director of Kern COG are hereby authorized to perform any and all acts 

necessary to accomplish the purpose of this resolution, including the submission of allocation 
instructions to the Kern County Auditor-Controller pursuant to 21 California Administrative Code, 
Section 6659. 

 
AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 17TH DAY OF APRIL 2014. 

 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 

 ________________________________                             
                       
Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ATTEST:     Kern Council of Governments 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 17th day of April 2014. 
 
 
                                                                        Date:                                              
 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                                                                                                  Res. 14-10 
Kern Council of Governments                                       TDA-S&R - Wasco 
                                                                                                                                                            Page 2 

 



Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2013/14

Revised: May 7, 2012

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/12 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $790,473.80 $103,901.21 $33,422.00 $2,003.00 $896,378.01

BAKERSFIELD (1) 351,443 41.69% $13,322,174.56 $1,843,251.64 $0.00 $0.00 $15,165,426.20

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $528,103.77 $69,414.85 $21,049.00 $1,262.00 $598,780.62

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $2,075,414.20 $272,795.94 $88,304.00 $5,293.00 $2,353,503.14

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,060,371.00 $303,297.00 $303,297.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $47,092.06 $6,189.86 $0.00 $0.00 $53,281.92

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $491,102.87 $64,551.39 $0.00 $0.00 $555,654.26

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $1,120,118.20 $147,230.22 $50,270.00 $3,013.00 $1,270,361.42

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $676,107.38 $88,868.69 $54,589.00 $3,272.00 $768,248.07

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $356,554.14 $46,866.08 $304,444.00 $18,247.00 $421,667.22

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $555,013.52 $72,951.91 $4,499.00 $270.00 $628,235.43

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $1,009,115.49 $132,639.84 $30,231.00 $1,812.00 $1,143,567.33

KERN CO.-IN (1) 114,910 13.63% $4,355,510.65 $602,627.01 $0.00 $0.00 $4,958,137.66

KERN CO.-OUT 184,929 21.94% $7,379,997.97 $970,039.36 $735,098.00 $44,059.00 $8,394,096.34

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $930,404.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $930,404.48

PROOF N/A $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $382,528.00 $38,441,039.11

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $408,156.00 $38,466,667.11

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $357,426.39 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $357,426.39

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $707,704.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $707,704.25

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,040,325.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,040,325.25

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $35,742,639.00 $4,421,328.00 N/A $408,156.00 $40,572,123.00

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



 
 

April 17, 2014 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM G. 

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT FOR 
$17,434,834 

 
DESCRITPION: 
 
FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for Golden Empire Transit for 
$17,434,834. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the Golden Empire Transit 
for $17,434,834. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
Golden Empire Transit  $14,755,387      $2,679,499  $17,434,834 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 
The claim will be applied to the following expenses: 

Administrative Salaries & Wages $1,939,036 

Operating Salaries & Wages $8,696,600 

Other Salaries & Wages $2,892,533 

Fringe Benefits $4,426,303 

Professional Services $697,810 

Maintenance Services $479,177 

Vehicle Maintenance & Supplies $3,832,069 

Utilities $229,996 

Insurance $520,274 

Miscellaneous $323,995 

Other $315,571 

FY 2013-2014 Projected Expenses & Uses $24,353,364 



 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval of this item.  
 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for Golden Empire Transit District and authorize 
Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-11. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-11 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2013-14 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2013-14 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
              months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section 
              1808.1. 

 
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 17TH DAY OF APRIL 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 17th day of April 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–GET  
              Resolution 14-11 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2013/14

Revised: May 7, 2012

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/12 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $790,473.80 $103,901.21 $33,422.00 $2,003.00 $896,378.01

BAKERSFIELD (1) 351,443 41.69% $13,322,174.56 $1,843,251.64 $0.00 $0.00 $15,165,426.20

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $528,103.77 $69,414.85 $21,049.00 $1,262.00 $598,780.62

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $2,075,414.20 $272,795.94 $88,304.00 $5,293.00 $2,353,503.14

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,060,371.00 $303,297.00 $303,297.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $47,092.06 $6,189.86 $0.00 $0.00 $53,281.92

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $491,102.87 $64,551.39 $0.00 $0.00 $555,654.26

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $1,120,118.20 $147,230.22 $50,270.00 $3,013.00 $1,270,361.42

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $676,107.38 $88,868.69 $54,589.00 $3,272.00 $768,248.07

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $356,554.14 $46,866.08 $304,444.00 $18,247.00 $421,667.22

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $555,013.52 $72,951.91 $4,499.00 $270.00 $628,235.43

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $1,009,115.49 $132,639.84 $30,231.00 $1,812.00 $1,143,567.33

KERN CO.-IN (1) 114,910 13.63% $4,355,510.65 $602,627.01 $0.00 $0.00 $4,958,137.66

KERN CO.-OUT 184,929 21.94% $7,379,997.97 $970,039.36 $735,098.00 $44,059.00 $8,394,096.34

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $930,404.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $930,404.48

PROOF N/A $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $382,528.00 $38,441,039.11

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $408,156.00 $38,466,667.11

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $357,426.39 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $357,426.39

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $707,704.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $707,704.25

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,040,325.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,040,325.25

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $35,742,639.00 $4,421,328.00 N/A $408,156.00 $40,572,123.00

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



 
April 17, 2014 

 
TO:   Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
   Executive Director 
 
   BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
    Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT:  TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM H. 

FY 2014/2015 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT APPORTIONMENT 
ESTIMATE  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The total Transportation Development Act (TDA) funding for fiscal year 2014/2015 is estimated to be 
$36,746,570. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Based upon revised funding estimates prepared by the Kern County Auditor-Controller for the Local 
Transportation fund #24075 and by the Controller of the State of California for the State Transit 
Assistance Fund #24076, Kern COG anticipates TDA funding for 2014/2015 to be as follows: 

   
       FY 2013/14      FY2014/15           Percent  
Fund                   Amount        Amount                     Inc. (Decr.) 

 
Local Transportation $35,742,638  $36,746,570   2.8% 
Fund #24075 
 
State Transit Assistance $4,829,484  $4,633,636   (4.1%) 
Fund #24076  __________  ___________ 
 
TOTAL   $40,572,122  $41,380,206   2.0% 
 
Attached are specific estimates by area apportionment. Prospective claimants are reminded that the 
amounts cited represent estimates and that available funding will vary with actual tax receipts. In 
addition, these estimates will be revised in response to new local population estimates provided by the 
California Department of Finance in May 2014. This information has been forwarded to staff 
representatives of each prospective claimant.  
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
ACTION: Information. 
  
Attachments: SCO STAF Fiscal Year 2014/2015 Summary 
Kern County LTF Fund estimate and apportionment schedule A and B 
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April 17, 2014 

 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 

Executive Director 
 
  By: Troy Hightower, 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM I. 

CDM SMITH METROPOLITAN BAKERSFIELD TRANSIT CENTERS STUDY 
CONTRACT 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
Kern Council of Governments solicited proposals from qualified firms to develop and deliver a 
Metropolitan Bakersfield Transit Centers Study. The Study should be completed by June 30, 2015. The 
proposal submitted by CDM Smith was selected by the selection committee. The CDM contract is not to 
exceed $175,000. County Counsel is reviewing this item. 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The development of the Study is being undertaken by Kern COG in partnership with Golden Empire 
Transit District (GET). The City of Bakersfield, Bike Bakersfield, California State University, Bakersfield, 
Consolidated Transportation Service Area CTSA, Kern Regional Transit (KRT), and County of Kern are 
expected to participate in the Study. 
 
Kern COG and GET entered into a Memorandum of Agreement (attachment 2) to perform this study on 
September 19, 2013. GET will provide an amount not to exceed $75.000, and Kern COG will provide an 
amount not to exceed $ 100,000.  
 
Total cost of this contract is not to exceed $ 175,000 budgeted for in Work Element 606.7 in the 2013-
2014 OWP. The term of the contract ends on June 30, 2015. The contract has been reviewed by County 
Council. 
 
Attachment: CDM Smith Contract 
 
Action: 
 
Authorize the Chair to sign the CDM Smith contract. VOICE VOTE. 
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CDM Smith Contract 
 

CONTRACT BETWEEN THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
AND 

_CDM Smith, Inc. 
 
 

THIS CONTRACT, made and entered into this 17 day of April, 2014, by and between the 
Kern Council of Governments, hereinafter referred to as "Kern COG," and, _CDM Smith, Inc.____ 
hereinafter referred to as "Consultant." 
 
 W I T N E S S E T H: 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Joint Powers Agreement of November 4, 1970, creating Kern 
COG and the amended Joint Powers Agreement of May 1, 1982, Kern COG is authorized and 
empowered to employ consultants and specialists in the performance of its duties and functions; 
and 
 

WHEREAS, Consultant represents it is qualified and willing to provide such services 
pursuant to the terms and conditions of this contract; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto do mutually agree as follows: 
 
 I.  Contract Organization and Content 
 
This contract is fully comprised of these terms and the attached exhibits: Scope of Work, and 
Budget/Cost, and Schedule all of which are incorporated herein by this reference. 
 
 II.  Scope of Work 
 
The work to be conducted by Consultant is specified in the Scope of Work, Budget, and 
Deliverables attached hereto as Exhibit "A," and according to the Schedule and Budget, attached 
hereto as Exhibit “B.”  
 
 III.  Term 
 
Time is of the essence in this contract.  The term of this contact is April 17, 2014 through June 30, 
2015, unless an extension of time is granted in writing by Kern COG.   
 
Consultant services and reimbursements beyond June 30, 2015, are subject to the inclusion and 
funding agency approval of this project in Kern COG's 2015-2016 fiscal year Overall Work Program 
(OWP).  If the project or OWP is not approved, this contract is terminated, effective the ending date 
of the last approved Kern COG OWP.  
 
 IV.  Assignability 
 
Consultant shall not assign any interest in this contract, and shall not transfer the same, without 
the prior written consent of Kern COG. 
  

V.  Contract Changes 
 
No alteration or deviation in the terms of this contract shall be valid unless made in writing and 
signed by the parties.  No oral understanding or agreement not incorporated herein, shall be binding 
on any of the parties. 
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Kern COG may request, at any time, amendments to this contract and will notify Consultant in 
writing regarding such requests.  Within ten (10) days of such notice, Consultant shall determine 
the requested changes impact on both time and compensation and Consultant shall notify Kern 
COG of the same in detailed writing.   
 
Changes to this contract shall not become binding on the parties until Kern COG and Consultant 
agree to such changes through an amendment.  Such amendments shall only become binding on 
the parties once signed by Kern COG and Consultant, and shall be effective as of the date of the 
amending document, unless otherwise indicated. 
 
 VI.  Contract Costs and Reimbursements 
 

A. Maximum Contract Amount/Budget Amendments:   
 
For services rendered, Consultant may bill and receive up to $175,000 to be billed in accordance 
with Exhibit "B," Budget.  The total sum billed under this contract may not exceed $175,000 
including all costs, overhead, and fixed fee expenses.  Such billings, up to the specified amount, 
shall constitute full and complete compensation for Consultant's services. Any amendments to the 
individual categories within the budget must be approved in writing in advance by Kern COG.   
 

B. Progress Payments and Reports:   
 
Progress payments are authorized under this contract.  Progress billings in arrears may be 
submitted as often as monthly.  Written progress reports shall accompany each billing and shall 
specify, by task, the percentage of contract work completed to date and since the date of the 
preceding billing, if any.  Consultant shall be paid within 30 days following the receipt and approval 
of each billing by Kern COG.  If Kern COG disputes any portion of a request for payment, Kern 
COG shall pay the undisputed portion of such request as provided herein and shall promptly notify 
Consultant of the amount in dispute and the reason therefore.  
 

.  
C. Contract Completion Retainer:   

 
Ten (10) percent shall be retained from each contract billing.  Upon the completion of each task, 
the retention for that task will be released to Consultant upon completion of the task and 
deliverables to the satisfaction of Kern COG. 
 

D. Allowable Costs and Documentation:   
 
All costs charged to this contract by Consultant shall be supported by properly executed payrolls, 
time records, invoices, and vouchers, evidencing in proper detail the nature and propriety of the 
charges, and shall be costs allowable as determined by Title 48 Code of Federal Regulations, 
Chapter 1, Part 31 (Contract Cost Principles and Procedures), Subpart 31.2 (Contracts with 
Commercial Organizations), as modified by Subpart 31.103.  Consultant shall also comply with 
Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 18, (Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants 
and Cooperative Agreements to State and Local Governments) in the procurement of services, 
supplies or equipment. 
 
  

VII.  Progress Reports 
 
Consultant shall submit progress reports, as described above in Paragraph VI-B.   The purpose of 
the reports is to allow Kern COG to determine if Consultant is completing the activities identified in 
the Scope of Work in accordance with the agreed upon budget, and to afford occasions for airing 
difficulties or special problems encountered so remedies can be developed. 
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Consultant's Project Manager shall meet with Kern COG's Project Manager, as identified under 
Section II, as needed to discuss work progress. 
 
 VIII.  Inspection of Work 
 
Consultant, and any subcontractors, shall permit Kern COG, Caltrans and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), and other participating agencies, the opportunity to review and inspect the 
project activities at all reasonable times during the performance period of this contract, including 
review and inspection on a daily basis. 
 
 IX.  Staffing 
 
During the performance of this contract, the representative project manager for Kern COG and 
Consultant will be: 
 

Kern COG: Troy Hightower, Regional Planner 
Consultant: Tuere Fa’aola, Senior Transportation Planner 

 
Consultant’s Project Manager shall meet with Kern COG’s Project Manager or Designer as needed 
to discuss work progress.   
 
There shall be no change in Consultant's Project Manager, or members of the project team, without 
prior written approval by Executive Director of Kern COG.  The Project Manager shall be 
responsible for keeping Kern COG informed of the progress of the work and shall be available for 
no less than four (4) meetings with Kern COG. 
 
 X.  Subcontracting 
 
Consultant shall perform the work with resources available within its own organization, unless 
otherwise specified in this contract.  No portion of the work included in this contract shall be 
subcontracted without written authorization by Kern COG.  In no event shall Consultant subcontract 
for work in excess of fifty (50) percent of the contract amount, excluding specialized services.  
Specialized services are those items not ordinarily furnished by a consultant performing this 
particular type of work.  All authorized subcontracts shall contain the same applicable provisions 
specified in this contract. 
 
 XI.  Termination of Contract   
 

A. Termination for Convenience of Kern COG:   
 
Kern COG may terminate this contract at any time by giving notice to Consultant of such 
termination, and the effective termination date, at least thirty (30) days before the effective date of 
such termination.  In such event, all finished or unfinished documents and other materials shall, at 
the option of Kern COG, become its property.  If this contract is terminated by Kern COG, as 
provided herein, Consultant shall be reimbursed for expenses incurred prior to the termination date, 
in accordance with the cost provisions of this contract.  Consultant will also be allowed a proportion 
of any fixed fee that is equal to the same proportion of the project completed by Consultant on the 
date of termination of this contract.  

 
B. Termination for Cause:   

 
If through any cause, Consultant shall fail to fulfill in a timely and proper manner its obligations 
under this contract, or if Consultant violates any of the covenants, agreements, or stipulations of 
this contract, Kern COG shall thereupon have the right to immediately terminate the contract by 
giving written notice to Consultant of the intent to terminate and specifying the effective date 
thereof.  Kern COG shall provide an opportunity for consultation with Consultant and a ten-day cure 
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period prior to termination.  In such an event, all finished or unfinished documents, data, studies, 
surveys, drawings, maps, models, photographs, reports or other materials prepared by Consultant 
under this contract shall, at the option of Kern COG, become the property of Kern COG.  Consultant 
shall be entitled to receive compensation for all satisfactory work completed prior to the effective 
date of termination. 
 

XII.  Compliance with Laws, Rules and Regulations 
 
All services performed by the Consultant pursuant to this contract shall be performed in accordance 
and full compliance with all applicable federal, state or local statutes, rules, and regulations. 
 
 XIII.  Conflict of Interest 
 

A. Consultant, and the agents and employees of Consultant, shall act in an independent capacity in 
the performance of this contract, and not as officers, employees or agents of Kern COG. 
 

B. No officer, member, or employee of Kern COG or other public official of the governing body of the 
locality or localities in which the work pursuant to this contract is being carried out, who exercises 
any functions or responsibilities in the review or approval of the undertaking or carrying out of the 
aforesaid work shall: 
 
1.  Participate in any decision relating to this contract which affects his personal interest or the 
interest of any corporation, partnership, or association in which he has, directly or indirectly, any 
interest; or  
 
2.  Have any interest, direct or indirect, in this contract or the proceeds thereof during his tenure or 
for one year thereafter. 
 

C. Consultant hereby covenants that it has, at the time of the execution of this contract, no interest, 
and that it shall not acquire any interest in the future, direct or indirect, which would conflict in any 
manner or degree with the performance of services required to be performed pursuant to this 
contract.  Consultant further covenants that in the performance of this work, no person having any 
such interest shall be employed. 
 
 XIV.  Contingency Fees 
 
Consultant warrants, by execution of this contract, that no person or selling agency has been 
employed or retained to solicit or secure this contract upon an agreement or understanding for a 
commission, percentage, brokerage, or contingency fee, excepting bona fide employees or bona 
fide established commercial or selling agencies maintained by Consultant for the purpose of 
securing business.  For breach or violation of this warranty, Kern COG has the right to terminate 
this contract without liability, allowing payment only for the value of the work actually performed, or 
to deduct from the contract price, or otherwise recover, the full amount of such commission, 
percentage, brokerage, or contingency fee. 
 

XV.  Copyrights 
Consultant shall be free to copyright material developed under this contract with the provision that 
Kern COG reserve a royalty-free, nonexclusive and irrevocable license to reproduce, publish, or 
otherwise use, distribute, and to authorize others to use, and distribute for fee or otherwise, the 
work for any purpose.  Consultant is subject to the duties of agency relating to rights in data and 
copyrights as set forth in 28 CFR 179.9(c) and (d).  
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XVI.  Publication 
 

A. No report, information, or other data given to or prepared or assembled by Consultant pursuant to 
this contract, shall be made available to any individual or organization by Consultant without the 
prior written approval of Kern COG. 
 

B. The following acknowledgment of FTA’s participation must appear on the cover or title page of all 
final products: 
 
 
“The preparation of this report has been financed, in part, through a grant from the U.S. Department 
of Transportation, Federal Transit Administration, under the authority of the 49 USC Chapter 43 
#5313(b) of the Federal Transit Laws.” 
 
 XVII.  Disputes 
 
Except as otherwise provided in this contract, any dispute concerning a question of fact which is 
not disposed of by mutual agreement, shall be decided by a court of competent jurisdiction. 
 
 XVIII.  Hold Harmless 
 
Consultant agrees to defend Kern COG and Kern COG’s agents, board members, elected and 
appointed officials and officers, employees, volunteers and authorized representatives from any 
and all losses, liabilities, charges, damages, claims, liens, causes of action, awards, judgments, 
costs, and expenses (including, but not limited to, reasonable attorneys’ fees of County Counsel 
and counsel retained by Kern COG, expert fees, costs of staff time, and investigation costs) of 
whatever kind or nature, which arise out of or are in any way connected with any act or omission 
of Consultant or Consultant’s officers, agents, employees, independent contractors, sub-
contractors of any tier, or authorized representatives.  
 
Consultant agrees to indemnify, defend and hold harmless Kern COG and Kern COG’s agents, 
board members, elected and appointed officials and officers, employees, volunteers and authorized 
representatives from any and all losses, liabilities, charges, damages, claims, liens, causes of 
action, awards, judgments, costs, and expenses (including, but not limited to, reasonable attorneys’ 
fees of County Counsel and counsel retained by Kern COG, expert fees, costs of staff time, and 
investigation costs) of whatever kind or nature, which arise out of or are in any way connected with 
any negligent act or omission or willful misconduct of Consultant or Consultant’s officers, agents, 
employees, independent contractors, sub-contractors of any tier, or authorized representatives.  
Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, the same shall include bodily and personal injury or 
death to any person or persons; damage to any property, regardless of where located, including 
the property of Kern COG; and any workers’ compensation claim or suit arising from or connected 
with any services performed pursuant to this Agreement on behalf of Consultant by any person or 
entity. 
 
   XIX.  Insurance 
 
Consultant, in order to protect Kern COG and its board members, officials, agents, officers, and 
employees against all claims and liability for death, injury, loss and damage as a result of 
Consultant’s actions in connection with the performance of Consultant’s obligations, as required in 
this Agreement, shall secure and maintain insurance as described below. Consultant shall not 
perform any work under this Agreement until Consultant has obtained all insurance required under 
this section and the required certificates of insurance and all required endorsements have been 
filed with Kern COG’s authorized insurance representative.  Receipt of evidence of insurance that 
does not comply with all applicable insurance requirements shall not constitute a waiver of the 
insurance requirements set forth herein.  The required documents must be signed by the authorized 
representative of the insurance company shown on the certificate.  Upon request, Consultant shall 
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supply proof that such person is an authorized representative thereof, and is authorized to bind the 
named underwriter(s) and their company to the coverage, limits and termination provisions shown 
thereon.  Consultant shall promptly deliver Kern COG a certificate of insurance, and all required 
endorsements, with respect to each renewal policy, as necessary to demonstrate the maintenance 
of the required insurance coverage for the term specified herein.  Such certificates and 
endorsements shall be delivered to Kern COG not less than 30 days prior to the expiration date of 
any policy and bear a notation evidencing payment of the premium thereof if so requested.  
Consultant shall immediately pay any deductibles and self-insured retentions under all required 
insurance policies upon the submission of any claim by Consultant or Kern COG as an additional 
insured. 
 
Without limiting Kern COG’s right to obtain indemnification from Consultant or any third parties, 
Consultant, at its sole expense, shall maintain in full force and affect the following insurance policies 
throughout the term of the contract: 
 

A. Commercial General Liability Insurance including, but not limited to, Contractual Liability Insurance 
(specifically concerning the indemnity provisions of the Agreement with Kern COG), Products-
Completed Operations Hazard, Personal Injury (including bodily injury and death), and Property 
Damage for liability arising out of Consultant’s performance of work under the Agreement.  The 
Commercial General Liability insurance shall contain no exclusions or limitation for independent 
contractors working on the behalf of the named insured.  Consultant shall maintain the Products-
Completed Operations Hazard coverage for the longest period allowed by law following termination 
of this Agreement.  The amount of said insurance coverage required by this Agreement shall be 
the policy limits, which shall be at least one million dollars ($1,000,000) each occurrence and two 
million dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate. 
 

B. Automobile Liability Insurance against claims of Personal Injury (including Bodily injury and death) 
and Property Damage covering any vehicle and/or all owned, leased, hired and non-owned vehicles 
used in the performance of services pursuant to this Agreement with coverage equal to the policy 
limits, which shall be at least one million dollars ($1,000,000) each occurrence. 
 

C. Professional Liability Insurance of at least $1,000,000. 
 

D. Worker’s Compensation Insurance as required by law.  Consultant shall require any sub-
contractors to provide workers’ compensation for all of the sub-contractors’ employees, unless the 
sub-contractors’ employees are covered by the insurance afforded by Consultant.  If any class of 
employees engaged in work or services performed under this Agreement is not covered by Labor 
Code section 3700, Consultant shall provide and/or require each sub-contractor to provide 
adequate insurance for the coverage of employees not otherwise covered. 
 
This insurance shall not be canceled or changed without a minimum of thirty (30) days advance 
written notice given to Kern COG.  The consultant shall provide certification of said insurance to 
Kern COG within twenty-one (21) days of the date of the execution of the contract.  Such 
certification shall show, to Kern COG’s satisfaction, that such insurance coverage has been 
obtained and is in full force; that Kern COG, its officers, agents, and employees will not be 
responsible for any premiums on the policies; that if required such insurance names Kern COG, its 
officers, agents, and employees individually and collectively as additional insured (comprehensive 
and general liability only), but only insofar as the operations under the contract are concerned; that 
such coverage for additional insured shall apply as primary insurance and any other insurance, or 
self-insurance, maintained by Kern COG, its officers, agents, and employees, shall be excess only 
and not contributing with insurance provided under the consultant’s policies herein; and that this 
insurance shall not be canceled or changed without a minimum of thirty (30) days advance, written 
notice given to Kern COG. 
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In the event Consultant fails to keep in effect at all times insurance coverage as herein provided, 
Kern COG may, in addition to other remedies it may have, suspend or terminate the contract upon 
the occurrence of such event. 
 

E. The Commercial General Liability and Automobile Liability Insurance required in sub-paragraph A 
and B. shall include an endorsement naming Kern COG and Kern COG’s board members, officials, 
officers, agents and employees as additional insureds for liability arising out of this Agreement and 
any operations related thereto.  Said endorsement shall be provided using one of the following 
three options:  (i) on ISO form CG 20 10 11 85; or (ii) on ISO form CG 20 37 10 01 plus either ISO 
form CG 20 10 10 01 or CG 20 33 10 01; or (iii) on such other forms which provide coverage at 
least equal to or better than form CG 20 10 11 85. 
 

F. Any self-insured retentions in excess of $100,000 must be declared on the Certificate of Insurance 
or other documentation provided to Kern COG and must be approved by Kern COG. 
 

G. If any of the insurance coverages required under this Agreement is written on a claims-made basis, 
Consultant, at Consultant’s option, shall either (i) maintain said coverage for at least three (3) years 
following the termination of this Agreement with coverage extending back to the effective date of 
this Agreement; (ii) purchase an extended reporting period of not less than three (3) years following 
the termination of this Agreement; or (iii) acquire a full prior acts provision on any renewal or 
replacement policy. 
 

H. Cancellation of Insurance --Should any of the policies be cancelled before the expiration thereof, 
notice will be delivered in accordance with the policy provisions. Consultant shall provide notice to 
Kern COG at any time Consultant becomes aware of any cancellation or material change in the 
above insurance policies. . 
 

I. All insurance shall be issued by a company or companies admitted to do business in California and 
listed in the current “Best’s Key Rating Guide” publication with a minimum of a “A-;VII” rating.  Any 
exception to these requirements must be approved by the Kern COG. 
 

J. If Consultant is, or becomes during the term of this Agreement, self-insured or a member of a self-
insurance pool, Consultant shall provide coverage equivalent to the insurance coverages and 
endorsements required above.  The Kern COG will not accept such coverage unless Kern COG 
determines, in its sole discretion and by written acceptance, that the coverage proposed to be 
provided by Consultant is equivalent to the above-required coverages. 
 

K. All insurance afforded by Consultant pursuant to this Agreement shall be primary to and not 
contributing to all insurance or self-insurance maintained by Kern COG.  An endorsement shall be 
provided on all policies, except professional liability/errors and omissions, which shall waive any 
right of recovery (waiver of subrogation) against Kern COG.  A waiver of right of recovery (waiver 
of subrogation) is only required when Consultant’s personnel deliver services or perform service 
for Kern COG while on Kern COG property.   
 

L. Insurance coverages in the minimum amounts set forth herein shall not be construed to relieve 
Consultant for any liability, whether within, outside, or in excess of such coverage, and regardless 
of solvency or insolvency of the insurer that issues the coverage; nor shall it preclude Kern COG 
from taking such other actions as are available to it under any other provision of this Agreement or 
otherwise in law. 
 

M. Failure by Consultant to maintain all such insurance in effect at all times required by this Agreement 
shall be a material breach of this Agreement by Consultant.  Kern COG, at its sole option, may 
terminate this Agreement and obtain damages from Consultant resulting from said breach.  
Alternatively, Kern COG may purchase such required insurance coverage, and without further 
notice to Consultant, Kern COG shall deduct from sums due to Consultant any premiums and 
associated costs advanced or paid by Kern COG for such insurance.  If the balance of monies 
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obligated to Consultant pursuant to this Agreement are insufficient to reimburse Kern COG for the 
premiums and any associated costs, Consultant agrees to reimburse Kern COG for the premiums 
and pay for all costs associated with the purchase of said insurance.  Any failure by Kern COG to 
take this alternative action shall not relieve Consultant of its obligation to obtain and maintain the 
insurance coverages required by this Agreement. 
 

XX.  Equal Employment Opportunity/Nondiscrimination 
 
Consultant shall comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, and with the 
provisions contained in 49 CFR 21 through Appendix C and 23 CFR 170.405(b).  During the 
performance of this contract, Consultant, for itself, its assignees and successors in interest, agrees 
as follows: 
 

A. Compliance with Regulations:  Consultant shall comply with the regulations relative to 
nondiscrimination in federally-assisted programs of the Department of Transportation (hereinafter 
DOT) Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21, as they may be amended from time to time 
(hereinafter referred to as the Regulations), which are herein incorporated by reference and made 
a part of this contract. 

 
Prior to any performance under this agreement, Consultant must review, sign and return to Kern 
COG a copy of the Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 29 Debarment and Suspension 
Certifications (“Certifications”) attached and incorporated here as Exhibit D, “Debarment and 
Suspension  Certification.”  The signed copy of the Certifications shall be incorporated by this 
reference into the Agreement as if set forth in full herein. 
 
 
 

B. Nondiscrimination:  Consultant, with regard to the work performed by it during the contract, shall 
not discriminate on the grounds of race, religion, color, sex, age or national origin in the selection 
or retention of subcontractors, including the procurement of materials and leases of equipment.  
Consultant shall not participate either directly or indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by Section 
21.5 of the Regulations, including employment practices when the contract covers a program set 
forth in Appendix B of the Regulations. 
 

C. Solicitations for Subcontractors, including Procurements of Materials and Equipment:  In all 
solicitations, either by competitive bidding or negotiations made by Consultant for work to be 
performed under a subcontract, including the procurement of materials or leases of equipment, 
each potential subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by Consultant of Consultant's obligations 
under this contract, and the Regulations relative to nondiscrimination on the grounds of race, 
religion, color, sex, age or national origin. 
 

D. Information and Reports:  Consultant shall provide all information and reports required by the 
Regulations or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its books, records, 
accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be determined by Kern COG, 
Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA to be pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Regulations, orders and 
instructions.  Where any information required of Consultant is in the exclusive possession of 
another who fails or refuses to furnish this information, Consultant shall so certify to Kern COG, 
Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA, as appropriate, and shall set forth what efforts it has made to obtain the 
information. 
 

E. Sanctions for Noncompliance:  In the event of Consultant's noncompliance with the 
nondiscrimination provisions of this contract, Kern COG shall impose such contract sanctions as it, 
Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA may determine to be appropriate, including, but not limited to:   
 
1) Withholding of payments to Consultant under this contract until Consultant complies; and/or 2) 
Cancellation, termination or suspension of the contract, in whole or in part. 
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F. Incorporation of Provisions:  Consultant shall include the provisions of Paragraphs A through F of 

this Section XX in every subcontract, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment, 
unless exempt from the regulations, or directives issued pursuant thereto.  Consultant shall take 
such action with respect to any subcontract or procurement as Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA 
may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions for noncompliance.  
However, in the event Consultant becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a 
subcontractor or supplier as a result of such direction, Consultant may request Kern COG to enter 
into such litigation to protect the interests of Kern COG, and in addition, Consultant may request 
the United States to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the United States. 
 
 XXI.  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) 
 
It is the policy of Kern COG, the California State Department of Transportation and the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs), as defined in 49 
CFR Part 23, shall have the maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts 
financed in whole or in part with local, state or federal funds. 
 
Consultant shall ensure that DBEs, as defined in 49 CFR Part 23, have the maximum opportunity 
to participate in the performance of this contract.  In this regard, Consultant shall take all necessary 
and reasonable steps to ensure that DBEs have the maximum opportunity to compete for and to 
perform subcontracts arising out of this contract.  Failure to carry out the requirements of this 
paragraph shall constitute a breach of contract and may result in termination of this contract or such 
other remedy Kern COG may deem appropriate. 
 
During the period of this contract, the Consultant shall maintain records of all applicable 
subcontracts advertised and entered into germane to this contract, documenting the opportunity 
given to DBEs to participate in this contract, actual DBE participation, and records of materials 
purchased from DBE suppliers.  Such documentation shall show the name and business address 
of each DBE subcontractor or vendor, and the total dollar amount actually paid each DBE 
subcontractor or vendor.  Upon completion of the contract, a summary of these records shall be 
prepared and certified correct by the Consultant, and shall be furnished to Kern COG. 

 
XXII.  Audits 

 
At any time during normal business hours, and as often as Kern COG, Kern COG's participating 
agencies, the California Department of Transportation, the Federal Transit Administration, the 
Federal Highway Administration, the Department of Labor, the Comptroller General of the United 
States, or other appropriate state and federal agencies, or any duly authorized representatives may 
deem necessary, Consultant shall make available for examination all of its records with respect to 
all matters covered by this contract for purposes of audit, examination, or to make copies or 
transcripts of such records, including, but not limited to, contracts, invoices, payrolls, personnel 
records, conditions of employment and other data relating to all matters covered by this contract.  
Project costs are subject to audit and approval for payment according to the eligibility requirements 
of the funding agencies.  However, Kern COG shall not have the right to audit Consultant's fixed 
rates or fees, percentage multipliers, or standard charges.  All project records shall be retained and 
access to the facilities and premises of Consultant shall be made available during the period of 
performance of this contract, and for three years after Kern COG makes final payment under this 
contract. 
 
 XXIII.  Clean Air Act/Clean Water Act Requirements 
 
Consultant, in carrying out the requirements of this contract, shall comply with all applicable 
standards, orders, or requirements issued under Section 306 of the Clean Air Act (42 USC 1857[h]), 
Section 508 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1368), Presidential Executive Order 11738, and those 
Environmental Protection Agency regulations contained in 40 CFR Part 15. 
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 XXIV.  Notice 
 
Any notice or notices required or permitted to be given pursuant to this contract may be personally 
served on the other party by the party giving such notice, or may be served by certified mail, return 
receipt requested, to the following addresses: 
 
Mr. Ahron Hakimi,  
Executive Director   
Kern Council of Governments (Kern 
COG)  
1401 19th Street, Suite 300   
Bakersfield, California  93301 
 
OR 
 
William E. Hurrell, 
Vice President 
CDM Smith 
220 Montgomery Street, Suite 1418 
San Francisco, CA, 94563 
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XXV.  Venue 

 
If any party to this contract initiates any legal or equitable action to enforce the terms of this contract, 
to declare the rights of the parties under this contract or which relates to this contract in any manner, 
Kern COG and Consultant agree that the proper venue for any such action is the Superior Court of 
the State of California of and for the County of Kern. 
 
 XXVI.  California Law 
 
Kern COG and Consultant agree that the provisions of this contract will be construed in accordance 
with the laws of the State of California. 
 

XXVII.  No Authority to Bind Kern COG 
 
It is understood that Consultant, in its performance of any and all duties under this contract, has no 
authority to bind Kern COG to any agreements or undertakings with respect to any and all persons 
or entities with whom Consultant deals in the course of its business. 
 
 XXVIII.  Nonwaiver 
 
No covenant or condition of this contract to be performed by Consultant can be waived except by the 
written consent of Kern COG.  Forbearance or indulgence by Kern COG in any regard whatsoever 
shall not constitute a waiver of any covenant or condition to be performed by Consultant.  Kern COG 
shall be entitled to invoke any remedy available to it under this contract or by law or in equity despite 
any such forbearance or indulgence. 
 
 XXIX.  Independent Contractor 
 
Nothing in this contract shall be construed or interpreted to make Consultant, its officers, agents, 
employees or representatives anything but independent contractors and in all their activities and 
operations pursuant to this contract, Consultant, its officers, agents, employees and representatives 
shall for no purposes be considered employees or agents of Kern COG. 
 

XXX.  Partial Invalidity 
 
Should any part, term, portion, or provision of this contract be finally decided to be in conflict with any 
law of the United States or the State of California, or otherwise be unenforceable or ineffectual, the 
validity of the remaining parts, terms, portions, or provisions shall be deemed severable and shall not 
be effected thereby, provided such remaining portions or provisions can be construed in substance 
to constitute the agreement which the parties intended to enter into in the first instance. 
 
 XXXI.  Signature Authority 
 
Each person executing this contract on behalf of Consultant represents and warrants that he or she 
is authorized by Consultant to execute and deliver this contract on behalf of Consultant and that this 
contract is binding on Consultant in accordance with the terms. 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Kern Council of Governments and CDM Smith have executed 
this Agreement as of the date first above written. 
 
 
RECOMMENDED AND APPROVED  KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  
AS TO CONTENT: 
 
 
 
 
 
__________________________        
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director  Harold W. Hanson, Chair 
Kern Council of Governments   Kern Council of Governments 
 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
 
 
__________________________        
Phillip Hall, Deputy    William E. Hurrell, Vice President 
Kern County Counsel    CDM Smith, Inc. 
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EXHIBIT “A” 

 
SCOPE OF WORK, AND DELIVERABLES 

 
 
 

Task 1: Project Management Administration 

 
CDM Smith will initiate the project management effort after the receipt of the notice to proceed with a Project 
Kick-Off Meeting. We will present a draft project management plan (PMP) to the Kern COG Project 
Manager during the kick off meeting for client input and discussions. The PMP will then be revised and final 
version sent to the Kern COG Project Manager within two weeks after the kick-off meeting.  CDM Smith will 
also develop a draft communications plan with the Kern COG Project Manager at the kick-off meeting to 
identify points of contact and establish a communication protocol. The final version of the communications 
plan will be delivered within one week after the kick-off meeting.  This meeting will allow for discussion and 
finalization of the project scope of work and schedule, identification of data that is needed from the City, 
establishing lines of communication and procedures/protocol, and setting forth the immediate action items 
for the CDM Smith team to initiate. Key members of the CDM Smith team will participate in this meeting. 

 
Tuere Fa’aola, will serve as the CDM Smith team project manager. She will interface directly with the Kern 
Council of Governments (COG) Project Manager and direct the efforts of the study team. Ms. Fa’aola and 
the Kern COG Project Manager will have bi-weekly conference calls to discuss progress and make any mid-
course corrections appropriate for furthering the progress of the study.  It is understood that the Kern COG 
PM will establish the Steering Committee that will provide oversight to the project and work deliverables. 
As stated in the RFP, the Steering Committee will be comprised of Kern COG and at least two (2) 
representatives from among the following: Kern COG; Golden Empire Transit District (GET); City of 
Bakersfield; County of Kern; Social Service Agencies; School District; and Chamber of Commerce. CDM 
Smith would encourage participation from all of the above referenced stakeholders as each entity brings a 
unique perspective to the project that can complement other entities and enhance the decision making 
process and final product. Ms. Fa’aola will work with the Kern COG Project Manager, the Steering 
Committee and any designated representative that Kern COG establishes as a point of contact for project 
coordination to establish quarterly meetings to discuss progress, schedule, deliverables, and upcoming 
public outreach workshops. CDM Smith will provide meeting agendas, sign-in sheets, presentations, 
handouts, and minutes for each of these quarterly meetings.  The CDM Smith Project Manager will make a 
presentation of the final report for this study to both the Kern COG and GET Board of Directors. 

 
CDM Smith will submit monthly invoices, plus monthly progress reports detailing the work represented in 
the invoices. Any issues affecting the study’s progress will be specified in the progress reports. The CDM 
Smith team will furnish Kern COG with an electronic version of all reports, technical memos and back-up 
data prior to completion of the project. 
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In addition to Ms. Fa’aola reviewing the quality of work and deliverables throughout the project, CDM Smith’s 

Bill Hurrell will serve as the project Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) Manager. He will provide an 

independent eye and read all work products and deliverables before submission to Kern 

COG, as well as assure the application of CDM Smith’s QA/QC procedures. 

 
Assumptions: Quarterly steering committee meetings may be hosted via conference call or 
videoconference, as appropriate. 

 
Deliverables: 

 
• Project kick-off meeting; 

• Project Management Plan 

• Communications Plan 

• Meeting agendas, sign-in sheets, presentations, handouts, and minutes 

• Project schedule with milestones and deliverables noted 

• Quarterly Steering Committee meetings (via in-person, videoconference and/or teleconference as 
deemed appropriate) 

• Monthly invoices, progress reports and schedule updates (if necessary) 
 
 
 

Task 2: Preliminary Coordination, Data Gathering, and Identification of 

Study Parameters 

 
The initial task in this study will be to conduct a complete review of the documents listed below. The 
Bakersfield transit center and TOD site selections and recommendations will be built on the primary 
objectives of the Kern COG RTP and SCS report as well as the other relevant documents to promote the 
2011 RTP seven goals of mobility, accessibility, reliability, efficiency, livability, sustainability and equity. 

 
1.   Operational Reports from GET, Kern Regional Transit (KRT), CTSA and local social services 

agencies 
 

2.   Metropolitan Bakersfield Transit System Long-Range Plan 
 

3.   Kern Commuter Rail Feasibility Study 
 

4.   2013 California State Rail Plan 
 

5.   Kern COG Sustainable Community Strategy Report 
 

6.   Kern COG Regional Transportation Plan, 2011 
 

7.   Bakersfield Vision 2020 
 

8.   City of Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan 
 

9.   Kern County Bicycle Master Plan 
 

10. Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan 
 

11. Charlotte Region Transit Station Area Joint Development 
 

These documents along with information on the existing transit services, schedules, available social 
services, unmet transit needs, transportation survey results, and other pertinent information gathered from 
other agencies/entities would be summarized in a meaningful manner to highlight key aspects of 
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each plan/document and its relevance to supporting a Bakersfield Transit Center or TOD. This document is 
envisioned as one that the CDM Smith Team and Steering Committee would utilize and reference throughout 
the duration of the project. 

 
Assumptions: Kern COG will provide access or copies of the most recent version of all relevant 
documents referenced above and any other relevant information available. 

 
Deliverable: 

 
• Summary Report that includes: 

o Summary of existing and future ridership estimates provided by Kern COG and GET 

o Inventory of existing transit centers 

o Initial assessment documenting strengths and weaknesses in existing transit system and 

planned (2035) system 

o Summary of existing documents and identification of policies and recommendations 

that support transit oriented development 

 
Task 3: Identify Alternatives for Transit Centers and TOD analysis 

 
Subtask 3.1 Identify Suitable Transit Center Locations 

 
Based on the information from Task 2 and a review of the GET service areas and routes, the CDM Smith 

team will begin to identify suitable locations (minimum of 5) for future transit centers that would be suitable 

for multiple modes of transportation.  The Kern COG land use and transportation model will be utilized in 

addition to the local transit plans and area demographics.  The potential locations for transit centers will 

also take into consideration the market potential and creating a TOD environment (minimum of 2). The 

CDM Smith team will review specific indicators that would help identify suitable transit centers for 

Bakersfield. Indicators of successful transit centers or TOD would include, but not be limited to, 
 

• Supporting maximizing public transportation 

• Surrounded by high density population and employment centers 

• Supports pedestrian and bicycle activity as the first- and last-mile connection 

• Supports mixed-use development 

• Reduces parking within the transit center or places it in a location that does not conflict with 

pedestrians, cyclists, and transit access 
 

 

The CDM Smith team will also work to clearly identify the elements necessary for successful TOD projects 

as have been seen in TOD examples around the country. CDM Smith will collect the data for m these 

successful project related to population, employment, land uses, etc. to display to the community and 

stakeholders how the right combination of these elements can benefit the community and bring forth a 

successful TOD project with both a transportation and economic benefit for the future of Bakersfield. In 

addition to the elements listed above, the CDM Smith team will also review the potential High Speed Rail 

station proposed for Bakersfield and how that station might interrelate with the potential new transit centers 

and/or TOD sites. 
 

CDM Smith will utilize the Kern COG model to gather population, employment, and any other relevant 

estimates and forecasts for 2020, 2035, and 2040.  In comparison with existing transit centers, transit routes, 

and area demographics, this information will aide in the identification of suitable transit center locations. 

Once suitable locations and their transit and land use potential are identified, CDM Smith will work closely 

with Kern COG modeling staff to coordinate provision of model input data, model output 
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needs, and to define the scenarios for testing. CDM Smith modeling and transportation staff is familiar 

with the modeling software CUBE and will be able to provide the Kern COG modeling staff data in an 

appropriate format for modeling alternatives. 
 

Subtask 3.2 Develop Conceptual Transit Network 
 

Based on the prior technical tasks and identification of transit centers, a conceptual transit network will be 

developed and mapped depicting the potential routes for the various modes of transportation to utilize the 

transit center(s). The CDM Smith team will utilize available resources and data from prior and ongoing 

studies for Bakersfield to develop the transit network. The conceptual transit network will be developed 

taking into consideration various forms of transportation that could be present or proposed within the region 

ranging from transit, bicycle, pedestrian and autos as well as premium bus service, 

HOV lanes and the potential for a high speed rail station that would accommodate a park-n-ride lot.  The 

conceptual transit network will be provided to the Kern COG modeling staff for input into the model. 
 

Assumptions: Kern COG will run all model alternatives for the transit networks developed and provide 
modeling results to CDM Smith team for review. Kern COG modeling staff will also provide necessary GIS 
files for CDM Smith team to produce maps for the socioeconomic data for existing and forecast years 2020, 
2035 and 2040 and any other GIS data necessary to complete the above tasks (as available). 

 
Deliverables: 

 
• Summary report to include: 

o GIS maps of potential Transit Centers considered 

o GIS maps of socioeconomic data for 2020, 2035, and 2040 

o GIS maps for conceptual transit network 

• Transit network inputs for Kern COG model 
 
 
 

Task 4: Public Scoping Meetings and Workshops 

 
The CDM Smith team will coordinate with the Kern COG Project Manager and Steering Committee to 
conduct public outreach.  The project manager, Ms. Fa’aola, will lead the public outreach efforts along 
with CDM Smith team members from Alta who have recently held and led public outreach events in 
Bakersfield and Kern County for the Bicycle Master Plans. 

 
Two public workshops are proposed for this project. These workshops will focus on engaging stakeholders 
in the planning process and providing them multiple opportunities to participate. The first public meeting will 
be a scoping meeting to gather information from the stakeholders and the general public on the potential 
transit center and TOD sites.  The second workshop will be to present the transit center and TOD preferred 
sites integrating the results of the first public scoping meeting. Comments will be encouraged and gathered 
at both public workshops.  The CDM Smith team will work with the Kern COG Project Manager and the 
Steering Committee to identify stakeholders in the nearby areas for noticing of the meetings. We propose 
to use a combination of open house format along with a formal presentation for our workshops.  Open house 
workshops are desirable as they provide welcoming, valuable one-on-one interaction, and create an 
engaging environment for participation. 

 
Information stations would be set-up allowing for attendees to view materials and talk to members of the 
technical team. This period of open interaction would be followed by a brief presentation with opportunity 
for questions, comments, and statements of opinion. There will also be a survey presented 
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during the presentation period to collect specific responses from participants on the proposed site selections 
and look and feel of the transit center(s). The survey’s results will be tabulated and summarized at the 
following public meeting and included as part of the draft report. Bilingual needs are available as an Optional 
Task for a separate fee (see Optional Task 8 from proposal). 

 
Deliverables: 

• Conduct and prepare materials for two public meetings (public presentation of the draft report is 
shown under Task 6) 

• Conduct and prepare survey to gather input on proposed transit center location and TOD 
concepts/locations 

• Prepare a technical memo that summarizes the public outreach meeting, public comments and 
survey results. 

 

 
Task 5: Develop Draft Transit Center Study 

 

Under Tasks 2 to 4, the CDM Smith team will have reviewed the existing documents, identified potential 

transit center and TOD sites, and developed a transit network. The Team will build upon the knowledge and 

information gained through these prior tasks and the public outreach efforts to further shape the transit 

center and TOD analysis and evaluate each site based on transit, traffic, environmental, and market 

conditions to make recommendations for the City of Bakersfield and appropriate agencies to move forward 

with the next steps for creating a TOD site. 
 

Subtask 5.1 Transit Center and TOD 
 

Overview of TOD Examples/Comparables 
Building upon the research performed under Task 2, the CDM Smith team will cite specific successful 
TOD examples (no more than 3) from around the country and provide a review of each development 
program and benefits to transit ridership and the market performance.  In addition, the examples will cite 
lessons learned and the financial structure established.  CDM Smith will describe and illustrate successful 
examples of TOD and what it entails. 

 
Transit and Multimodal Analysis 
Task 3 identifies suitable locations for transit centers, out of which two locations would be selected as 
most suitable for TOD. CDM Smith will build upon the work performed under Task 3 and further describe 
the various modes of transportation that would utilize each site, coordination required among 

agencies, and explain how the potential TOD sites could develop.  The land use development description 

of each site would be done alongside the work performed for Task 5.3 (described further below). 

 
The CDM Smith team would also evaluate how GET would serve the transit centers reviewing the existing 
schedules and proposed transportation network changes.  Our team of transit planners would provide their 
insight, experience and knowledge of transit planning and scheduling to provide an appropriate assessment 
of how multiple transit service operations would function on one site.  CDM Smith team member, Alta 
Planning & Design, will bring their expertise and recent experience within the City of Bakersfield to ensure 
that each site takes into consideration access for bicycles, pedestrians, the transit dependent, the disabled 
and the needs of the general public.  Special consideration will also be reviewed in planning for pedestrian 
and bicycle accommodations and recommendations at the transit centers given Bakersfield’s high summer 
temperatures.  Utilizing information from the City of 
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Bakersfield and Kern County Bicycle Master Plans, the Team will work to ensure the transit centers 
maintain those connections or build upon the bicycle networks already established. 

 
Traffic Review 
As part of the Kern COG SB 375 Framework, this project would create transportation measures with the 
purpose of reducing vehicle trips and vehicles miles traveled. Based upon the selection the transit centers 
and TOD sites from prior tasks, CDM Smith will review the traffic conditions along the major arterial 
corridors within the study area using existing reports/documentation and modeling results to note the 
potential benefits, challenges or constraints associated with the proposed site locations and the influence 
traffic would have on transit operations and potential development. 

 
CDM Smith will review the proposed transportation network for 2035/2040 from the 2011 RTP to describe 
the transportation network with and without the proposed transit centers and what it would mean for the 
various modes of transportation in relation to the projected population and employment estimates for the 
area. 

 
Environmental Review 
Bakersfield currently experiences poor air quality conditions. Vehicle miles traveled is a major contributor 
to air quality problems and also to traffic congestion. Increased ridership and increased development 
density should help to reduce vehicle miles traveled and contribute towards improving air quality and GHG 
emissions in Bakersfield.  CDM Smith staff is capable of providing a high level assessment as part of the 
evaluation of each proposed transit centers and TOD sites for their environmental impacts as part of the 
evaluation of the proposed sites for noise, air, and GHG impacts. 

 
Subtask 5.2 Mapping and Visualizations 

 
CDM Smith has expertise in creating urban design graphics, map-making, visualizations, and using GIS to 
conduct spatial and quantitative analysis. The CDM Smith team will produce GIS based maps for the 
existing transportation network for the various modes, proposed transit centers and TOD sites, and 
socioeconomic and land use maps.  In addition to the GIS based maps, the CDM Smith team will create 
illustrative drawings of example TOD stations and/or a multimodal transit center (up to two) for inclusion in 
the draft report.  These maps and illustrative drawings will be utilized as part of the public outreach and 
participation process to aide in the visual understanding of TODs and how they might integrate into a 
community. 

 
Subtask 5.3 Market Assessment 

 

The CDM Smith team member, HDR | Sharon Greene & Associates, will conduct a multi-step process to 

estimate potential TOD opportunities and associated revenues. 

 

• Market Assessment/Update: regional level; subarea level 

• Transit Center TOD Typology and Potentials Assessment 

• Potential Revenue Generation 

 
Market Assessment/Update: Regional and Subarea Level 
Using the potential station sites identified in prior tasks, the CDM Smith team will analyze existing adjacent 
land uses and market conditions, in conjunction with a review of existing and available market studies of 
residential, office, retail, and hotel development potentials in combination with available 



 

 

Kern Council of Governments  Page 19 of 23 

 

  

growth projections at the regional and subarea level, to estimate the amount of future development that 
could be captured within a defined TOD district surrounding each potential transit center site. The capture 
rate will determine the levels of supportable future development, both near- and long-term, and the range 
of new or incremental revenues that might be generated from TOD. Other available data, including but not 
limited to vacancy rates, lease and rental rates, and current value appreciation rates, will also be 
incorporated into the market analysis to determine what types of development (for example, 4-story wood 
frame on podium construction, high-rise office, etc.) may be financially feasible. 

 
Transit Center TOD Typology and Potentials Assessment 
As each of the potential transit centers will like represent different areas – urban, suburban; will address 
different mixes of transportation modes, and different trip densities, the CDM Smith will develop a typology 
of Transit Center and associated TOD development configurations. TOD uses compatible with an intermodal 
transit station will be considered in the elaboration of a programmatic development scenario for the site, 
likely to be some combination of residential, commercial, hospitality, institutional and/or other uses. The pro 
forma developed as part of this task will provide an analysis of cash flows associated with this programmatic 
scenario, and assist the Kern COG and other stakeholders in identifying the "highest and best use" for any 
TOD sites. 

 
Preliminary Revenue Generation 
The CDM Smith team will also provide gross estimates of potential revenue generation related to value 
capture from TOD development at one of the selected transit center locations. The potential sources of 
revenue could include: 

 

• Land and facility disposition 

• Air rights disposition 

• Facility area and ROW leasing 

• Utility corridor leasing 

• Transit center leasing, including retail, hospitality, office and residential 

• Joint (venture) development revenue 

• Density bonus to developers for transit center enhancements 

• Payment in lieu of taxes (PILOTS) 

• Tax increment finance (TIF - dedicated tax revenues from enhanced real property values in 
station areas) where viable 

• Sponsorships/advertising 

• Coordination with nearby institutions on infrastructure projects of common benefit 

 
Subtask 5.4 Transit Center and TOD Evaluation and Recommendations 

 
Evaluation Criteria 
While the goals for this project may be broad and wide-reaching, the planning objectives are more specific. 
These objectives are used to create quantifiable measures for assumptions and evaluation to evaluate the 
elements needed for a successful transit center and TOD project. The evaluation process at the end of Task 
5 will be employed to assess the transit centers and ones recommended for TOD.  A few of the criteria that 
will be included in the evaluation include, but are not limited to, the following: 

 
• Ability to attract choice riders 

• Access and operations of GET buses 

• Ability to service Amtrak or High Speed Rail 
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• Ability to accommodate multimodal access 

• Transit funding needs 

• Parking access and operations 

• Traffic circulation to/from the transit center 

• Commercial/retail access 

• Market potential 

 

The evaluation criteria will be developed in coordination with the Steering Committee and Kern COG 

PM. 

 
Recommendations 
Using the evaluation criteria results, public input and research findings, the CDM Smith team will 
provide recommendations and suggestions for short-term steps that can be implemented to prepare for 
future transit centers and TOD sites. We will utilize the information and lessons learned from the 
comparables research under Task 5.1 to cite methods that were used by other jurisdictions to support TOD, 
institutional agreements for operations and or public-private partnerships and any other pertinent information 
that would lead to the success of implementing a TOD in the City of Bakersfield. Recommendations will be 
given as short-term recommendations that are low cost for the jurisdictions 

to implement, to intermediate and long-term recommendations which might require investment into 

further detailed studies and/or adoption of new policies.  It will be noted if each recommendation requires 
support from more than one agency or jurisdiction and if outside investment would be required for its 
success. 

 
 
 

Subtask 5.5 Draft Transit Center Study Report 
 

The CDM Smith Team will compile a detailed report of previous tasks to include a summary of public 

outreach meetings, background data and information gathered, recommended transit center sites and 

preferred TOD sites along with the market/economic assessment. The draft study will include all aspects 

of the technical approach completed under Tasks 2 to 5.  The draft study report will include the appropriate 

tables, figures, TOD visualizations, and appendices. 
 

Deliverables: 

 
• Draft report to include: 

o Draft recommendations 

o Draft maps and visualizations 

o All other relevant summary information from prior tasks 

 
Task 6: Draft Study Review – Project Milestone 

 

The CDM Smith team will provide an overview presentation of the draft report for submittal to the Steering 

Committee, Kern COG TTAC/RPAC, and GET Board of Directors to review and provide comments. CDM 

Smith will present the draft report to the Steering Committee as part of the quarterly meetings.  As part of 

the public outreach plan, the CDM Smith Team will conduct a public workshop to present the draft study 

and recommendations for community input. 
 

Upon review and comment by the various public agencies and the public, the CDM Smith Team will review 

and provide a response and comments matrix for the public agency and community comments 
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on the draft study report. A revised final draft report will also be presented to the Steering Committee 

as part of the quarterly meetings. 
 

Deliverables: 

 
• Draft report overview presentation 

• One public meeting to present draft report 

• Draft report comment and response matrix 
 
 
 

Task 7: Prepare and Submit Final Study 

 
Upon acceptance to the draft report consultant responses to public agency and community comments, 
the CDM Smith Team will make the appropriate revisions to the report and submit final hard copies (up to 
10 hard copies and CDs) to the City. The CDM Smith Project Manager will present the Final Transit 
Center Study report to the Kern COG and GET Board of Directors as well as project partners identified by 
Kern COG. 

 
Deliverables: 

 
• Final report copies (up to 10 hard copies and CDs) 

• Copies of all GIS files 

• Presentation of final report to Kern COG and GET Boards 
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EXHIBIT “B” 

 
Schedule and Budget  
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CDM Smith 

Alta 

Planning 

& Design 

 

 
HDR | SGA 

 

 
Total Costs 

Task 1 Project Management Administration    $ 9,979 

Task 2 Preliminary Coordination, Data Gathering, and 

Identification of Study Parameters 

    
$ 6,584 

Task 3 Identify Alternatives for Transit Centers and TOD 

analysis 

    

3.1 Identify Suitable Transit Center Locations    $
 13,44
3 

3.2 Develop Conceptual Transit Network    $ 7,901 

Subtotal    $ 21,344 

Task 4 Public Scoping Meetings and Workshops    $
 18,10
0 

Task 5 - Develop Draft Transit Center Study     
5.1 Transit Center and TOD    $

 12,40
5 

5.2 Mapping and Visualizations    $
 16,88
5 

5.3 Market Assessment    $
 35,85
7 

5.4 Transit Center and TOD Evaluation and 
Recommendations 

   $
 13,99
2 

5.5 Draft Transit Center Study Report    $
 14,13
4 

Subtotal    $ 93,272 

Task 6 - Draft Study Review – Project Milestone    $
 11,07
1 

Task 7 - Prepare and Submit Final Study    $ 8,549 

Total Hours    $
 168,89
9 

Hourly Rate     
Labor Costs     
Labor Cost by Firm $

 83,27
6 

$
 51,04
0 

$
 34,58
3 

$
 168,89
9 

Direct Expenses $ 4,900 $ 873 $ 300 $ 6,073 

Total Cost by Firm $
 88,17
6 

$
 51,91
3 

$
 34,88
3 

$ 174,972 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301  (661) 861-2191  Facsimile (661) 324-8215  TTY (661) 832-7433  www.kerncog.org 

April 17, 2014 
 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
     
FROM: AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
 
  Joseph Stramaglia,   
  Regional Planner 
 
 
SUBJECT:  TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM J. 
  Caltrans Active Transportation Program Call for Projects 
 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
The Caltrans Active Transportation Program Call for Projects was initiated on March 21, 2014. Applications are 
due to Caltrans by May 21, 2014. This item was circulated to the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
and Regional Planning Advisory Committee. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
We urge our member agencies and community partners to consider the development and submission of 
applications to Caltrans for an award in the state Active Transportation Program (ATP). The Caltrans ATP Call for 
Projects began March 21, 2014; applications are due to Caltrans by May 21, 2014. Please share this information 
with your federal-aid project delivery staff.  
 
Go to: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/index.html to receive application instructions and other 
resources. Kern COG will also post additional resources on its website as needed, during the Caltrans ATP Call 
for Projects cycle – please check in at www.kerncog.org during the call for projects cycle. Periodically check back 
to the Caltrans website indicated above as we expect Caltrans to send out additional bulletins and updates on 
their website indicated above to bring the latest information to agencies statewide.  
 
Key points to consider in this cycle: 
 

 Kern COG will not issue a separate Call for Projects; Kern COG will receive copies of applications that are sent 

to Caltrans and will be considered for Kern COG pass-through funding if Caltrans does not select it using their 

discretionary share of the program revenue. 

 There are various program sub-groups defined within the ATP policy – read the fine print. 

 Partnerships, safety and public support are key for this program – reference your project in a regional or local 

plan when possible. 

 Sign up for workshops being held at various locations to educate staff on the preparation of a successful 

application. 

 

Finally, Kern COG staff is available to assist with your questions. Please let us know what you need. Please 

contact us at 661-861-2191.  

 

Action:  Information. 
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April 17, 2014 
 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Joseph Stramaglia, 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM K. 

KERN COG Project Delivery Policy and Procedures Update for  
  Active Transportation Program  
   
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. Chapter 6 of the Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and 
Procedures requires an update to include the California Transportation Commission approved policy. 
This report was presented to the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes of 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes of 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. The California Transportation Commission developed the 
guidelines in consultation with the statewide Active Transportation Program Workgroup which 
consisted of representatives from Caltrans, other government agencies, and active transportation 
stakeholder organizations with expertise in pedestrian and bicycle issues, including Safe Routes to 
School programs. The California Transportation Commission has developed Active Transportation 
Program Guidelines for statewide implementation and the guidelines were adopted on March 20, 
2014. A Caltrans Call for Projects subsequently followed on March 21, 2014.  
 
The California Transportation Commission Active Transportation Program Guidelines describe the 
policy, standards, criteria, and procedures for the development, adoption and management of the 
Active Transportation Program. Now that the state guidelines are adopted, the Kern COG Project 
Delivery Policy and Procedures document requires an update for the inclusion of the new Active 
Transportation Program and removal of the Transportation Enhancement Program references. 
 
Attached for your review is a Draft of the Kern COG policy update. The draft version will now be 
circulated during the month of April and a final version is scheduled for circulation and adoption in 
May. No comments have been received to date for the administrative draft that was circulated during 
the month of March. 
 
 
ACTION:  Information. 
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Chapter 6 
 

 

Active Transportation Program (ATP) 

 
Background………………………………………….……………… 6-1 
Development Timeline….……………………………………. 6-2 
CTC Adopted Guidelines as approved………………… 6-# 

Figure 6-A: ATP Milestones............................ 6-4 
 

Background 

On July 6, 2012, “Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21)” was signed into 
law. Section 1122 of MAP-21 established the Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP), Safe 
Routes to School Program and Federal Lands Program. Subsequently, on September 26, 2013 
the Governor of California signed legislation creating the Active Transportation Program (ATP) 
(Senate Bill 99, Chapter 359 and Assembly Bill 101, Chapter 354) in response to MAP-21. This 
legislation requires the California Transportation Commission (CTC), in consultation with an 
Active Transportation Program Workgroup, to develop program guidelines. CTC guidelines 
describe the policy, standards, criteria, and procedures for the development, adoption and 
management of the Active Transportation Program. The goals of the Active Transportation 
Program are to: 
 

• Increase the proportion of biking and walking trips; 

• Increase safety for non-motorized users; 

• Increase mobility for non-motorized users; 

• Advance the efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals; 

• Enhance public health, including the reduction of childhood obesity through the use of 
projects eligible for Safe Routes to Schools Program funding; 

• Ensure disadvantaged communities fully share in program benefits (25% of program); and 

• Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users. 
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Federal TAP 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 
required mitigation and normal transportation projects, and the project must be directly 
related to the transportation system. The projects should have a quality-of-life benefit while 
providing the greatest benefit to the greatest number of people. All projects using this funding 
shall be included in the FTIP either by amendment or as part of the biennial update. All projects 
funded with TAP shall be subject to the eligibility requirements defined in Title 23 and their 
interpretation by state and federal agencies.  
 
Eligible activities - Funds may be used for projects or activities that are related to surface transportation 
and described in the definition of “Transportation Alternatives.” [23 USC 101(a)(29)]. 
 

• Construction, planning, and design of on-road and off-road trail facilities for pedestrians, 
bicyclists, and other non-motorized forms of transportation; 

• Construction, planning, and design of infrastructure-related projects and systems that will 
provide safe routes for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and individuals with 
disabilities to access daily needs; 

• Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails for pedestrians, bicyclists, or other 
non-motorized transportation users; 

• Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas; 

• Community improvement activities, including— inventory, control, or removal of outdoor 
advertising; 

• Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities; 

• Vegetation management practices in transportation rights-of-way to improve roadway safety, 
prevent against invasive species, and provide erosion control; and 

• Archaeological activities relating to impacts from implementation of a transportation project 
eligible under 23 USC; and 

• Any environmental mitigation activity, including pollution prevention and pollution abatement 
activities and mitigation to— address storm-water management, control, and water pollution 
prevention or abatement related to highway construction or due to highway runoff; or 

• Reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or to restore and maintain connectivity among 
terrestrial or aquatic habitats. 

 
In addition to defined Transportation Alternatives, the following programs continue to be eligible: 

• The Recreational Trails Program under 23 USC 206; 

• The Safe Routes to School Program; and  

• Planning, designing, or constructing boulevards and other roadways largely in the right-of-way 
of former Interstate System routes or other divided highways; and 

• Workforce development, training, and education activities. 
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Careful consideration should be given to whether an activity falls within the eligibilities created under 
TAP. Ineligible Activities include the following: 
 

• State or MPO administrative purposes, except for SRTS administration, and administrative costs 
of the State permitted for RTP set-aside funds; 

• Promotional activities, except as permitted under the SRTS; 

• General recreation and park facilities, playground equipment, sports fields, campgrounds, picnic 
areas and pavilions; and  

• Routine maintenance and operations. 
 

ATP Regional Delivery Policy  

Acting in the capacity as the federally designated Metropolitan Planning Organization, Kern 
COG shall perform several functions, in collaboration with the CTC, to identify and deliver ATP 
projects.  Policies and procedures set forth in this section are intended to maximize the Kern 
Region’s opportunities to receive both state discretionary ATP funding and the Regional 
minimum guarantee share. The following regional policy elements are provided below are 
intended to compliment state policy and maximize regional funding opportunities within the 
ATP and other related programs. 
 

• Because there is both a state discretionary and regional share funding component to the 
CTC adopted ATP policy, all member agency applications shall be submitted to the State 
Call for Projects before being considered for the regional share of the program.  

• A regional call for projects shall not be separate from the state’s adopted Call for 
Projects adopted timeline - applications sent to the state should also be sent to Kern 
COG as prescribed in the state approved guidelines.   

• Adopted regional policy and procedural guidance shall be subject to the states approved 
policies and guidance. Regional flexibility shall be prescribed by the CTC. 

• Kern COG shall reference ranking and processing criteria as approved by the CTC. 

• When developing a regional program of projects, Kern COG shall consider and accept 
the ranking status of projects previously ranked by state officials. 

• Kern COG shall integrate its development of a regional Program of Projects consistent 
with CTC adopted timelines for a statewide call for projects. 

• For purposes of developing a regional Program of Projects, Kern COG shall form a sub-
committee made of regional agencies and community stakeholders as prescribed in the 
adopted CTC guidelines.   
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ATP Call for Projects and Programming Timeline 

 Kern COG shall issue a concurrent ATP Call for Projects announcement to members of the 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) and Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee (TPPC) meetings in conjunction with the Caltrans ATP Call for Projects. 

 Kern COG shall distribute the application form, application instructions, access to the 
adopted Kern COG and CTC Policy Guidelines, integrated timeline, and a clear explanation 
that Kern region applications require submittal to the state’s process prior to consideration 
of regional funding. 

 Applications not submitted to the Caltrans ATP Call for Projects will not be considered for 
regional funding. The CTC Guidelines require that all applications sent to Caltrans are to be 
sent to the associated regional agency. 

 Kern COG shall organize a Review Committee consisting of volunteers from the TTAC, TPPC 
and community stakeholders as prescribed by adopted CTC ATP guidelines.  

 The Review Committee will analyze applications, Caltrans comments, and regional funding 
available to Kern COG. The Review Committee will not re-rank applications. 

 The applications forwarded to the regions by Caltrans that are recommended for funding at 
the regional level shall be electronically forwarded by Kern COG to the Review Committee. 

 Kern COG shall establish a meeting date for the Review Committee may review and discuss 
the applications with others and discuss the merits of each application. Recommendations 
will be made to Kern COG staff for the regional Program of Projects. 

 After all applications are discussed, projects are prioritized from highest to lowest Caltrans 
scores. Projects are funded as allowed by CTC adopted regional ATP program levels.  

 Kern COG staff shall prepare a staff report to the TTAC and TPPC presenting a proposed ATP 
regional Program of Projects based on the recommendations of the Review Committee.  

 After regional approval, the regional ATP Program of Projects is submitted to the CTC for 
their approval at the prescribed time; once approved by the CTC, approved projects are 
incorporated into the Federal Transportation Improvement Program.  

 Eligibility and programming of ATP projects are subject to adopted ATP Guidelines, state 
review and federal review during all phases of the advancement process. 

 Kern COG ATP policies and procedures may be revised, updated, or otherwise modified at 
the discretion of the Kern COG Board of Directors and through state and federal updates.  

 

Figure 6-A provides a list of events and dates leading up to the programming of new ATP 
projects in the FTIP. Dates are specific because of the state’s first call for projects occurring in 
2014. Additional elements are adding to expand on the regional role in the process. 
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Figure 6-A: ATP Milestones for Project Application Submittal and Approval 

ATP Milestones 
March 20, 2014 Commission adopts Active Transportation Program Guidelines 

March 21, 2014 CTC initiates Call for Projects 

March 22, 2014 KCOG concurrently initiates  Call for Projects – send out notification of 
state call for projects and its link to the regional process 

May 21, 2014 Project applications are due to Caltrans 

May 21, 2014 Large MPOs submit optional guidelines to Caltrans 

Month of May, 2014 KCOG Requests volunteers for Review Committee 

June 25, 2014 Commission approves or rejects MPO guidelines 

Month of July, 2014 KCOG distributes applications to Review Committee for their review 

August 8, 2014 Staff recommendation for program of projects   

August 20, 2014 Commission adopts statewide program of projects 

August 20, 2014 Unfunded applications forwarded to large MPOs based on location 

Week of August 25, 2014 KCOG conducts Review Committee Workshop to develop regional list 
of projects for regional approval at September 3 TTAC meeting and 
September 18 Board meeting. 

September 30, 2014 Deadline for MPO project recommendations to the Commission 

November 2014 Commission adopts MPO selected projects 
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    April 17, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:   Raquel Pacheco, 
          Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM L. 

PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT  
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Routine report on the monthly project status meeting held to discuss project implementation issues and to 
develop solutions for CMAQ, RSTP, TE, Transit, and TDA Article 3 projects. The Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
On January 3, 2007, the TTAC agreed to meet for monthly project status meetings. This meeting brings 
to the forefront Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ), Regional Surface Transportation Program 
(RSTP), Transportation Enhancement (TE), and Transit Program project delivery commitments in current 
and future fiscal years of the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP). On October 19, 2010, 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 projects were added to the agenda. The forum is ideal to 
discuss new requirements or announcements such as training opportunities or programming approvals. 
Caltrans staff is invited to assist project managers and provide updates on specific requests.   
 
HIGHLIGHTS of March 18, 2014 meeting: 
Caltrans Office of Local Assistance District 6 & 9 held a successful workshop on February 25, 2014 for 
Kern COG member agencies.  Topics discussed: preliminary engineering form and request for 
authorization process, Americans with Disabilities Act compliance, Buy America update, and pro-rata vs. 
lump sum options in finance letter. A new survey was circulated April 4, 2014 to request new topics for a 
future workshop. 
 
CMAQ Substitution projects were approved at the March 20, 2014 Kern COG Board meeting. 
 
New RSTP and CMAQ project milestone information is due April 21st. 
 
The next Project Accountability Team meeting date has been moved to April 22nd. 
 
March 18, 2014 Score Card – 10% of projects have approved funding authorization; 49% is awaiting 
funding authorization; 41% was not submitted for funding authorization. 
 
Enclosure:  March 18, 2014 Project Accountability Team meeting notes 
      March 18, 2014 Score Card for fiscal year 13/14 
      March 18, 2014 FY 13/14 project list 
      March 10, 2014 TDA Article 3 project list 
 
 ACTION:  Information. 



 
Project Accountability Team Meeting 

 
Tuesday, March 18, 2014 

Meeting held at Kern Council of Governments  
 

Attendees: 
Navdip Grewal, Bakersfield 
Pedro Nunez, Delano 
Loren Culp, Ridgecrest 
Bob Wren, Wasco 

Miguel Barcenas, Quad Knopf 
Raquel Pacheco, Kern COG 
Joe Stramaglia, Kern COG 

 
DRAFT Notes 

 
1. Introductions confirmed attendees. 
 

2. Review Notes – January 21st meeting notes were distributed. Information received in February 
revises comments made under agenda item 3. The California Transportation Commission has 
revised the funding source for the former Transportation Enhancement projects listed in FY 13/14 
and 14/15. These projects will not have to be resubmitted as part of the Active Transportation 
Program (ATP) process unless the projects do not meet project delivery schedule outlined in the 
Kern COG memo, “2013-14 and 2014-15 TE Projects and the new Active Transportation Call for 
Projects,” sent February 14, 2014. 

 
3. New RSTP and CMAQ Project Milestone Due April 21st – On March 7, 2014, Kern COG staff 

sent an email requesting project milestone information for each of the new RSTP and CMAQ 
projects. The new RSTP and CMAQ projects will be introduced into the 2013 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program via Amendment No. 14 that is expected to be federally 
approved June 2014.  

 
4. CMAQ Substitution Projects – Mr. Stramaglia explained that the CMAQ Substitution projects 

were necessary to avoid loss of federal-aid funding when other projects fail. The substitution 
projects were selected from the recent CMAQ call for projects ranked list of projects. The 
substitution projects were recommended by the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
(copies of the staff report were provided) and will be forwarded to the Kern COG Board for 
approval at the March 20, 2014 meeting. Update: Approval received at March 20, 2014 meeting. 

 
5. Draft 2015 FTIP, 2014 RTP/SCS with RHNA Plan and EIR, Conformity Analysis: 55-day 

Public Review Period – The public review period for the federal documents listed began on 
March 12, 2014 and ends on May 6, 2014. Two public hearings will be held on April 15 at the 
California City Council meeting and on April 17 at the Kern COG Board meeting. Comments are 
due in writing by 5:00 PM May 6, 2014.  Documents are available at www.kerncog.org  

 
6. DRAFT Kern COG Active Transportation Program (ATP) Policy – The California 

Transportation Commission (CTC) will consider approval of the Active Transportation Program 
(ATP) Guidelines on March 20, 2014. A call for projects is expected to begin March 21, 2014. As 
such, Kern COG is developing the ATP policy for the Kern region competition. Mr. Stramaglia 
presented the administrative draft of the Kern ATP Policy at the March Transportation Technical 
Advisory Committee meeting (copies of the staff report were provided). Mr. Stramaglia 
emphasized that the state call for projects is the Kern region’s call for projects. If an agency wants 
to compete for the Kern region’s pot of funding, they must first try to get funding through the state. 
Caltrans training opportunities are available statewide. Kern COG will make information available 
about the ATP call for projects on the Kern COG website www.kerncog.org Update: The CTC 
adopted the guidelines on March 20, 2014. Applications are due May 21, 2014. 
 



   

 
Page 2/March notes 
 
 

7. Roundtable presentations – Each agency, represented, gave a project update only if new 
information was available for 2013-2014 projects.  
 
See updates in the project list attached. 

 
Obligational Authority (OA) Plan – If an agency will be submitting for funding authorization after 
March 31st, the agency will need to submit information for the Caltrans Local Assistance 
Obligational Authority spreadsheet. The deadline is March 21, 2014.  

 
8.  TDA Article 3 Project Status – Each agency, represented, gave a project update only if new 

information was available for the project list. 
 

Ms. Pacheco reported the list had been revised by the deletion of older completed projects. 
 
9.   Announcements – The Caltrans ATP training schedule and other ATP resource information is 

available at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/index.html  
 
10. Conclude Meeting / Next meeting – The next meeting has been moved to April 22, 2014 at 

Kern COG 



 
 

March 18, 2014 
 

 
TO:  TTAC Members and Project Managers 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner III 
 
RE:  Monthly Project Delivery Score Card 
 
 

Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
 

            Federal/State $ in FY 13/14     

  FY 2013-14 
No. of

Projects
Preliminary

Engineering Construction
% of  

funding   
  RSTP 12 $0 $9,219,677   
  CMAQ 22 $35,400 $9,684,600   
  TE 8 $158,387 $2,899,331   
  Transit 0 $0 $0     
  Totals 42 $193,787 $21,803,608 100%   
           
    

  
1.  Not  
    Submitted 

No. of
Projects

Preliminary
Engineering Construction

% of  
funding   

  RSTP 6 $0 $4,818,793   
  CMAQ 11.5 $0 $3,612,287   
  TE 4 $102,920 $560,000   
  Transit 0 $0 $0   
  Total 21.5 $102,920 $8,991,080 41%   
    

  2.  Submitted 
No. of

Projects
Preliminary

Engineering Construction
% of  

funding   
  RSTP 4 $0 $3,676,270   
  CMAQ 9 $0 $5,383,212   
  TE 3 $0 $1,646,000   
  Transit 0 $0 $0   
  Total 16 $0 $10,705,482 49%   
    

  

3.  
State/Federal 
    Approvals 

No. of
Projects

Preliminary
Engineering Construction

% of  
funding   

  RSTP 2 $0 $724,614   
  CMAQ 1.5 $35,400 $689,101   
  TE 1 $55,467 $693,331   
  Transit 0 $0 $0   
  Total 4.5 $90,867 $2,107,046 10%   

 
 



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Arvin KER120401 STPL‐5370(024)

IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Campus Dr)
$0 $621,765 $707,250

April 2014
1

Bakersfield KER120402

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Panama Ln, Truxtun 

Ave)

$0 $3,353,579 $3,793,000

March 2014

2

Bakersfield KER120506

CML‐5109(209), 

(208)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Buena Vista Rd, Jewetta at Reina)

$0 $762,683 $861,500

April 2014

1

Bakersfield KER120507 CML‐5109(206)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Jewetta Ave, Calloway Dr)

$0 $369,869 $417,800

April 2014

1

Bakersfield KER120508

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL 

DEVICES (H St, White Ln, Stine Rd)
$0 $734,040 $829,150

Jan 2014
2

Bakersfield KER120511

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Old River Rd, Cottonwood Rd, Morning Dr)
$0 $695,575 $785,700

May 2014
1

Bakersfield KER121001

RPSTPLE‐

5109(205)

IN BAKERSFIELD: MT VERNON FROM COLUMBUS ST TO 

UNIVERSITY AVE; LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS
$0 $398,000 $515,565 2a

Cal. City KER120403 STPL‐5399(021)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hacienda Blvd)
$0 $238,359 $341,850

April 2014
1

Cal. City KER120513 CML‐5399(022)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: CALIFORNIA CITY BLVD (SOUTH) AT 

HARVARD AVE; CONSTRUCT COLLEGE STATION PARK‐AND‐

RIDE

$0 $297,060 $335,548

June 2014

1

Delano KER120404

STPCML‐5227

(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hiett Ave)
$0 $541,977 $612,196

done
3

Delano KER120514

STPCML‐5227

(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Albany St and Hiett Ave)
$0 $689,101 $778,382

done
3

GET KER120504 PURCHASE TWO REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES CA‐95‐X244 $0 $1,018,095 $1,150,000 March 2014 2

GET KER120502 PASSIVE SOLAR ELECTRIC CONVERSION SYSTEM $0 $1,064,325 $2,474,337 March 2014 2

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 1 3/18/14



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

KCOG KER120412 IN KERN COUNTY:  REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM
$0 $79,677 $90,000

Jan 2014
2

KCOG KER120501 CML‐6087(045) IN KERN COUNTY:  RIDESHARE PROGRAM $0 $191,490 $216,300 Jan 2014 2

Kern Co. KER120405

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Elk Hills Rd, Airport 

Dr)

$0 $3,246,637 $3,672,202

March 2014

1

Kern Co. KER120510

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Merle Haggard Dr at Airport Dr)
$0 $486,800 $550,000

Feb 2014
1

Kern Co. KER120515

IN TEHACHAPI: ROOST AVE FROM BEAR VALLEY RD TO END; 

SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $300,000 $375,000

May 2014
1

Kern Co. KER120518 CML‐5950(344)

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Highline Rd, Midway Rd, Redrock‐

Randsburg Rd)

$0 $1,935,036 $4,216,431

Jan 2014

3,2,2

Kern Co. KER121002

IN RIDGECREST: COLLEGE HEIGHTS BLVD FROM DOLPHIN AVE 

TO CERRO COSO COMMUNITY COLLEGE; CONSTRUCT 

PEDESTRIAN PATH AND LANDSCAPE IMPROVE

$0 $0 $48,000 1

Kern Co. KER121003

IN BAKERSFIELD:  CHESTER AVE FROM KERN RIVER PARKWAY 

TO OILDALE TOWN CENTER; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK

$0 $296,000 $380,000 1

Kern Co. KER121005

IN ROSAMOND: DIAMOND ST FROM ROSAMOND BLVD TO 

ORANGE ST; CON SIDEWALK & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS, 

STREETLIGHTS, RESTRIPE RD, & BIKE LANES

$0 $1,000,000 $1,300,000 2a

Kern Co. KER121006

IN AND NEAR LOST HILLS: SR 46 FROM 0.1 MILE WEST OF 

CALIFORNIA AQUEDUCT TO LOST HILLS RD; CONSTRUCT 

SIDEWALK

$0 $264,000 $351,000 1

Kern Co. KER121007

IN BAKERSFIELD: BERNARD ST FROM HALEY ST TO MT 

VERNON AVE; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALKS
$0 $248,000 $316,000 2a

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 2 3/18/14



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

McFarland KER120406 STPL‐5343(005)

IN MCFARLAND: W KERN AVE FROM WEST OF FRONTAGE RD 

TO EAST OF 2ND ST; PEDESTRIAN / LANDSCAPE 

IMPROVEMENTS

$0 $243,014 $274,500

Jan 2014

2

Ridgecrest KER120407 STPL‐5385(047)

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (S. China Lake Blvd)

$0 $539,646 $686,754

April 2014

1

Ridgecrest KER120519 CML‐5385(046)

IN RIDGECREST: SOUTH SUNLAND DR FROM UPJOHN AVE TO 

BOWMAN RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $440,226 $497,262

Feb 2014
2

Ridgecrest KER120520

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (China Lake Blvd)
$0 $309,000 $350,000

May 2014
1

Shafter KER120408 STPL‐5281(019)

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (West Los Angeles 

Ave)

$0 $182,637 $307,000

done

3

Taft KER120409 STPL‐5193(035)

IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Center St)
$0 $172,386 $224,274

March 2014
1

Taft KER121008

IN TAFT: SUNSET RAILROAD CORRIDOR FROM 2ND ST TO SR 

119; CONSTRUCT BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH
$86,985 $0 $99,000 2a

Tehachapi KER120523 CML‐5184(021) IN TEHACHAPI: CURRY ST AT VALLEY BLVD; GUTTER REMOVAL
$35,400 $391,300 $482,000

PE‐ done

CON‐ June
3,1

Tehachapi KER121009

RPSTPLE‐

5184(022)

IN TEHACHAPI: TEHACHAPI BLVD FROM SNYDER AVE TO 

DENNISON RD; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK, PEDESTRIAN 

LIGHTING, & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

$15,935 $0 $18,000

April 2014

2

Wasco KER121010 STPE‐P043(044)

IN WASCO: SR43 FROM POSO DRIVE TO FILBURN AVE; 

CONSTRUCT LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS
$55,467 $693,331 $845,812

done
3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 3 3/18/14



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). [Bakersfield, Kern 

County, Ridgecrest]

HSIPL‐5109(202) Bakersfield: 20 pedestrian countdown heads $0 $116,000 $129,000 done 3

HSIPL‐5950(374) Kern County: Patton Way $0 $144,000 $180,000 done 3

HSIPL‐5950(375) Kern County: Roberts Ln/Oildale Dr $0 $109,000 $139,000 done 3

HSIPL‐5385(049) Ridgecrest: China Lake Blvd/Bowman Rd $0 $396,000 $440,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(050) Ridgecrest: Drummond Ave $0 $263,700 $293,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(051) Ridgecrest: 7 intersections upgrade traffic signals $0 $383,400 $426,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(052) Ridgecrest: 12 intersections install signs $0 $475,200 $528,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐SAFE 

ROUTES TO SCHOOL FEDERAL PROGRAM. [Delano, Kern 

County, Ridgecrest, Taft, Wasco]

Delano: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐001 $0 $393,600 $393,600 April 2014 1

Kern County: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐007 $0 $263,000 $263,000 1

Kern County: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐008 $0 $213,000 $213,000 1

SRTSL‐5385(045) Ridgecrest: Various locations SRTS3‐09‐002 $0 $583,400 $583,400 PE ‐ done 3,1

SRTSLNI‐

5193(034) Taft: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐011
$0 $457,400 $457,400

Nov 2013 2

SRTSL‐5287(034) Wasco: SRTS Plan SRTS3‐06‐015 $0 $165,000 $165,000 done 3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Various KER110601

Various KER110602

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 4 3/18/14



Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Project Status
Status Code:  1=Not Started  2=Under Construction  3=Completed

Jurisdiction Auth. Auth Project Name Funding Status Code
Date Order

Arvin 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Rack $1,000 1

Bakersfield 9/18/2008 MO#08-06 Bike Bakersfield Safety Program $42,000 2 On-going
Bakersfield 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Columbus from River to Haley (I of II $26,892 2 Partial billing paid
Bakersfield 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Brundage from Oleander to "H" (I of II) $20,733 2 Partial billing paid
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Columbus from River to Haley (II of II) $60,008 2
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Brundage from Oleander to "H" (II of II) $46,267 2
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Lane on Akers btwn McKee-Wilson (I of II) $112,149 1

California City 9/20/07 MO#07-03 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

California City 10/15/09 MO#09-01 Hacienda Blvd Phase 1 (I of II) $132,082 2
Design Completed, Construction anticipated 
in summer 2013

California City 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Hacienda Blvd Phase 1 (II of II) $132,082 2
Design Completed, Construction anticipated 
in summer 2013

California City 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Hacienda Blvd Phase 2 $175,000 2
Design Completed, Construction anticipated 
in summer 2013

$307,082
Delano  (No Projects)

Kern County 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (I of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Niles from Virgina to Oswell (I of III $51,862 1 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Oak Creek Bikepath from Koch to Deaver (II of II) $135,000 3 Completed, Pmt rec'd 8/24/2013
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (II of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (III of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Niles from Virgina to Oswell (II of III) $146,507 2 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped on Niles btwn Lynwood and Morning (Iof II) $15,000 1 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014

Maricopa 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

McFarland 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Safety Projgram $1,000 1
McFarland 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bicycle Parking $1,000 1

Ridgecrest 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bowman Road Bikepath on Richmond (I of II) $106,275 2 Project going to design
Ridgecrest 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bowman Road Bikepath on Richmond (II of II) $156,109 2

Shafter 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (I of III) $25,617 1 Awaiting funding phasing
Shafter 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (II of III) $79,264 1 Awaiting funding phasing
Shafter 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (III of III) $79,264 1



Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Project Status
Status Code:  1=Not Started  2=Under Construction  3=Completed

Jurisdiction Auth. Auth Project Name Funding Status Code
Date Order

Taft 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (I of III) $85,190 2 In Design, Billed $41,493.63 on May 31, 2012
Taft 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (II of III) $139,716 2 In Design
Taft 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Rack at Oil Monument $1,000 3 Completed
Taft 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (III of III) $139,716 2 In Design
Taft 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Rack $1,000 1

Tehachapi 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Bicycle Parking Rack $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Bicycle Safety Program $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Bike Rack at Manzanita Park $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Davis Street Sidewalk $55,000 2 In Design
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Master Plan Implementation Phase I $160,000 1
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Safety Program $1,000 1
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Parking Rack $1,000 1
Tehachapi 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Locker at airport $2,400 1

Wasco 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1
Wasco 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Pedestrian Improvements on 7th Street $23,507 1 Funded in full
Wasco 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

Current as of March 10, 2014



 

Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301  (661) 861-2191  Facsimile (661) 324-8215  TTY (661) 832-7433  www.kerncog.org 

 
 

April 17, 2014 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM: Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By:   Joseph Stramaglia, 
         Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM M. 

PROGRESS REPORT: PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE – APRIL 2014 
 
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 

Project managers meet every three months to report on the status of transportation projects of regional 

significance in Kern County. An updated Progress Report for Projects of Regional Significance is updated by Kern 

COG staff and will be available on Kern COG’s website at www.kerncog.org.    

 

DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff met with project managers March 12, 2014 and then updated the Progress Report for Projects of 
Regional Significance. The April 2014 edition of the report is provided for your general information and will replace 
the January 2014 Edition. Kern COG staff will continue quarterly updates to keep the Kern COG Board and 
members of the public informed on the status of these projects. This list of projects is funded through a 
combination of local, state and federal transportation programs. These projects add new lanes to existing streets 
and highways and construct new roadways. Cost estimates provided in the report include estimates for 
construction; rights-of-way, design and support costs. Kern COG staff may be contacted for further information. 
To download a copy of the report, go to http://www.kerncog.org/ and scroll to the bottom of the web page. 
 
. 
ACTION:  Information. 

 



PROGRESS REPORT 

PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE  
IN KERN COUNTY 

April 2014 

www.kerncog.org 

 

This progress report is updated and distributed to the Kern Council of 

Governments Board of Directors, Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 

staff, and the general public, on a quarterly basis. The list of projects is funded 

through a combination of local, state and federal transportation programs. These 

projects add new lanes to existing streets and highways and construct new 

roadways. Cost estimates provided in the following pages include costs for 

construction, rights‐of‐way, design and support costs. 
 
 



PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Countywide - Highway Safety and Maintenance

SR 99 - PM 26.7 – Bakersfield - Airport Drive Overcrossing and Golden 
State Avenue Separation - Seismic Restoration

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $8,465,000

KERSHOPP1406 - 06-0K810_ - Project Manager: Judy  Aguilar

Completion Expected by Fall 2018CON Completed:0%

Completion Expected by Spring 2016 ROW Completed:0%

Completion Expected by Spring 2016DES Completed:0%

Completion Explected by Spring 2014ENV Completed:90%

SR 14 - PM 39.9 - Red Rock Canyon - bridge replacement due to scouring

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1317 - 06-0H180 - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Estimated completion date is Summer 2015CON Completed:40%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 58 - PM R99.3/99.7 - East of Tehachapi - West Bound Sand Canyon 
Bridge / Bridge Replacement

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1321 - 06-0K390 - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Estimated Completion date is Spring 2014CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 99 - PM 24.6 - Bakersfield - California Ave. realign and widen ramp 
entrance

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1319 - 06-0L390 - Project Manager: Steven Milton

Estimated Completion date is Spring 2014CON Completed:90%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%
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Countywide - Highway Safety and Maintenance

SR 99 - PM 21.6 / 24.7 – Bakersfield - Various locations from Planz 
Road Overcrossing to California Ave Undercrossing - Freeway 
Maintenance Access

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $1,897,000

KERSHOPP1402 - 06-0E340_ - Project Manager: Anand Kapoor

Expected to start construction by Fall 2014CON Completed:0%

Expected Completion by Fall 2014 ROW Completed:0%

Expected Completion by Fall 2014DES Completed:10%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 99/178 - PM 49.6 / R4.4 – Bakersfield - At Kern Avenue Pedestrian 
Overcrossing on SR 99 and Sunny Lane Pedestrian Overcrossing on SR 
178 - ADA Compliance Upgrades

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $16,995,000

KERSHOPP1403 - 06-0H640 - Project Manager: Hussein Senan

Completion Expected by Summer 2015CON Completed:0%

Completion Expected by Summer 2014 ROW Completed:95%

Completion Expected by Summer 2014DES Completed:95%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 33, 46, 119 – Countywide - Various Locations - Construct Headwall 
& Extend Culverts

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $867,000

KERSHOPP1404 - 06-0J930_ - Project Manager: Anand Kapoor

Expected Completion by Fall 2014CON Completed:80%

Completed in June 2013 ROW Completed:100%

Completed in June 2013DES Completed:100%

Completed in June 2011ENV Completed:100%

SR 46 - PM 57.5 / 57.8 – Near Wasco - At SR 46/99 Separation - Bridge 
Replacement

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $14,632,000

KERSHOPP1405 - 06-0K460_ - Project Manager: Mehran  Akhavan

Expected Completion by Fall 2019CON Completed:0%

Expected Completion by Summer 2016 ROW Completed:0%

Expected Completion by Summer 2016DES Completed:0%

Expected Completion by Summer 2014ENV Completed:75%
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Countywide - Highway Safety and Maintenance

SR 99 - PM 27.0/27.9 -  Bakersfield - Construct SB Auxillary lane at 
Olive Dr

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1320 - 06-0N490 - Project Manager: Steve Milton

Estimated Completion Date is Spring 2014CON Completed:99%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 58 - R99.3 / R99.7 - East Bound Sand Canyon Bridge / Bridge 
Replacement

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $8,422,000

KERSHOPP1409 - 06-0M260_ - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Expected Completion by Summer 2016CON Completed:0%

Expected Completion by Spring 2015 ROW Completed:50%

Expected Completion by Spring 2015DES Completed:50%

Completed in October 2011ENV Completed:100%

I-5 - PM 10.4 / R15.8 - from Grapevine Undercrossing to SR 5/99 
separation - Replace asphalt concrete pavement

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $3,256,000

KERSHOPP1410 - 06-0N360_ - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Completion Expected by Summer 2014CON Completed:25%

Completed in July 2013 ROW Completed:100%

Completed in July 2013DES Completed:100%

Completed in May 2012ENV Completed:100%

SR 178 - PM 100.6 / 102.7 - From China Lake Blvd to Gemstone Street 
In Ridgecrest - Reconstruct Center Median With Raised Center Median

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $3,126,000

KERSHOPP1419 - 06-0P810_ - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Completion Expected by Spring 2016CON Completed:0%

Completion Expected by Summer 2014 ROW Completed:75%

Completion Expected by Summer 2014DES Completed:75%

Completed in June 2013ENV Completed:100%
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Countywide - Highway Safety and Maintenance

SR 204 - PM 5.4 / 6.7 -From SR-99 to SR-178 at Various Locations - 
Place Deck Overlay, Replace Joint Seals & Paint

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $9,347,000

KERSHOPP1413 - 06-0N960_ - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Completion Expected by Summer 2016CON Completed:0%

Completion Expected by Spring 2015 ROW Completed:50%

Completion Expected by Spring 2015DES Completed:85%

Completion Expected by Spring 2014ENV Completed:100%

I-5 - PM 62.5 / 73.1 -From Lerdo Overcrossing to Route 5/46 
Separation - Replace PCC Panels, Grind Concrete Pavement & Crack 
Seal AC Shoulders

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $40,732,000

KERSHOPP1414 - 06-0P140_ - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Completion Expected by Summer 2016CON Completed:0%

Completion Expected by Summer 2014 ROW Completed:80%

Completion Expected by Summer 2014DES Completed:80%

Completed October 2011ENV Completed:100%

SR 43 - PM 16.1 / 25.1 - In The Cities of Shafter and Wasco – ADA 
Curb Ramps

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $1,856,000

KERSHOPP1415 - 06-0P270_ - Project Manager: Christina Trudo

Expected Completion Summer 2017CON Completed:0%

Expected Completion Spring 2016 ROW Completed:20%

Expected Completion Spring 2016DES Completed:20%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 155 - PM 1.5 - Near Delano at Browning Road - Intersection 
Improvements

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $3,782,000

KERSHOPP1416 - 06-0P290_ - Project Manager: Minerva Rodriguez

Expected Completion by Fall 2018CON Completed:0%

Expected Completion by Spring 2017 ROW Completed:0%

Expected Completion by Spring 2017DES Completed:0%

Expected Completion by Spring 2015ENV Completed:80%
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Countywide - Highway Safety and Maintenance

I-5: Near Fort Tejon to 1.1 miles south of Grapevine undercrossing - 
Grapevine Escape Ramp Extinguishable Message Signs upgrade

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $1,500,000

KER130202 -  - Project Manager: Paul Pineda

Expected to start construction in Summer 2014CON Completed:0%

Completed February 2014 ROW Completed:100%

Completed February 2014DES Completed:100%

Completed in 2013ENV Completed:100%

SR 99 - PM R46.9 / 48.6 - Near Famoso south of McFarland from 
Sherwood Avenue Overcrossing to Whisler Road Overcrossing - 
Construct Rumble Strip

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $2,719,000

KERSHOPP1417 - 06-0P300_ - Project Manager: Minerva Rodriguez

Completion Expected Winter 2014CON Completed:5%

Completed November 2013 ROW Completed:100%

Completed November 2013DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 58 - PM 36.3 / 39.9 - From Gatson Street to SR 43 - Widen Shoulders 
& Install Rumble Strips

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $3,005,000

KERSHOPP1418 - 06-0P560_ - Project Manager:  Minerva Rodriguez

Expected Completion by Fall 2015CON Completed:0%

Expected Completion by Spring 2014 ROW Completed:100%

Expected Completion by Spring 2014DES Completed:100%

Completed in November 2012ENV Completed:100%

SR 58 - PM 94.4 - Tehachapi Summit Interchange - Widen Intersection

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $3,328,000

KERSHOPP1412 - 06-0N560_ - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Completion Expected by 2015CON Completed:0%

Completion Expected by 2014 ROW Completed:50%

Completion Expected by 2014DES Completed:70%

Completed May 2013ENV Completed:100%
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Countywide - Highway Safety and Maintenance

I-5 - R15.8 / 82.3 - On Routes 5, 99, 58 and 204 at Various Locations - 
Wire Theft Restoration

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $1,660,000

KERSHOPP1421 - 06-0Q580_ - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Expected Completion Fall 2016CON Completed:0%

Expected Completion Summer 2014 ROW Completed:90%

Expected Completion Summer 2014DES Completed:95%

Completed November 2013ENV Completed:100%

SR 223 - PM 4.8 / R17.2 - From Old River Road to Vineland Road - 
Widen Shoulders & Install Rumble Strips

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $7,336,000

KERSHOPP1420 - 06-0P840_ - Project Manager: Minerva Rodriguez

Completion Expected in Summer 2015CON Completed:0%

Completion Expected in Summer 2014 ROW Completed:100%

Completion Expected in Summer 2014DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%
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Summary Project Map: Countywide - Highway Safety and Maintenance
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Highway Projects Completed in Last Two Years

I-5 - PM 5.2/5.9 - Near Lebec-  Install Concrete Median Barriers

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1312 - 06-0L180 - Project Manager: Steve Milton

Project Completed May 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 178 - PM 13.7/27.2 - Bakersfield - Kern Canyon pavement 
rehabilitation

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1311 - 06-0H250 - Project Manager: Anand Kapoor

Project Completed March 2012CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 65 - PM 0.0/6.1 - Bakersfield - rehabilitate roadway

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1309 - 06-0E060 - Project Manager: Abdul El-Dahabi

Project Completed April 2012CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

I-5 - PM 0.8 - Tejon Rest Area Rehabilitation

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $12,322,000

KERSHOPP1302 - 06-0A990 - Project Manager: Garth Fernandez

Project Completed January 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Highway Projects Completed in Last Two Years

I-5 - PM 0.0/4.6 - Frazier Park - Pavement Rehab and Panel Replacement

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1301 - 06-46060 - Project Manager: Steve Milton

Project Completed May 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

Westside Parkway - Construct a new freeway west of Calloway Drive to 
Coffee Road (Phase 3) - Construct 6 lanes on an 8-lane right-of-way

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $26,000,000

 KER080104  - EA 06-#####  - Project Manager:  Ted Wright 

Project Completed August 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

Westside Parkway - Construct a new freeway connection between 
Truxtun Avenue and Mohawk Avenue (Phase 4) - Construct 6 to 8 lanes 
on a 8-lane right-of-way

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $24,000,000

 KER080105  - EA 06-#####  - Project Manager: Ted Wright

Project completed August 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

I-5 - PM 69.6/73.1 - Lost Hills - install median barrier

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1313 - 06-0L220 - Project Manager: Steve Milton

Project Completed June 2012CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%
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Highway Projects Completed in Last Two Years

Westside Parkway - West of Coffee Road to Mohawk Street (Phase 2) - 
Construct a new eight-lane freeway 

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $64,000,000

 KER080103  - EA 06-#####  - Project Manager: Ted Wright / Steve Milton

Completed August 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

Westside Parkway - Construct freeway as part of the Bakersfield 
Beltway - West of Allen Road to Calloway Drive (Phase 5) Build 6 lanes 
on a 8-lane right-of-way.

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $46,000,000

 KER080106  - EA 06-#####  - Project Manager: Ted Wright/Steve Milton

Project Completed August 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

Westside Parkway - Construct a new freeway - extend Mohawk from 
Truxtun to Rosedale Hwy (Phase 1) - Construct major arterial to receive 
six lane freeway

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $69,000,000

 -  - Project Manager: 

Completed in 2012CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 178 - PM 14.3 / 15.7 - Near Sidehill Viaduct and Edison 
Powerhouse - Construct Concrete Slab Structures

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $6,286,000

KERSHOPP1411 - 06-0N380_ - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Completed October 2013CON Completed:100%

Completed February 2013 ROW Completed:100%

Completed February 2013DES Completed:100%

Completed May 2012ENV Completed:100%
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Highway Projects Completed in Last Two Years

SR 184 - PM 11.1 / 11.3 - West of Route 184 / 178 Intersection and 10 
Miles east of Lamont - Vertical Curve Improvements

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $5,690,000

KERSHOPP1408 - 06-0L900_ - Project Manager: Minerva Rodriguez

Completed March 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 58 - PM 106.7/107 - Cache Creek Area - install median barrier

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1314 - 06-0L720 - Project Manager: Frank Momen

Project Completed September 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

In Kern County on Hageman Road at BNSF RR; construction of 
separation of grade overpass

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $35,300,000

 -  - Project Manager: 

Completed in 2012CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 99 - PM 26.8/R43.9 - Bakersfield - Lerdo Lane Reconstruction & 
rumble strips

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $80,055,000

KERSHOPP1315 - 06-0L640 - Project Manager: Garth Fernandez

Project Completed in March 2014CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Highway Projects Completed in Last Two Years

SR 46 - Route 46 Expressway (13 miles) - from Kecks Road to State 
Route 33 - widen from two to four lanes - (segment 3)

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $94,032,000

KER060102 -  - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Completed in December 2012CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 46 – Route 46 Expressway (8 miles) - from State Route 33 to Brown 
Material Road - widen from two to four lanes (segment 1)

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $54,819,000

KER08RTP005 -  - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Completed in 2012CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 58 - PM 108.0/108 - Mojave - At Business 58 Overcrossing install 
windscreen

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1318 - 06-0G270 - Project Manager: Requires Update

Project Completed June 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 119 - PM 4.7/8.5 - Bakersfield - widen shoulders / add rumble strips

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: 

KERSHOPP1316 - 06-0J520 - Project Manager: Steve Milton

Project Completed May 2013CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Highway Projects Completed in Last Two Years

SR 46 – Route 46 Expressway (7 miles) - from San Luis Obispo County 
Line to Kecks Road - widen from two to four lanes (segment 2)

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $91,068,000

 - KER990109 - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Completed in 2012CON Completed:100%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

Summary Project Map: Highway Projects Completed in Last Two Years
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Regional Area - Countywide Non-Metro

SR 14 – Freeman Gulch Widening Segment 2 (5.3 miles) - from 4.8 miles 
south of SR 178 west to 0.5 mile north of SR 178 West - widen to four 
lanes

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $48,000,000

 KER010103 - EA 06-45710  - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Estimated start date is 2018 or BeyondCON Completed:0%

Estimated start date is 2016 ROW Completed:30%

Estimated start date is 2013DES Completed:70%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 46 – Wasco Four Lane Widening (5 miles) - In the City of Wasco, 
widen from two to four lanes from Jumper Ave to State Route 43 

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $95,200,000

 KER990105  - EA 06-41880  - Project Manager:  Mehran Akhavan

Not yet programmedCON Completed:0%

Not yet programmed ROW Completed:0%

Not yet programmedDES Completed:0%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 46 - Route 46 Expressway (3 miles) - from east of Brown Material 
Road to east of Interstate 5 - widen to 4 lanes & improve ramp (segment 
4A)

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $34,000,000

 KER060103  - EA 06-44254 - Project Manager:  Mehran Akhavan

Expected completion date is 2018CON Completed:0%

Expected completion date is 2015 ROW Completed:5%

Expected completion date is 2015DES Completed:15%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 58 at Dennison Road - construct new interchange to provide 
alternative access to the City of Tehachapi (substitute frontage road for 
short-term solution - see Challenger Drive)

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $25,544,000

 KER990106  - EA 06-425500 - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Not yet programmed; start date not determinedCON Completed:
Not yet programmed; start date not determined ROW Completed:

DES Completed:90%

ENV Completed:100%
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Regional Area - Countywide Non-Metro

SR 119 Cherry Ave 4-Lane - from Cherry Avenue to 0.40 miles east of 
Elk Hills Road (Phase 1) construct truck climbing / passing lanes at 
various locations  

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $7,584,000

 KER990102 - EA 06-424700 - Project Manager:  Steve Milton

Estimated start date is 2015CON Completed:0%

Completion expected Spring 2015 ROW Completed:30%

Completion expected Spring 2015DES Completed:80%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 119 Cherry Ave 4-Lane - from Cherry Avenue to 0.40 miles east of 
Elk Hills Road (Phase 2) construct 4-lane bypass (4 miles)

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $66,000,000

 KER990102 - EA 06-424700 - Project Manager:  Steve Milton

Not yet funded; start date not determinedCON Completed:
Not yet funded; start date not determined ROW Completed:
This phase was deferred.DES Completed:

ENV Completed:100%

U.S. 395 Inyokern 4-Lane (9 miles) - from Highway 14 to China Lake 
Blvd. - widen from two to four lanes

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $183,500,000

 KER010104 - EA 06-443100 - Project Manager: Mehran Akhavan

Not yet funded; start date not determinedCON Completed:
Not yet funded; start date not determined ROW Completed:
Not yet funded; start date not determinedDES Completed:
Date extended to July 2009ENV Completed:80%

West Ridgecrest Boulevard - (1 mile) Reconstruct and widen road from 
Mahan Street to China Lake Boulevard (Phase 1) - Widen to four lanes 
on a six-lane right-of-way

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $8,025,000

 KER010106  - EA 09-108894 - Project Manager:  Dennis Speer

Estimated start date is Spring 2014CON Completed:0%

Completion expected by May 2012 ROW Completed:100%

Completion expected by May 2012DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Regional Area - Countywide Non-Metro

Challenger Drive Extension - Construct new street from eastern edge to 
Dennison Road - In the City of Tehachapi

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $1,665,000

 KER080102  - EA 06-#####  - Project Manager:  Jay Schlosser

Expected start date is Spring 2014CON Completed:5%

Completion expected by June 2010 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

Summary Project Map: Regional Area - Countywide Non-Metro
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Regional Area - Metropolitan Bakersfield - Thomas Road Improvement Program or "TRIP"

Westside Parkway - Construct a new freeway from Heath Road to Allen 
Road (Phase 6).

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $38,000,000

 KER080107  - EA 06-#####  - Project Manager: Ted Wright

Completion by  Late 2014CON Completed:25%

Completion by Early 2013 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%

In Bakersfield: Along SR 58 and SR 99; Beltway Operational 
improvements (SR 58 GAP closure - an element of the Bakersfield 
Beltway system)

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $105,000,000

KER130106 - 48461 - Project Manager: Steven Milton

Construction expected to start by Winter 2014CON Completed:0%

Completion expected by Fall 2014 ROW Completed:60%

Completion expected by Summer 2014DES Completed:90%

Completed February 2014ENV Completed:100%

Hageman Flyover - extend Hageman Road east to SR 204/Golden State 
Avenue.

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $73,000,000

 KER020604  - EA 06 - 4845 - Project Manager: Ted Wright/Minerva Rodriguez

 Estimated start date in 2016CON Completed:0%

 Estimated completion date in 2016 ROW Completed:0%

 Estimated start date in Summer 2014DES Completed:0%

 Estimated completion date is mid-2014ENV Completed:90%

Centennial Corridor - SR 58 Gap Closure Widening from SR 99 to 
Cottonwood Rd -  new 6-lane freeway on an 8-lane right-of-way

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $23,000,000

 KER120101 - EA 06-0G850 - Project Manager:  Steven Milton / Ted Wright

Expected Completion Date is Late 2014CON Completed:30%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%
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PROGRESS REPORT FOR PROJECTS OF REGIONAL SIGNIFICANCE - APRIL 2014

Regional Area - Metropolitan Bakersfield - Thomas Road Improvement Program or "TRIP"

Centennial Corridor - SR 58 Connector from Westside Parkway to SR 
58 - Construct a new 6-lane freeway on an 8-lane right-of-way

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $689,000,000

 KER080109  - EA 06-48460 - Project Manager: Steven Milton/ Ted Wright

Expected start date in 2017CON Completed:0%

Expected start date in 2014 ROW Completed:10%

Expected start date in 2015DES Completed:0%

Estimated completion date is early 2015ENV Completed:75%

SR 58 Rosedale Highway - from Allen Road to State Route 99 - widen to 
6 lanes

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $29,700,000

 KER080110  - EA 06-0F3600 - Project Manager:  Ted Wright / Paul Pineda

Expected start date in Late 2014CON Completed:0%

Expected completion date in Summer 2014 ROW Completed:80%

Expected completion date in Summer 2014DES Completed:95%

ENV Completed:100%

SR 178 - widen from two lanes to four lanes between Canteria/Bedford 
Greens and Masterson St and four to six lanes beteen east of Morning Dr 
to Masterson St

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $36,500,000

 KER050108 - EA 06-0F350  - Project Manager:  Ted Wright / Minerva Rodriguez

Expected start date in Late  2014CON Completed:0%

Expected completion date in Summer 2014 ROW Completed:95%

Expected completion date in Summer 2014DES Completed:95%

Completed August 2012ENV Completed:100%

SR 178 at Morning Drive - Construct new Interchange and widen SR 178.

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $56,000,000

 KER050106 - EA 06-0C940  - Project Manager: Ted Wright / Minerva Rodriguez

Expected Completion Date is Summer 2015CON Completed:40%

Completed in 2013 ROW Completed:100%

Completed in 2013DES Completed:100%

Completed in 2012ENV Completed:100%
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Regional Area - Metropolitan Bakersfield - Thomas Road Improvement Program or "TRIP"

24th & 23rd St (SR 178) SR 99 to M St Widening and Intersection 
Improvements TRIP 

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $43,500,000

 KER050110  - EA 06-48470  - Project Manager:  Ted Wright / Paul Pineda

Expected start date in Late 2015CON Completed:0%

Expected completion date is Late 2015 ROW Completed:5%

 Expected completion date is Late 2015DES Completed:5%

Completed in March 2014ENV Completed:100%

Summary Project Map: Regional Area - Metropolitan Bakersfield - Thomas Road Improvement Program or "TRIP"
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Regional Area - Metropolitan Bakersfield Area

In Bakersfield on State Route 99 from State Route 119 to Wilson Road - 
widen to 8-lanes Proposition 1B SR 99 Bond

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $31,000,000

 KER100101  - EA 06-0G830 - Project Manager:  Paul Pineda

Expected completion date is May 2014CON Completed:85%

Completed ROW Completed:100%

CompletedDES Completed:100%

CompletedENV Completed:100%

SR 184 Weedpatch Widening (4 miles)- from Panama Lane to State 
Route 223 - widen from two to four lanes 

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $32,000,000

 KER990104  - EA 06-42480 - Project Manager:  Frank Momen

Not yet funded; start date not determinedCON Completed:
Not yet funded; start date not determined ROW Completed:
Not yet funded; start date not determinedDES Completed:
This project has been shelvedENV Completed:100%

In Bakersfield on State Route 99 from State Route 204 to Beardsley 
Canal - widen to 8-lanes Proposition 1B SR 99 Bond

Cost estimates are subject to revision.PROJECT COST: $11,500,000

 KER100101  - EA 06-0G840 - Project Manager: Paul Pineda

Expected completetion June 2014CON Completed:50%

 ROW Completed:100%

DES Completed:100%

ENV Completed:100%
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Regional Area - Metropolitan Bakersfield Area

Summary Project Map: Regional Area - Metropolitan Bakersfield Area
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Progress Report: Projects of Regional Significance in Kern County  

 

Detailed project information is available upon request and all 
information is subject to change. Please contact Joe Stramaglia at 661‐
861‐2191 or for questions or comments.  
 
The report may be downloaded by visiting Kern COG's website: 
www.kerncog.org. The report is located towards the bottom of the 
home page under the "Projects of Regional Significance" section. 

www.kerncog.org 
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April 17, 2014 
 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
   
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  BY:   Rob Ball, Director of Planning; 
         Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner; 
          Becky Napier, Regional Planner; 
          Vincent Liu, Regional Planner; 
          Rochelle Invina, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER V.  

PUBLIC REVIEW: 
DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT REGIONAL 
HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN AND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT; 
DRAFT 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND 
CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Public review of long and near term federal transportation documents began March 12, 2014 and ends 5 
P.M. May 6, 2014. Documents are available at www.kerncog.org. The Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program is a near-term list of transportation projects, 
while the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan is a long-term blueprint for transportation projects. The Draft 
Environmental Impact Report contains a summary of alternatives considered on pages 5.0-71 through 
5.0-73. The Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan provides the housing share for each jurisdiction in 
the Kern region for the next nine years (Appendix H of the Draft 2014 Regional Transportation Plan). The 
Air Quality Conformity Analysis demonstrates that both the near- and long-term lists will not delay the 
region’s efforts to improve the air. A concurrent 55-day public review period is being held for all 
documents March 12, 2014 through May 6, 2014. Attached is the advertisement of the two public 
hearings to be held in the cities of Bakersfield and California City. A summary of public comments 
received will be incorporated into the final documentation as appropriate. Final consideration of all 
documents is scheduled for the June 19, 2014 Kern COG Board meeting. 
 
Timeline for 55-day Review of all documents 
 
Date    Event 
February 5, 2014  Timeline presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
February 20, 2014 Timeline presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
March 12, 2014  Public review period begins 
April 2, 2014 Public review draft presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/ Regional 
Planning Advisory Committee 
April 15, 2014 Public hearing at California City Council meeting 
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Page 2/ public review 
 
April 17, 2014 Public review draft presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee (public 
hearing) 
May 6, 2014 Public review period ends 
June 4, 2014 Present to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and/or Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee to recommend approval 
June 19, 2014 Present to Transportation Planning Policy Committee for adoption 
 
 
Timeline for 55-day Review of all documents continued 
 
Date    Event 
 
June 27, 2014 Send final documents with response to comments to state and federal agencies for 
approval 
December 2014  Anticipated federal approval of Conformity, the near-term and long-term  
documents 
 
 
CDs of the documents were mailed March 12, 2014 to the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee, 
Regional Planning Advisory Committee and Transportation Planning Policy Committee. Additional copies 
of the draft documents are available in printed and digital CD formats, or the documents can be viewed at 
www.kerncog.org. Public comments may be received in writing through 5 P.M. May 6, 2014.   
 
 
Enclosure:  advertisement 
 
 
OPEN PUBLIC HEARING HEAR COMMENTS CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 
 
 
ACTION:  
 
1. Open the public hearing, take public comment, and close public hearing; and 2. Continue adoption of 
the Final documentation until June 19, 2014.  VOICE VOTE. 
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April 17, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  BY:   Raquel Pacheco, 
          Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER VI.  

2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program – Draft Amendment No. 14 
 
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Amendment No. 14 includes changes to the State Highway Operation and Protection Program, Safety 
Program, Regional Surface Transportation Program, Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program, and 
Transit Program. This report has been updated since the April 2, 2014 Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee meeting. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Amendment No. 14 includes changes to the State Highway Operation and Protection Program, Safety 
Program, Regional Surface Transportation Program, Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program, and 
Transit Program. Amendment No. 14 is financially constrained, has been submitted through the 
interagency consultation process, and includes: 
 
STATE HIGHWAY OPERATION AND PROTECTION PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (SHOPP) 
The State Department of Transportation requests to introduce new Bridge Preservation projects. Please 
see record KER120201 in Attachment for details. 
 
The State Department of Transportation requests to introduce new Collision Reduction projects. Please 
see record KER120202 in Attachment for details. 
 
The State Department of Transportation requests to introduce new Roadway Preservation projects. 
Please see record KER120205 in Attachment for details. 
 
SAFETY PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
The State Department of Transportation requests to revise an existing Highway Safety Improvement 
Program (HSIP) record for a City of Bakersfield project. Please see record KER140601 in Attachment for 
details. 
 
REGIONAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (RSTP) 
The Kern Council of Governments’ Board of Directors approved a new RSTP program of projects on 
February 20, 2014. The program includes projects for the cities of Arvin, Bakersfield, California City, 
Caltrans/Maricopa Delano, McFarland, Ridgecrest, Shafter, Taft, Tehachapi, and Wasco as well as for the 
County of Kern and Kern COG. Please see records KER140401 through KER140414 in Attachment for 
details. 
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CONGESTION MITIGATION AIR QUALITY PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (CMAQ) 
The Kern Council of Governments’ Board of Directors approved a new CMAQ program of projects on 
February 20, 2014. The program includes projects for the cities of Bakersfield, McFarland, Ridgecrest, 
and Taft as well as for Caltrans, County of Kern, Golden Empire Transit District, Kern COG, and Kern 
County Superintendent of Schools. Please see records KER140501 through KER140513 in Attachment 
for details. 
 
The Kern Council of Governments’ Board of Directors approved a new substitution list of CMAQ projects 
on March 20, 2014. The program includes projects for the cities of Bakersfield, Delano, Ridgecrest, and 
Wasco as well as for County of Kern and Golden Empire Transit District. Please see records KER140514 
through KER140523 in Attachment for details. 
 
The County of Kern requests a decrease in local funding for an existing shoulder improvement project. 
Please see KER120518 in Attachment for details. 
 
TRANSIT PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
The Kern Council of Governments’ Board of Directors approved the FY 2014 Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) Section 5311 Program of Projects on March 20, 2014. This amendment includes a 
new transit operating assistance record for the cities of Arvin, California City, McFarland, Ridgecrest, 
Shafter, Taft, Tehachapi, and Wasco as well as Kern Regional Transit. Please see KER140803 in 
Attachment for details. 
 
The Golden Empire Transit District requests a funding increase to a FTA Section 5307 preventative 
maintenance project. Please see KER120803 in Attachment for details. 
 
Review Process 
The public review period for this amendment began April 4, 2014 and concludes April 18, 2014. As 
allowed per Kern COG’s Public Information Policies and Procedures and the FTIP Amendment Policy, no 
board action is required for this amendment. The Kern COG Executive Director is expected to sign the 
final amendment April 21, 2014. State and federal approval is required. The expected federal approval 
date is June 2014. 
 
 
Attachment: “Interagency Consultation Memo” dated April 4, 2014 
 
 
OPEN PUBLIC HEARING HEAR COMMENTS CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 
 
 
ACTION: Open the public hearing, take public comment, and close public hearing. 

 



 

April 4, 2014 

To:    Interagency Consultation Partners and Public 

From:   Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner III 

Subject:   Availability of Draft Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 FTIP for Interagency 

Consultation and Public Review 

 

Kern COG is proposing a formal amendment (Type #3) to its regionally approved 2013 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP).  The 2013 FTIP is the programming document 
that identifies four years (FY 12/13, FY 13/14, FY 14/15, and FY 15/16) of federal, state and 
local funding sources for projects in Kern County.  Draft Amendment No. 14 introduces 
new/revised projects in the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection 
Program (SHOPP), Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP), Regional Surface 
Transportation Program (RSTP), Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program (CMAQ), and 
Transit Program (FTA Section 5307 and 5311). Documentation associated with this amendment 
is provided as indicated below. 

 Project List: Attachment 1 includes a summary of programming changes that 
result from Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 FTIP. These project and/or project 
phases are consistent with the 2011 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), which 
was adopted July 15, 2010. The attachment also includes the “CTIPS” printout for 
the proposed project changes. 
 

 Updated Financial Plan: Attachment 2 – The Financial Plan from the 2013 FTIP 
has been updated to include the project list as provided in Attachment 1. The 
appropriate grouped project list has been updated as well.   

 
 Conformity Requirements: The proposed project changes have been determined to 

be exempt from the requirement that a conformity determination and/or regional 
emissions analysis be performed per 40 CFR 93.126, 93.127, or 93.128. Because 
the projects and/or project phases are exempt, no further conformity determination 
is required. In addition, the projects and/or project phases contained in 
Amendment No. 14 do not interfere with the timely implementation of any 
approved Transportation Control Measures (TCMs). 

 
 Public Involvement:  Attachment 3 includes the Draft Public Notice. 
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Kern COG published a notice of public hearing and opens the 14-day public comment period 
April 4, 2014.  The public hearing is scheduled for April 17, 2014. Comments may be submitted 
in writing by 5 P.M. April 18, 2014.  No Kern COG Board action is required. The Kern COG 
Executive Director will consider adoption of the proposed amendment April 21, 2014.  Kern 
COG anticipates State and Federal approval by June 2014.  Amendment No. 14 documentation is 
available at:  www.kerncog.org 
 
In conclusion, the 2013 FTIP meets all applicable transportation planning requirements per 23 
CFR Part 450, 40 CFR Part 93, and conforms to the applicable SIPs, and does not interfere with 
the timely implementation of approved TCMs.  If you have questions regarding this amendment, 
please contact Raquel Pacheco at (661) 861-2191 or rpacheco@kerncog.org  
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Caltrans Summary of Changes 
 

“CTIPS” Printout  - Revised Records 



Caltrans Summary of Changes

Formal
Amendment #: 14

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

Existing KER120201

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE 
REHABILITATION AND 

RECONSTRUCTION - SHOPP 
PROGRAM

FFY 15/16 FFY 15/16 CON SHOPP AC 5%
Add $3,366,000; add 0Q180 & 

0Q190 to group listing

FFY 14/15 FFY 14/15 CON SHOPP AC 2%
Add $542,000; add 0Q620, 
0P900, & 0R020 to group 

listing

FFY 15/16 FFY 15/16 CON SHOPP AC 12% Add $3,971,000

Existing KER120205

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 

REHABILITATION - SHOPP 
ROADWAY PRESERVATION 

PROGRAM

FFY 15/16 FFY 15/16 CON SHOPP AC 9%
Add $4,501,000; 0G851 & 

0Q280 to group listing

FFY 15/16 FFY 15/16 CON HSIP 17% Add $128,200

FFY 15/16 FFY 15/16 CON Local 2% Add $14,244

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $47,443

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $6,147

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $434,557

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $128,141

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $3,810,999

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $493,756

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $4,762,045

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $616,976

Exisitng KER120202
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 

IMPROVEMENTS - SHOPP 
COLLISION REDUCTION PROGRAM

Amendment Type:

New KER140401

IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 

PROJECTS ONLY)

New KER140402

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 
PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 

PROJECTS ONLY)

Exisitng KER140601

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS -HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
(HSIP). NON-CAPACITY 

INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 
CFR TABLES 2&3)
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Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $38,922

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $5,043

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $281,078

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $36,418

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $61,971

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $8,029

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $1,196,029

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $154,959

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $5,879,762

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $762,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $1,466,238

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $642,000

N/A FFY 14/15 PE RSTP 0% Add $35,280

N/A FFY 14/15 PE Local 0% Add $4,571

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $262,720

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $95,939

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $89,503

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $11,597

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $588,497

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $76,247

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $228,000

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $49,000

New KER140407

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED 
PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 

PROJECTS ONLY)

New KER140408
IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT 

FOR NON-CAPACITY WIDENING 
(NO ADDITIONAL TRAVEL LANES)

New KER140405

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED 
PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 

PROJECTS ONLY)

New KER140406
IN MCFARLAND: KERN AVE: 2ND ST 

TO 3RD ST; LANDSCAPING AND 
PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

New KER140404

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT 
FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 
AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-

CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY)

New KER140403

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED 
PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 

PROJECTS ONLY)
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Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $182,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $23,581

N/A FFY 14/15 PE RSTP 0% Add $8,853

N/A FFY 14/15 PE Local 0% Add $1,147

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $30,985

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $4,015

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $17,230

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $2,593

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $198,770

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $25,754

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $20,890

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $3,110

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $315,110

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $40,827

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $46,588

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $6,037

N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $567,412

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $73,516

N/A FFY 14/15 CON RSTP 0% Add $79,677
N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $10,323
N/A FFY 15/16 CON RSTP 0% Add $79,677
N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $10,323

Existing KER120518
IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS
FFY 13/14 FFY 13/14 CON Local 37% Delete $2,030,690

New KER140413

IN WASCO: GROUPED PROJECT 
FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 
AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-

CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY)

New KER140414
IN KERN COUNTY:  REGIONAL 
TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM

New KER140411

IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 

PROJECTS ONLY)

New KER140412

IN TEHACHAPI: GROUPED 
PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 

PROJECTS ONLY)

New KER140409

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT 
FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 
AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-

CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY)

New KER140410

IN MARICOPA: SR 33 AT 
STANISLAUS ST; INSTALL 

RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASHING 
BEACON NEAR PEDESTRIAN 

CROSSING
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Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 14/15 CON CMAQ 0% Add $186,724
N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $24,193
N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $201,534
N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $26,111

N/A FFY 14/15 PE CMAQ 0% Add $115,960

N/A FFY 14/15 PE Local 0% Add $15,025

N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $1,074,840

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $139,275

N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $1,437,992

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $186,308

N/A FFY 14/15 CON CMAQ 0% Add $1,830,374

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $237,144

N/A FFY 14/15 CON CMAQ 0% Add $1,222,230

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $166,680

N/A FFY 14/15 CON CMAQ 0% Add $480,000
N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $120,000
N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $1,000,000
N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $250,000

N/A FFY 14/15 CON CMAQ 0% Add $301,000

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $39,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $970,554

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $125,746

New KER140507
IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 

PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS - SAFER ROADS

New KER140505
IN BAKERSFIELD: CNG FUELING 

STATION EXPANSION

New KER140506
IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 

PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 
SIGNALIZATION

New KER140503
IN BAKERSFIELD: EXPANSION OF 

PASSIVE SOLAR ELECTRIC 
CONVERSION SYSTEM

New KER140504
IN KERN COUNTY: PURCHASE 

FOUR REPLACEMENT CNG 
COACHES

New KER140501
IN KERN COUNTY:  RIDESHARE 

PROGRAM

New KER140502

IN BAKERSFIELD:  ON DON HART 
DR EAST AND KROLL WAY; 
CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC 

TRANSIT CENTER
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Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $429,455

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $55,645

N/A FFY 14/15 CON CMAQ 0% Add $5,610,149

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local 0% Add $1,289,851

N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $3,199,027

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $750,973

N/A FFY 14/15 PE CMAQ 0% Add $28,428

N/A FFY 14/15 PE Local 0% Add $3,684

N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $242,592

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $31,431

N/A FFY 15/16 CON SHOPP AC 0% Add $568,000 (Minor Program)

N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $750,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $182,000

N/A FFY 14/15 PE CMAQ 0% Add $40,307

N/A FFY 14/15 PE Local 0% Add $5,223

N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $231,769

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $30,029

N/A FFY 14/15 PE CMAQ 0% Add $86,048

N/A FFY 14/15 PE Local 0% Add $11,149

N/A FFY 15/16 CON CMAQ 0% Add $363,457

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Add $47,090

New KER140513
IN TAFT: SUPPLY ROW ST 

BETWEEN S 4TH ST AND S 6TH ST; 
CONSTRUCT PARK-AND-RIDE

New KER140511
SOUTH OF BAKERSFIELD: SR 223 

AT SR 184/WHEELER RD; 
OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENT

New KER140512

IN RIDGECREST: NORTH WARNER 
ST FROM DRUMMOND AVE TO 
WEST HOWELL AVE; SURFACE 

UNPAVED STREET

New KER140509
IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS

New KER140510

IN MCFARLAND: ALONG ELMO HWY 
AND BROWNING RD; PAVE 

SHOULDERS AND INSTALL CLASS II 
BIKE LANE FACILITIES

New KER140508

IN BAKERSFIELD: MOHAWK ST AT 
TOWER WAY; SIGNAL & MOHAWK 

ST FROM TRUXTUN AVE TO 
CALIFORNIA AVE; CONSTRUCT 

MEDIAN ISLAND
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Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 16/17 PE Local 0% Add $100,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ 0% Add $1,000,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 0% Add $150,000

N/A FFY 16/17 PE Local 0% Add $76,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ 0% Add $760,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 0% Add $114,000

N/A FFY 16/17 PE Local 0% Add $40,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ 0% Add $400,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 0% Add $60,000

N/A FFY 16/17 PE Local 0% Add $40,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ 0% Add $400,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 0% Add $60,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ 0% Add $831,296

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 0% Add $107,704

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ 0% Add $92,956

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 0% Add $12,044

N/A FFY 16/17 PE CMAQ 0% Add $15,294

N/A FFY 16/17 PE Local 0% Add $1,982

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ 0% Add $87,912

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 0% Add $11,390

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ 0% Add $746,816

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 0% Add $96,759
New KER140521

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECTS 
FOR SHOULDER IMPROVEMENTS

New KER140519
IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 

PROJECTS FOR BICYCLE AND 
PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

New KER140520

IN RIDGECREST: GRAAF AVE FROM 
NORTH SIERRA VIEW TO NORTH 
NORMAN ST; SURFACE UNPAVED 

STREET

New KER140517
NEAR BUTTONWILLOW: CANNON 
ST FROM SR58 TO SULLIVAN RD; 

SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

New KER140518
IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS

New KER140515
IN INYOKERN: NEAL RD FROM SR 

395 TO BROWN RD; SURFACE 
UNPAVED STREET

New KER140516
NEAR BUTTONWILLOW: SULLIVAN 
RD FROM CANNON ST TO BUSSELL 

RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

New KER140514
IN TEHACHAPI: UMTALI RD FROM 
UMFALOZI RD TO SAND CANYON 
RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
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Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ 0% Add $2,500,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 0% Add $323,902

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ 0% Add $276,190

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 0% Add $35,784

N/A FFY 13/14 CON
FTA Section 

5307
12% Add $1,150,720

N/A FFY 13/14 CON Local 3% Add $287,680

N/A FFY 13/14 CON
FTA Section 

5311
0% Add $1,755,609

N/A FFY 13/14 CON Local 0% Add $12,036,548

Legend

CMAQ Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
FTA Section 5307 Federal Transit Administration - Section 5307
FTA Section 5311 Federal Transit Administration - Section 5311
HSIP Highway Safety Improvement Program
RSTP Regional Surface Transportation Program
SHOPP AC State Highway Operation and Protection Program advance construction

New KER140803
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 

OPERATING ASSISTANCE TO 
TRANSIT AGENCIES

New KER140523
IN WASCO: PURCHASE 

REPLACEMENT CNG REFUSE 
TRUCK

Existing KER120803 PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE

New KER140522
IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE OF 
FIVE REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES
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Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

State Highway Operations and Protection ProgramPROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

Prior

Current

$7,074,000 $14,734,000 $5,837,000 $9,488,000

$7,074,000 $14,734,000 $5,837,000 $9,488,000

Various
Various
KER120202

SHOPP-A
1.09
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS - SHOPP COLLISION 
REDUCTION PROGRAM

20400000695

PE
RW

Total
$37,133,000

$37,133,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 5-3RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$19,485,000 $14,487,000 $32,211,000

$19,485,000 $14,487,000 $32,211,000

Various
Various
KER120201

SHOPP-A
1.19
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE 
REHABILITATION AND 
RECONSTRUCTION - SHOPP 
PROGRAM

20400000694

PE
RW

Total
$66,183,000

$66,183,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 5-3RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$48,070,000 $4,501,000

$48,070,000 $4,501,000

Various
Various
KER120205

SHOPP-A
1.10
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION - SHOPP ROADWAY 
PRESERVATION PROGRAM

20400000698

PE
RW

Total
$52,571,000

$52,571,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 5-3RTP Reference:
Prior Yr Status:

---Future Cost Est:

Page  1   Dated April 4, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Safety ProgramPROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$90,047

Prior

Current

$900,447

$900,447

KER140601

HSIP
1.06
Various

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS -HIGHWAY SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). 
NON-CAPACITY INCREASING 
PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR TABLES 

20400000710

PE
RW

Total
$900,447

$810,400

Con

2011 RTP, Page 5-3RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
$3,031,200Future Cost Est:

Page  2   Dated April 4, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Regional Surface Transportation ProgramPROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$134,288

Prior

Current

$53,590 $562,698

$53,590 $562,698

KER140401

RSTP
1.10
Arvin

IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 
PROJECTS ONLY)

20400000715

PE
RW

Total
$616,288

$482,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$1,110,732

Prior

Current

$4,304,755 $5,379,021

$4,304,755 $5,379,021

KER140402

RSTP
1.10
Bakersfield

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 
PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 
PROJECTS ONLY)

20400000716

PE
RW

Total
$9,683,776

$8,573,044

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$41,461

Prior

Current

$43,965 $317,496

$43,965 $317,496

KER140403

RSTP
1.10
Cal. City

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED 
PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 
PROJECTS ONLY)

20400000717

PE
RW

Total
$361,461

$320,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$162,988

Prior

Current

$70,000 $1,350,988

$70,000 $1,350,988

KER140404

RSTP
1.10
Delano

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT 
FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 
AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-
CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY)

20400000718

PE
RW

Total
$1,420,988

$1,258,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$20,646

Prior

Current

$90,000 $90,000

$90,000 $90,000

KER140414

RSTP
4.01
KCOG

IN KERN COUNTY:  REGIONAL 
TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM

20400000728

PE
RW

Total
$180,000

$159,354

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$1,404,000

Prior

Current

$6,641,762 $2,108,238

$6,641,762 $2,108,238

KER140405

RSTP
1.10
Kern Co.

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED 
PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 
PROJECTS ONLY)

20400000719

PE
RW

Total
$8,750,000

$7,346,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  3   Dated April 4, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Regional Surface Transportation ProgramPROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$100,510

Prior

Current

$39,851

$358,659

$39,851 $358,659

KER140406

RSTP
4.09
McFarland

IN MCFARLAND: KERN AVE: 2ND ST 
TO 3RD ST; LANDSCAPING AND 
PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

20400000720

PE
RW

Total
$398,510

$298,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$87,844

Prior

Current

$101,100 $664,744

$101,100 $664,744

KER140407

RSTP
1.10
Ridgecrest

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED 
PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 
PROJECTS ONLY)

20400000721

PE
RW

Total
$765,844

$678,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$49,000

Prior

Current

$277,000

$277,000

KER140408

RSTP
1.19
Shafter

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT 
FOR NON-CAPACITY WIDENING (NO 
ADDITIONAL TRAVEL LANES)

20400000722

PE
RW

Total
$277,000

$228,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$23,581

Prior

Current

$205,581

$205,581

KER140409

RSTP
1.10
Shafter

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT 
FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 
AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-
CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY)

20400000723

PE
RW

Total
$205,581

$182,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$5,162

Prior

Current

$10,000

$35,000

$10,000 $35,000

KER140410

RSTP
1.07
State

IN MARICOPA: SR 33 AT STANISLAUS 
ST; INSTALL RECTANGULAR RAPID 
FLASHING BEACON NEAR 
PEDESTRIAN CROSSING

20400000724

PE
RW

Total
$45,000

$39,838

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$28,347

Prior

Current

$19,823 $224,524

$19,823 $224,524

KER140411

RSTP
1.10
Taft

IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 
PROJECTS ONLY)

20400000725

PE
RW

Total
$244,347

$216,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  45   Dated April 4, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Regional Surface Transportation ProgramPROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$43,937

Prior

Current

$47,047 $355,937

$47,047 $355,937

KER140412

RSTP
1.10
Tehachapi

IN TEHACHAPI: GROUPED PROJECT 
FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 
AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-
CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY)

20400000726

PE
RW

Total
$379,937

$336,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$79,553

Prior

Current

$52,625 $640,928

$52,625 $640,928

KER140413

RSTP
1.10
Wasco

IN WASCO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION (NON-CAPACITY 
PROJECTS ONLY)

20400000727

PE
RW

Total
$693,553

$614,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  5   Dated April 4, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (Non-transit projects)PROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$12,044

Prior

Current

$105,000

$105,000

KER140519

CMAQ
3.02
Bakersfield

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR BICYCLE AND 
PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

20400000747

PE
RW

Total
$105,000

$92,956

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$107,704

Prior

Current

$939,000

$939,000

KER140518

CMAQ
1.04
Bakersfield

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 
IMPROVEMENTS

20400000746

PE
RW

Total
$939,000

$831,296

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$55,645

Prior

Current

$485,100

$485,100

KER140508

CMAQ
5.01
Bakersfield

IN BAKERSFIELD: MOHAWK ST AT 
TOWER WAY; SIGNAL & MOHAWK ST 
FROM TRUXTUN AVE TO 
CALIFORNIA AVE; CONSTRUCT 
MEDIAN ISLAND

20400000736

PE
RW

Total
$485,100

$429,455

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$164,746

Prior

Current

$340,000 $1,096,300

$340,000 $1,096,300

KER140507

CMAQ
5.07
Bakersfield

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS - SAFER ROADS

20400000735

PE
RW

Total
$1,436,300

$1,271,554

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$96,759

Prior

Current

$843,575

$843,575

KER140521

CMAQ
1.04
Delano

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 
IMPROVEMENTS

20400000749

PE
RW

Total
$843,575

$746,816

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$50,304

Prior

Current

$210,917 $227,645

$210,917 $227,645

KER140501

CMAQ
3.01
KCOG

IN KERN COUNTY:  RIDESHARE 
PROGRAM

20400000729

PE
RW

Total
$438,562

$388,258

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  6   Dated April 4, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (Non-transit projects)PROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$411,931

$45,880Prior

Current

$833,569 $2,185,741

$833,569 $2,185,741

KER120518

CMAQ
1.04
Kern Co.

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 
IMPROVEMENTS

20400000681

PE
RW

Total
$3,419,310

$400,000

$400,000 $2,607,379

$354,120

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
Prior Yr Status:

---Future Cost Est:

$250,000

Prior

Current

$100,000

$1,150,000

$1,250,000

KER140514

CMAQ
1.10
Kern Co.

IN TEHACHAPI: UMTALI RD FROM 
UMFALOZI RD TO SAND CANYON RD; 
SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

20400000742

PE
RW

Total
$1,250,000

$1,000,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$190,000

Prior

Current

$76,000

$874,000

$950,000

KER140515

CMAQ
1.10
Kern Co.

IN INYOKERN: NEAL RD FROM SR 
395 TO BROWN RD; SURFACE 
UNPAVED STREET

20400000743

PE
RW

Total
$950,000

$760,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$100,000

Prior

Current

$40,000

$460,000

$500,000

KER140516

CMAQ
1.10
Kern Co.

NEAR BUTTONWILLOW: SULLIVAN 
RD FROM CANNON ST TO BUSSELL 
RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

20400000744

PE
RW

Total
$500,000

$400,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$100,000

Prior

Current

$40,000

$460,000

$500,000

KER140517

CMAQ
1.10
Kern Co.

NEAR BUTTONWILLOW: CANNON ST 
FROM SR58 TO SULLIVAN RD; 
SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

20400000745

PE
RW

Total
$500,000

$400,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$370,000

Prior

Current

$600,000 $1,250,000

$600,000 $1,250,000

KER140506

CMAQ
5.02
Kern Co.

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 
SIGNALIZATION

20400000734

PE
RW

Total
$1,850,000

$1,480,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  7   Dated April 4, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (Non-transit projects)PROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$2,040,824

Prior

Current

$6,900,000 $3,950,000

$6,900,000 $3,950,000

KER140509

CMAQ
1.04
Kern Co.

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 
IMPROVEMENTS

20400000737

PE
RW

Total
$10,850,000

$8,809,176

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$35,115

Prior

Current

$32,112

$274,023

$32,112 $274,023

KER140510

CMAQ
1.04
McFarland

IN MCFARLAND: ALONG ELMO HWY 
AND BROWNING RD; PAVE 
SHOULDERS AND INSTALL CLASS II 
BIKE LANE FACILITIES

20400000738

PE
RW

Total
$306,135

$271,020

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$13,372

Prior

Current

$17,276

$99,302

$116,578

KER140520

CMAQ
1.10
Ridgecrest

IN RIDGECREST: GRAAF AVE FROM 
NORTH SIERRA VIEW TO NORTH 
NORMAN ST; SURFACE UNPAVED 
STREET

20400000748

PE
RW

Total
$116,578

$103,206

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$35,252

Prior

Current

$45,530

$261,798

$45,530 $261,798

KER140512

CMAQ
1.10
Ridgecrest

IN RIDGECREST: NORTH WARNER 
ST FROM DRUMMOND AVE TO WEST 
HOWELL AVE; SURFACE UNPAVED 
STREET

20400000740

PE
RW

Total
$307,328

$272,076

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$182,000 $568,000

Prior

Current

$1,500,000

$1,500,000

KER140511

CMAQ
5.01
State

SOUTH OF BAKERSFIELD: SR 223 AT 
SR 184/WHEELER RD; OPERATIONAL 
IMPROVEMENT

20400000739

PE
RW

Total
$1,500,000

$750,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$58,239

Prior

Current

$97,197

$410,547

$97,197 $410,547

KER140513

CMAQ
5.06
Taft

IN TAFT: SUPPLY ROW ST BETWEEN 
S 4TH ST AND S 6TH ST; 
CONSTRUCT PARK-AND-RIDE

20400000741

PE
RW

Total
$507,744

$449,505

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  8   Dated April 4, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (Non-transit projects)PROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$35,784

Prior

Current

$311,974

$311,974

KER140523

RSTP
4.01
Wasco

IN WASCO: PURCHASE 
REPLACEMENT CNG REFUSE TRUCK

20400000751

PE
RW

Total
$311,974

$276,190

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  9   Dated April 4, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Transit Program (Non-CMAQ)PROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$2,196,540

Prior

Current

$4,744,300 $6,238,400

$4,744,300 $6,238,400

KER120803

Sec. 5307
2.01
GET

PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE

20400000688

PE
RW

Total
$10,982,700

$8,786,160

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
Prior Yr Status:

---Future Cost Est:

$12,036,548

Prior

Current

$13,792,157

$13,792,157

KER140803

Sec. 5311
2.01
various

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
OPERATING ASSISTANCE TO 
TRANSIT AGENCIES

20400000752

PE
RW

Total
$13,792,157

$1,755,609

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page   10  Dated April 4, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
CTIPS ID

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (Transit Projects)PROGRAM:  

12-13 13-14 14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18

$186,308

Prior

Current

$1,624,300

$1,624,300

KER140503

CMAQ
2.06
GET

IN BAKERSFIELD: EXPANSION OF 
PASSIVE SOLAR ELECTRIC 
CONVERSION SYSTEM

20400000731

PE
RW

Total
$1,624,300

$1,437,992

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$154,300

Prior

Current

$130,985

$1,214,115

$130,985 $1,214,115

KER140502

CMAQ
5.06
GET

IN BAKERSFIELD:  ON DON HART DR 
EAST AND KROLL WAY; 
CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC 
TRANSIT CENTER

20400000730

PE
RW

Total
$1,345,100

$1,190,800

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$323,902

Prior

Current

$2,823,902

$2,823,902

KER140522

CMAQ
2.10
GET

IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE OF 
FIVE REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES

20400000750

PE
RW

Total
$2,823,902

$2,500,000

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$166,680

Prior

Current

$1,388,910

$1,388,910

KER140505

CMAQ
2.04
KCSS

IN BAKERSFIELD: CNG FUELING 
STATION EXPANSION

20400000733

PE
RW

Total
$1,388,910

$1,222,230

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$237,144

Prior

Current

$2,067,518

$2,067,518

KER140504

CMAQ
2.10
Kern Co.

IN KERN COUNTY: PURCHASE FOUR 
REPLACEMENT CNG COACHES

20400000732

PE
RW

Total
$2,067,518

$1,830,374

Con

2011 RTP, Page 4-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  11   Dated April 4, 2014



ATTACHMENT 2 
 
 
 

Updated Financial Plan 
 

Updated Grouped Project Listing 



TABLE 1: REVENUE Revised 4/22/2013

Kern Council of Governments
2012/13-2015/16 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Amendment No. 14
($'s in 1,000)

4 YEARS (FSTIP Cycle)
2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16

Funding Source Amendment Amendment Amendment Amendment CURRENT

Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current TOTAL

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 
       -- Gas Tax (Subventions to Cities) $23,090 $23,090 $7,839 $18,139 $502 $3,777 $76 $3,843 $48,849
       -- Street Taxes and Developer Fees $9,778 $9,778 $121,596 $121,596 $320,710 $320,710 $452,085
Local Total $32,868 $32,868 $129,435 $139,735 $502 $3,777 $320,786 $324,553 $500,934
      SHOPP (Including Augmentation) $9,380 $9,380 $104,416 $104,416 $19,782 $20,324 $36,745 $48,583 $182,703
      State Minor Program $2,650 $2,650 $568 $3,218
      STIP (Including Augmentation) $31,658 $31,658 $8,165 $8,165 $18,625 $18,625 $11,816 $11,816 $70,264
            Transportation Enhancement $1,806 $1,806 $3,058 $3,058 $1,962 $1,962 $234 $234 $7,060
      STIP Prior
           Transportation Enhancement $140 $140 $140
      Proposition 1 B $54,060 $54,060 $54,060
      Highway Maintenance (HM) $14,460 $14,460 $8,738 $8,738 $23,198
State Total $111,505 $111,505 $127,026 $127,026 $40,369 $40,911 $48,795 $61,201 $340,643
      5307 - Urbanized Area Formula Grants $4,323 $4,323 $3,840 $4,991 $9,314
      5310 - Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities $309 $309 $309
      5311 - Formula Grants for Rural Areas $1,717 $1,717 $1,756 $3,472
      5316 - Job Access and Reverse Commute Program $703 $703 $50 $50 $753
      5317 - New Freedom 
Federal Transit Total $7,052 $7,052 $3,890 $6,796 $13,849
      Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality  (CMAQ) $10,089 $10,089 $10,176 $10,176 $9,720 $9,901 $9,720 $9,901 $40,067
      Corridor Infrastructure Improvement Program $75,472 $75,472 $248,982 $248,982 $34,889 $34,889 $359,343
      High Priority Projects (HPP) and Demo $7,850 $7,850 $400 $400 $16,750 $16,750 $25,000
      Highway Bridge Program (HBP) $301 $301 $151 $151 $398 $398 $850
      Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) $1,131 $1,131 $369 $369 $1,379 $1,379 $682 $810 $3,689
      Projects of National/Regional Significance $17,330 $17,330 $96,112 $96,112 $113,441
      Recreational Trails $367 $367 $367
      Safe Routes to School (SRTS) $507 $507 $1,851 $1,851 $583 $583 $2,942
      Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $10,043 $10,043 $10,239 $10,239 $9,220 $10,365 $9,220 $10,365 $41,012
      Transportation and Community and System Preservation Program $400 $400 $400
Federal Highway Total $123,490 $123,490 $366,427 $366,427 $22,569 $23,895 $71,845 $73,299 $587,111
Federal Total $130,542 $130,542 $370,317 $373,224 $22,569 $23,895 $71,845 $73,299 $600,960

$274,915 $274,915 $626,779 $639,985 $63,440 $68,583 $441,426 $459,053 $1,442,537

MPO Financial Summary Notes:
*Note: Financial tables reflect changes approved as part of administrative modifications

N
O
T
E
S

REVENUE TOTAL

S
T

A
T

E
L

O
C

A
L

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
 

T
R

A
N

S
IT

F
E

D
E

R
A

L
 H

IG
H

W
A

Y

Page 1 of 1



TABLE 2: PROGRAMMED Revised 4/22/2013

Kern Council of Governments
2012/13-2015/16 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Amendment No. 14
($'s in 1,000)

4 YEARS (FSTIP Cycle)
2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16

Funding Source Amendment Amendment Amendment Amendment CURRENT

Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current TOTAL

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 

Local Total $32,868 $32,868 $129,435 $139,735 $502 $3,777 $320,786 $324,553 $500,934

      SHOPP (Including Augmentation) $9,380 $9,380 $104,416 $104,416 $19,782 $20,324 $36,745 $48,583 $182,703
      State Minor Program $2,650 $2,650 $568 $3,218
      STIP (Including Augmentation) $31,658 $31,658 $8,165 $8,165 $18,625 $18,625 $11,816 $11,816 $70,264
            Transportation Enhancement $1,806 $1,806 $3,058 $3,058 $1,962 $1,962 $234 $234 $7,060
      STIP Prior
           Transportation Enhancement $140 $140 $140
      Proposition 1 B $54,060 $54,060 $54,060
      Highway Maintenance (HM) $14,460 $14,460 $8,738 $8,738 $23,198
State Total $111,505 $111,505 $127,026 $127,026 $40,369 $40,911 $48,795 $61,201 $340,643
      5307 - Urbanized Area Formula Grants $4,323 $4,323 $3,840 $4,991 $9,314
      5310 - Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities $309 $309 $309
      5311 - Formula Grants for Rural Areas $1,717 $1,717 $1,756 $3,472
      5316 - Job Access and Reverse Commute Program $703 $703 $50 $50 $753
      5317 - New Freedom 
Federal Transit Total $7,052 $7,052 $3,890 $6,796 $13,849
      Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality  (CMAQ) $9,720 $9,720 $9,720 $9,720 $9,901 $9,901 $39,242
      Corridor Infrastructure Improvement Program $75,472 $75,472 $248,982 $248,982 $34,889 $34,889 $359,343
      High Priority Projects (HPP) and Demo $7,850 $7,850 $400 $400 $16,750 $16,750 $25,000
      Highway Bridge Program (HBP) $301 $301 $151 $151 $398 $398 $850
      Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) $1,131 $1,131 $369 $369 $1,379 $1,379 $682 $810 $3,689
      Projects of National/Regional Significance $17,330 $17,330 $96,112 $96,112 $113,441
      Recreational Trails $367 $367 $367
      Safe Routes to School (SRTS) $507 $507 $1,851 $1,851 $583 $583 $2,942
      Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $9,649 $9,649 $9,037 $9,087 $10,365 $10,365 $39,467
      Transportation and Community and System Preservation Program $400 $400 $400
Federal Highway Total $122,727 $122,727 $364,770 $364,820 $3,628 $23,895 $52,905 $73,299 $584,741
Federal Total $129,780 $129,780 $368,660 $371,617 $3,628 $23,895 $52,905 $73,299 $598,590

$274,153 $274,153 $625,121 $638,378 $44,499 $68,583 $422,485 $459,053 $1,440,167

MPO Financial Summary Notes:
*Note: Financial tables reflect changes approved as part of administrative modifications
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TABLE 3: REVENUE-PROGRAMMED Revised 4/22/2013

Kern Council of Governments
2012/13-2015/16 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Amendment No. 14
($'s in 1,000)

4 YEARS (FSTIP Cycle)

2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 2015/16

Funding Source Amendment Amendment Amendment Amendment CURRENT

Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current Prior Current TOTAL

No. No. No. No. No. No. No. No. 

Local Total

      SHOPP (Including Augmentation)
      State Minor Program
      STIP (Including Augmentation)
            Transportation Enhancement 
      STIP Prior
           Transportation Enhancement
      Proposition 1 B
      Highway Maintenance (HM)
State Total 
      5307 - Urbanized Area Formula Grants 
      5310 - Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
      5311 - Formula Grants for Rural Areas 
      5316 - Job Access and Reverse Commute Program 
      5317 - New Freedom 
Federal Transit Total
      Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality  (CMAQ) $369 $369 $456 $456 $9,720 $9,720 $825
      Corridor Infrastructure Improvement Program
      High Priority Projects (HPP) and Demo
      Highway Bridge Program (HBP)
      Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)
      Projects of National/Regional Significance
      Recreational Trails
      Safe Routes to School (SRTS)
      Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $393 $393 $1,202 $1,151 $9,220 $9,220 $1,545
      Transportation and Community and System Preservation Program
Federal Highway Total $763 $763 $1,657 $1,607 $18,940 $18,940 $2,370
Federal Total $763 $763 $1,657 $1,607 $18,940 $18,940 $2,370

$763 $763 $1,657 $1,607 $18,940 $18,940 $2,370REVENUE - PROGRAM TOTAL
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Attachment B

2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Grouped Project Listings
Kern Council of Governments

Includes:
State Highway Operations and Protection Program - dated 4/3/14
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) - dated 3/14/14
Regional Surface Transportation Program
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program
Transit Program

Note:  Listing is available on the Kern COG website at
   http://www.kerncog.org/federal-transportation-improvement-program



Kern Council of Governments  
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

CONRWPEPRIORTOTAL 16/1715/1614/1513/1412/13

SHOPP - Bridge Preservation

$62817 $19,485 $14,487 $28,845 $8,434 $671 $53,712Bridge - State (HBRR)

$62817 $19,485 $14,487 $28,845 $8,434 $671 $53,712TOTAL

SHOPP - Collision Reduction

$8111 $4,365 $3,746 $2,058 $430 $5,623National Hwy System

$24509 $14,734$2,709 $1,549 $5,517 $5,313 $1,895 $17,301Surface Transportation Program

$32620 $7,074 $14,734 $5,295 $5,517 $7,371 $2,325 $22,924TOTAL

SHOPP - Emergency Response

$8235 $5,929$2,306 $1,311 $117 $6,807National Hwy System

$8235 $2,306 $5,929 $1,311 $117 $6,807TOTAL

SHOPP - Mandates

$18581 $16,198 $2,383 $2,938 $5,197 $10,446National Hwy System

$18581 $16,198 $2,383 $2,938 $5,197 $10,446TOTAL

SHOPP - Roadway Preservation

$48070 $48,070 $3,500 $70 $44,500National Hwy System

$48070 $48,070 $3,500 $70 $44,500TOTAL

$138,389$8,380$23,554$36,745$19,782$104,416$9,380$170,323 MPO TOTAL

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM

pacheco
Typewritten Text
Additional Preliminary Engineering in FY 15/16SHOPP - Bridge Preservation                 $3366SHOPP - Collision Reduction                  $3971SHOPP - Roadway Preservation             $4501Source: 2014 SHOPP email dated 4/3/14

pacheco
Typewritten Text
Additional Project in FY 14/15SHOPP - Collision Reduction                  $542Source: 2014 SHOPP email dated 4/3/14



Kern Council of Governments  KER120201
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

SHOPP - Bridge Preservation

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0K46010400000352 46 Near Wasco, at Route 99 Separation Bridge No. 50-0184E. Replace bridge.KER 3,145 312 15,249

06 0K81010400000353 99 In Bakersfield, at Airport Drive Bridge No. 50-0266; also on Route 178 at 
Golden State Avenue Bridge No. 50-0326.  Bridge seismic restoration.

KER 1,594 65 8,480

06 0M26010400000354 58 Near Tehachapi, at Sand Canyon Road Bridge No. 50-0345R.  Replace 
bridge.

KER 752 8 3,517

06 0H18010400000318 14 Near Ridgecrest at the Red Rock Canyon Bridge (Bridge #50-0178).  
Replace bridge (scour)

KER 2,170 279 17,036

06 0N96010400000360 204 In Bakersfield, on Route 204 at various bridges from north of Route 178 to 
south of Route 99.  Overlay deck, replace joint seals, and paint.

KER 773 7 9,430

8,434 SHOPP - Bridge Preservation Total: 671 53,712

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120202
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

SHOPP - Collision Reduction

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0L39010400000320 99 In Bakersfield, at California Avenue.  Widen ramp and realign ramp 
entrance.

KER 1,082 84 1,543

06 0P81010400000368 178 In Ridgecrest, from Inyokern Road to Gemstone Street.  Left turn 
channelization.

KER 787 86 3,236

06 0J93010400000298 119 In Kern, Fresno, and Tulare Counties on various Routes 33, 46, 63, 119, 
216, and 223 at various locations.  Install guardrail and extend culverts.

KER 1,136 413 2,816

06 0E33010400000358 58 In Bakersfield, at various locations from east of Route 99 to east of 
Cottonwood Road.  Improve freeway maintenance worker access.

KER 405 12 1,270

06 0E34010400000359 99 In Bakersfield at various locations, from Planz Road to north of California 
Avenue.  Improve freeway maintenance worker access.

KER 517 5 1,537

06 0P84010400000363 223 Near Arvin, from Old River Road to west of Cuda Road. Install median 
rumble strips and widen outside shoulders.

KER 737 31 4,149

06 0P56010400000364 58 Near Bakersfield, from east of Gaston Street to Route 43.  Install median 
rumble strips and widen outside shoulders.

KER 680 146 2,749

06 0P30010400000357 99 Near McFarland, from south of Sherwood Avenue to south of Whisler Road.  
Widen shoulder and install rumble strip.

KER 427 14 1,692

06 0N56010400000366 58 In Tehachapi, at Tehachapi Summit Interchange.  Widen intersection.KER 487 92 970

06 0P29010400000367 155 Near Delano, at Browning Road.  Construct a roundabout.KER 1,113 1,442 2,962

7,371 SHOPP - Collision Reduction Total: 2,325 22,924

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



Kern Council of Governments KER120203 
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

SHOPP - Emergency Response

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0N38010400000331 178 Near Bakersfield at 0.6 mile east of Sidehill Viaduct and at 0.6 mile east of 
Edison Powerhouse.  Construct concrete slab structures.

KER 324 11 1,342

06 0Q58010400000365 VAR In Kern County, on Routes 5, 58, 99, and 204 at various locations.  Repair 
traffic operation systems.

KER 600 100 2,200

06 0N40110400000362 58 Near Edison, at Neumarkle Road Undercrossing (#0229L/R).  Repair 
drainage channel.

KER 45 3 581

06 0N36010400000332 5 Near Grapevine, from 0.2 mile north of Grapevine Undercrossing to 0.3 mile 
north of Route 99.  Repair damaged roadway.

KER 332 3 2,164

06 0Q97010400000369 178 Near Bakersfield, east of Route 184.  Repair roadway.KER 10 0 520

1,311 SHOPP - Emergency Response Total: 117 6,807

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120204
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

SHOPP - Mandates

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0H64010400000319 99 Kern County, on Routes 99 and 178 at Kern Avenue and Sunny Lane 
pedestrian overcrossings.  Upgrade pedestrian facilities to provide 
Americans with Disabilities Act compliance.

KER 2,367 4,862 8,969

06 0P27010400000361 43 In the cities of Shafter and Wasco, at various intersections.  Construct 
pedestrian curb ramps.

KER 571 335 1,477

2,938 SHOPP - Mandates Total: 5,197 10,446

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120205
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2012

SHOPP - Roadway Preservation

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0P14010400000351 5 Near Lost Hills, between Lerdo Avenue and Route 46.  Roadway 
rehabilitation.

KER 3,500 70 44,500

3,500 SHOPP - Roadway Preservation Total: 70 44,500

12/30/2013  2:18:47PM



CTIPS ID CO Dist EA Route Description PE

10400000377 KER 6 0Q180 58
In Tehachapi, at the Summit Overhead Bridge No. 50-343L/R.  Upgrade bridge 
rail 711

10400000378 KER 6 0Q190 58 Near Tehachapi, at Cache Creek Bridge No.50-346L/R.  Replace Bridge. 2655

4/3/2014

SHOPP - Bridge Preservation - continued
KER120201
Preliminary Engineering (in thousands)



CTIPS ID CO Dist EA Route Description PE

10400000374 KER 6 0Q620 5
Near Buttonwillow, at the northbound and southbound Buttonwillow safety 
roadside rest areas.  Upgrade water and waste water systems. 1300

10400000375 KER 6 0P900 43
Near Bakersfield, at the intersection of Routes 43 and 119.  Intersection 
improvement. 2671

PE, RW, 
CON

10400000372 KER 6 0R020 58
In Bakersfield, west of the southern junction of Routes 58/99.  Add high friction 
surface treatment and install guardrail. 542

4/3/2014

SHOPP - Collision Reduction - continued
KER120202
Preliminary Engineering (in thousands)



CTIPS ID CO Dist EA Route Description PE

10400000376 KER 6 0G851 58
In Bakersfield from 58/99 Separation to Cottonwood Road.  Rehabilitate 
roadway. 1771

10400000379 KER 6 0Q280 99
In and near Bakersfield, from Palm Street to Beardsley Canal.  Rehabilitate 
roadway. 2730

4/3/2014

SHOPP - Roadway Preservation - continued
KER120205
Preliminary Engineering (in thousands)



Grouping Category: Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)

PIN Agency
District - EA

 (if-applicable) Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

Arvin: Bear Mountain Blvd (SR 223)/Derby St; 
install traffic signals, railroad crossings, 
upgrade and install new pavement, striping and 
pavement markers  HSIP6-06-001 15/16 $163,000 $18,112 $181,112

Bakersfield: 60 intersection throughout the City 
of Bakersfield; install pedestrian countdown 
signal heads HSIP6-06-002 15/16 $171,000 $19,000 $190,000

California City: California City Blvd between 
Baron Blvd and Wonder Ave; install reflectors, 
rumble strips, and slurry seal; upgrade striping 
HSIP6-09-001 15/16 $91,400 $10,156 $101,556

Delano: Cecil Ave/Albany St; upgrade traffic 
signals; install protected left-turn phasing 
HSIP6-06-004 15/16 $72,200 $8,023 $80,223

Tehachapi: Tehachapi between Steuber Rd 
and Monolith St; install traffic signals, striping, 
and signs; construct sidewalk, gutter, curb, curb 
ramps; widen pavement HSIP6-09-002 15/16 $312,800 $34,756 $347,556

KER140601 Various
Safety 

Improvements

Grouped Projects for Safety Improvements - Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments



Grouping Category: Regional Surface Transportation Program

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

14/15 $47,443 $6,147 $53,590

15/16 $434,557 $128,141 $562,698

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost
Gosford Rd: White Ln to Ming 

Ave; reconstruction 14/15 $3,810,999 $493,756 $4,304,755
Ashe Road: Ming Ave to 

Stockdale Hwy; rehabilitation 15/16 $1,552,782 $201,180 $1,753,962
Wilson Rd: Wible Rd to S. H St; 

rehabilitation 15/16 $1,094,796 $141,843 $1,236,639
Brundage Lane: Union Ave to 

Washington Street; 
rehabilitation 15/16 $2,114,467 $273,953 $2,388,420

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

14/15 $38,922 $5,043 $43,965

15/16 $281,078 $36,418 $317,496

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Project for Pavement resurfacing and/or rehabilitation in California City

KER140403 California City
RSTP - 

California City

Hacienda Blvd from Redwood 
Blvd to approximately 1,250 ft 

south of Redwood Blvd; 
reconstruction

KER140402 Bakersfield
RSTP - 

Bakersfield

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Project for Pavement resurfacing and/or rehabilitation in Bakersfield

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Project for Pavement resurfacing and/or rehabilitation in Arvin

KER140401 Arvin  RSTP - Arvin
Varsity Ave from Comanche Dr 
to Campus Dr; reconstruction
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PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

14/15 $26,559 $3,441 $30,000

15/16 $600,321 $77,778 $678,099

14/15 $17,706 $2,294 $20,000

15/16 $298,034 $38,614 $336,648

14/15 $17,706 $2,294 $20,000

15/16 $297,674 $38,567 $336,241

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

14/15 $89,503 $11,597 $101,100

15/16 $588,497 $76,247 $664,744

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

KER140408 Shafter

RSTP Non-
capacity 

widening  - 
Shafter

Tulare Ave: SR 43 to North 
Reiker St; widening

14/15 $228,000 $49,000 $277,000

KER140409 Shafter RSTP - Shafter
Tulare Ave: SR 43 to North 
Reiker St; resurfacing and 

reconstruction 15/16 $182,000 $23,581 $205,581

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Project for Pavement resurfacing and/or rehabilitation in Shafter

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Project for Pavement resurfacing and/or rehabilitation in Ridgecrest

KER140407 Ridgecrest
RSTP - 

Ridgecrest

S. China Lake Blvd: Bowman 
Rd to College Heights Blvd; 

resurfacing

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Project for Pavement resurfacing and/or rehabilitation in Delano

KER140404 Delano RSTP - Delano

High St: 1st Ave to Woollomes 
Ave; resurfacing, reconstruction 

or rehabilitation

Ellington St: Cecil Ave to 11th 
Ave; resurfacing, reconstruction 

or rehabilitation

Fremont St: Cecil Ave to 11th 
Ave; resurfacing, reconstruction 

or rehabilitation
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PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

14/15 $17,230 $2,593 $19,823

15/16 $198,770 $25,754 $224,524

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

14/15 $20,890 $3,110 $24,000

15/16 $315,110 $40,827 $355,937

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/ 
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

14/15 $46,588 $6,037 $52,625

15/16 $567,412 $73,516 $640,928

Grouped Project for Pavement resurfacing and/or rehabilitation in Wasco

KER140413 Wasco RSTP - Wasco

7th St: Strawberry Dr to Central 
Ave and Central Ave: 7th St to 
+/-150 ft South of Bettis Ave; 

reconstruction

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Project for Pavement resurfacing and/or rehabilitation in Tehachapi

KER140412 Tehachapi
RSTP - 

Tehachapi
Tehachapi Blvd: Mill St to Curry 

St; rehabilitation

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Project for Pavement resurfacing and/or rehabilitation in Taft

KER140411 Taft RSTP - Taft
Church St: Pilgrim St to Lassen 

Ave; rehabilitation
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PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

Old River Rd: SR 166 to I-5; 
reconstruction and resurfacing 14/15 $3,873,000 $502,000 $4,375,000

14/15 $2,006,762 $260,000 $2,266,762

15/16 $1,466,238 $642,000 $2,108,238
Old River Rd: I-5 to SR 119; 

reconstruction and resurfacing

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Project for Pavement resurfacing and/or rehabilitation in Kern County

KER140405 Kern Co
RSTP - County 

of Kern
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Grouping Category: Congestion Mitigation Air Quality

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost
Harris Rd at Mountain Vista Dr; signal & Harris Rd: Mountain 
Vista Dr to Buena Vista Rd; synchronization 14/15 $301,000 $39,000 $340,000
Snow Rd at Jewetta  Ave; signal & Jewetta Ave: Snow Rd to 
Olive Dr; interconnect 15/16 $223,538 $28,962 $252,500
Snow Rd at Norris Rd; signal & Snow Rd: Norris Rd to Calloway 
Dr; interconnect & Calloway Dr: Snow Rd to Norris Rd; 
interconnect 15/16 $298,169 $38,631 $336,800

Stockdale Hwy: Allen Rd to Coffee Rd; signal coordination 15/16 $448,847 $58,153 $507,000

Panama Ln: Ashe Rd to Gosford Rd; surface unpaved shoulders 16/17 $322,249 $41,751 $364,000
Panama Ln: Gosford Rd to Old River Rd; surface unpaved 
shoulders 16/17 $509,047 $65,953 $575,000

KER140519 Bakersfield
Bicycle and 
Pedestrian 
Facilities

Stockdale Hwy, Haggin Oaks, Panama Ln, Snow Rd; class II 
bike lanes & S. King St, Pacific St, Garnsey Ave, Marella Way 
Dr, Montclair St, Mira Loma Dr, Garnsey Ln, Real Rd, Palm St, 
4th St; class III bike route 16/17 $92,956 $12,044 $105,000

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/ Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost
Woollomes Ave: Dover Pkw to Albany St; shoulder 
improvements

16/17 $383,996 $49,751 $433,747

Ellington St: Cecil Ave to 9th Ave & Garces Hwy to 1st Ave; 
shoulder improvements

16/17 $362,820 $47,008 $409,828

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost
06-
12000191L-N

CML-
5950(344)

Highline Rd: Tehachapi Willow Springs Rd to Dennison Road; 
surface unpaved shoulders prior year $354,120 $45,880 $400,000

CML-
5950(360)

Bear Valley Rd: Cummings Valley Rd to Brown Ln; surface 
unpaved shoulders 12/13 $240,000 $60,000 $300,000

06-
13000110L-N

CML-
5950(361)

Cummings Valley Rd: Bailey Rd to SR 202; surface unpaved 
shoulders 12/13 $300,000 $75,000 $375,000

06-
12000191L-N

CML-
5950(344)

Highline Rd: Banducci Rd to Adalante St; surface unpaved 
shoulders 12/13 $132,343 $26,226 $158,569
Midway Rd; SR 33 and SR 119 (environmental only); surface 
unpaved shoulders 13/14 $0 $0 $0
Redrock-Randsburg Rd: SR 14 to Garlock Rd; surface unpaved 
shoulders 13/14 $1,935,036 $250,705 $2,185,741

KER140518 Bakersfield
Shoulder 

Improvements

Grouped Projects for Signalization, Shoulder Improvements, and Bicycle/Pedestrian Facilities in Bakersfield

KER140507 Bakersfield
Safety 

Improvements

Grouped Projects for Signalization and Shoulder Improvements in Kern County

Grouped Projects for Shoulder Improvements in Delano

KER120518 Kern Co
Shoulder 

Improvements

KER140521 Delano
Shoulder 

Improvements
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continued

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

In Bakersfield: Snow Rd at Coffee Rd; traffic signal 14/15 $200,000 $50,000 $250,000

In Bakersfield: Snow Rd at Calloway Rd; traffic signal 14/15 $280,000 $70,000 $350,000

In Bakersfield: Fruitvale at Meany; traffic signal 15/16 $200,000 $50,000 $250,000

In Bakersfield: Cottonwood Rd at Feliz Dr; traffic signal 15/16 $200,000 $50,000 $250,000

In Bakersfield: Merle Haggard Dr at McCray St; traffic signal 15/16 $200,000 $50,000 $250,000

In Bakersfield: Cottonwood Rd at Belle Terrace; traffic signal 15/16 $200,000 $50,000 $250,000

In Bakersfield: Flower St at Virginia St; traffic signal 15/16 $200,000 $50,000 $250,000
South of Bakersfield: Buena Vista Blvd from Union Ave to SR 
184; surface unpaved shoulders 14/15 $1,018,095 $231,905 $1,250,000
In Delano: Garces Hwy from SR 43 to Melcher Rd; surface 
unpaved shoulders 14/15 $814,476 $185,524 $1,000,000
West of Wasco: Rowlee Road from Lerdo Hwy to SR 46; surface 
unpaved shoulders 14/15 $1,404,971 $320,029 $1,725,000
In Bakersfield: Heath Rd from Johnson Rd to Rosedale Hwy; 
surface unpaved shoulders 14/15 $305,428 $69,572 $375,000
Northwest of Bakersfield: Renfro Rd from Johnson Rd to 
Rosedale Hwy; surface unpaved shoulders 14/15 $301,485 $73,515 $375,000
Near California City: California City Blvd from SR 58 to City 
Limits; surface unpaved shoulders 14/15 $1,445,694 $329,306 $1,775,000
Near Tehachapi: Banducci Rd from Pelliser Rd to Bear Valley 
Rd; surface unpaved shoulder 14/15 $320,000 $80,000 $400,000
Southwest of Bakersfield: Old River Rd from SR 166 to I-5; 
surface unpaved shoulders 15/16 $1,547,500 $352,500 $1,900,000
Near Arvin: Sycamore Rd from Vineland Rd to Comanche Dr; 
surface unpaved shoulders 15/16 $600,000 $150,000 $750,000
In Kern County: Pond Road from SR 43 to SR 99; surface 
unpaved shoulders 15/16 $1,051,527 $248,473 $1,300,000

KER140509 Kern Co
Shoulder 

Improvements

Grouped Projects for Signalization and Shoulder Improvements in Kern County

KER140506 Kern Co
Intersection 
Signalization
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Grouping Category:  Transit Program

PIN Agency

District - EA
 (if-

applicable) Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/ 
Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost
Arvin 13/14 $78,637 $595,000 $673,637

California City 13/14 $51,777 $300,065 $351,842
McFarland 13/14 $49,495 $165,800 $215,295
Ridgecrest 13/14 $111,643 $1,159,159 $1,270,802

Shafter 13/14 $67,050 $331,921 $398,971
Taft 13/14 $35,450 $1,085,019 $1,120,469

Tehachapi 13/14 $52,303 $145,740 $198,043
Wasco 13/14 $101,408 $250,829 $352,237

Kern County 13/14 $1,207,846 $8,003,015 $9,210,861

KER140803
Operating 

Assistance FTA 
5311

Operating Assistance

Detailed Project Listings
Grouped Project for Operating Assistance to Transit Agencies
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ATTACHMENT 3 
 

Draft Kern Public Notice 
 
 
 



 
  

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Kern Council of Governments will hold a public hearing at 6:30 P.M. April 
17, 2014 at Kern COG’s office, 1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, CA 93301 regarding Draft 
Amendment No. 14 to the 2013 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP).  The hearing is being 
held to receive public comments. 
  

 The 2013 FTIP is a listing of capital improvement and operational expenditures utilizing federal and 
state monies for transportation projects in Kern County through 2016.   

 The State Department of Transportation provided new projects lists for state administered programs. 
 There are new Regional Surface Transportation Program and Congestion Mitigation Air Quality 

Program projects as well as possible revisions to existing projects. 
 There are new Transit Program projects and revisions to an existing project. 
 The Draft 2013 FTIP Amendment No. 14 contains a project list, summary of changes, financial plan, 

and grouped project listing. 
  

This public notice also satisfies the program of projects (POP) requirements of the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) Urbanized Area Formula Program, Section 5307. If no comments are received on the 
proposed POP, the proposed transit program (funded with FTA 5307 dollars) will be the final program. 
 
Individuals with disabilities may call Kern COG at 661/861-2191 (or TTY: 661/832-7433, or TDD: 800/874-
9436) with 3-working-day advance notice to request auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public 
hearing. Translation services are available (with 3-working-day advance notice) to participate speaking any 
language with available professional translation services. 
 
A 14-day public review and comment period will begin April 4, 2014 and conclude April 18, 2014.  The draft 
document is available for review at Kern COG’s office and on Kern COG’s website at www.kerncog.org . 
 
Public comments are welcomed at the hearing, or may be submitted in writing by 5 P.M. April 18, 2014 to 
Ahron Hakimi at the address below. 
 
After considering the comments, the documents will be considered for approval, by Kern COG Executive 
Director, April 21, 2014.  The documents will then be submitted to state and federal agencies for approval. 
 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
(661) 861-2191 
 



 
 

 
 

KERN COG 
Public Workshop 

 
 
 
 

OVERALL WORK PROGRAM 
 
 
 

   Program priorities 
 
 

   Transportation planning process 
 
 

   Member services 
 

  
 

Thursday, May 15, 2014 
6:00-6:20 PM 

 
Kern Council of Governments 

1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield California 
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AGENDA 
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                                                      THURSDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                           MAY 15, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                                 6:30 P.M. 
WEB SITE: www.kerncog.org                  
 
6:00 P.M.  KERN COG WORKSHOP:  OVERALL WORK PROGRAM    
 
DISCLAIMER:  This agenda includes the proposed actions and activities, with respect to each agenda item, as 
of the date of posting.  As such, it does not preclude the Committee from taking other actions on items on the 
agenda, which are different or in addition to those recommended. 
   
I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:    
 
II. ROLL CALL: Flores, Hanson, Wood, Aguirre, Wilke, Cantu, Holloway, Johnston, Linder, Smith, 

Wegman, Couch, Scrivner, Kiernan, Miller, Silver 
 
III. PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members may 
respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask a question for clarification, 
make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 
meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES, WITH THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIR 
TO EXTEND THE TIME LIMIT AS DEEMED APPROPRIATE FOR CONDUCTING THE MEETING. 
PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 
PRESENTATION.  

 
 Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the 

Transportation Planning Policy Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street Suite 300; 
Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 861-2191.  Every effort will be made to reasonably 
accommodate individuals with disabilities by making meeting materials available in alternative formats. 
Requests for assistance should be made at least three (3) working days in advance whenever possible. 

 
IV. CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT: All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 
no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion 
is desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the 
listed sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning 
the item before action is taken.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 
A. Approval of Minutes – April 17, 2014  

 
B. Response to Public Comments (None) 

 
C. Authorization to Award Contract – 2012 Kern On-Call Transportation Model Support 

(Flickinger) 
 

Comment: A proposed contract amendment with DKS Associates has been negotiated to 
extend the timeframe for Kern On-Call Transportation Model Support at current budget levels. 
This item has been reviewed by County Counsel. 
 
Action: Approve the DKS Associates contract amendment and authorize Chair to sign.  VOICE 
VOTE. 
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D. Program Supplement – Regional Traffic Count Program (Flickinger) 
 

Comment: Pursuant to Kern COG policy, the Council shall review and approve grant-funding 
agreements.  Caltrans has included $79,677 Regional Surface Transportation Program funding 
(with $109,067 local match) in its FY 2014/15 budget to fund the agency’s Regional Traffic 
Count Program. 
 
Action: Approve Program Supplement and authorize Chair to sign Agreement and Resolution 
No. 14-13.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

E. KCOG – Active Transportation Program – Regional Actions (Smith) 
 

Comment: Caltrans initiated its Active Transportation Program (ATP) Call for Projects on March 
21, 2014 and applications are due to Caltrans by May 21, 2014. Once the state has reviewed, 
ranked and chosen projects to fund using statewide discretional ATP revenue, regional 
agencies will select additional projects from the same state-submitted applications using 
regional-share ATP programming capacity. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
has reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Information. 
 

F. Call for Projects: Transportation Development Act – Article 3 Program Due July 15, 2014 
(Smith) 

 
Comment: The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity of the state-designated 
Regional Transportation Planning Agency, administers funding for the Transportation 
Development Act Article 3 Program (Article 3).  Article 3 funds are used to pay for bicycle and 
pedestrian safety programs, bicycle parking facilities, bicycles travel facilities and pedestrian 
facilities.  Approximately $727,589 is available for distribution, with $357,558 obligated from 
previous funding cycles. $370,031 is available for new proposals. The Transportation Technical 
Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Information. 
 

G. Project Accountability Team Report (Pacheco) 
 

 Comment: Routine report on the monthly project status meeting held to discuss project 
implementation issues and to develop solutions for CMAQ, RSTP, TE, Transit, and TDA Article 
3 projects. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

H. Resolution No. 14-14 of support for Kern COG’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) 
planning grant application and its member agencies’ ATP infrastructure and non-
infrastructure grant applications (Smith) 

 
Comment: Caltrans initiated the Active Transportation Program (ATP) Call for Projects on 
March 21, 2014 and applications are due to Caltrans by May 21, 2014. Once the state has 
reviewed, ranked and chosen projects to fund using statewide discretional ATP revenue, 
regional agencies will select additional projects from the same state-submitted applications 
using regional-share ATP programming capacity. 

 
Action: Adopt Resolution No. 14-14 supporting Kern COG’s ATP Planning grant applications 
and member agencies’ ATP grant applications county wide.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
 

*** END CONSENT CALENDAR - ROLL CALL VOTE *** 
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V.    KCOG PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY AND PROCEDURES UPDATE FOR THE ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (Stramaglia) 
  

Comment: The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of transportation, 
such as biking and walking. Chapter 6 of the Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and Procedures requires an 
update to include the California Transportation Commission approved policy.  The Transportation Technical 
Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
  
Approve the KCOG Project Delivery Policy and Procedures Update for the Active Transportation Program. 
VOICE VOTE. 
 

VI. 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program, 2014 Regional Transportation Plan, Draft 
Environmental Impact Report, Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan, Air Quality Conformity 
Analysis Comment Period (Ball) 

 
Comment: The 55 day public review period for long and near term federal transportation documents began 
March 12, 2014 and ended at 5 P.M. May 6, 2014.  The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has 
reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Information. 

 
VII. BOARD MEMBER’S MEETING REPORTS: (None) 

 
VIII.     CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress)  
 
IX.       EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  (Report on Projects and Programs in Progress) 

 
X. MEMBER STATEMENTS: On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a 

brief report on their own activities.  In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for 
clarification on any matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request 
staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any 
member thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. 

 
XI. ADJOURNMENT 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 
 Minutes of Meeting of April 17, 2014 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM APRIL 17, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 6:30 P.M. 
                                                                                                                                                                              
The meeting was called to order by Chair Harold Hanson at approximately 6:30 p.m. 
 
    I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 
 
   II. ROLL CALL: 

Members Present: Hanson, Wood, Pascual, Wilke, Holloway, Johnston, Smith, Wegman, Scrivner, 
Miller, Silver 
Members Absent: Flores, Cantu, Linder, Couch, Fox  
Alternates: Gurrola 

 Others:  40 
Staff:  Hakimi, Ball, Pacheco, Snoddy, Invina, Napier, Popek, Heimer, Palomo and Brown 
 
Chair stated if you are here to speak regarding the documents out for public review, please do so under 
item V. A list is circulating for speakers, please sign in and provide us with an email and we will email you 
the written response of all comments received during the public review period. In addition, we have a 
Spanish language translator prepared to interpret tonight’s full meeting and head set equipment for those 
who wish to listen in Spanish. He reminded everyone to keep your comments to two minutes or less. 
 

III.   PUBLIC COMMENTS:  This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 
any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members   may 
respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask a question for clarification; make 
a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 
meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND 
ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.  

 
  Lieutenant Greg Gonzalez with the Kern County Sheriff’s Office gave a monthly report on the litter 

enforcement and trash contract. On average our workers are doing about 64 to 80 hours every two 
weeks picking up trash. A total of 137 miles to date of Kern highways have been cleaned and picked up 
with trash. On our enforcement contract we have had an impressive impact on the community. Last week 
we had citizens calling us from East Kern telling us about side roads that people were using to haul their 
untarped loads, we are going to saturate that area with extra patrols. From March 20th to April 14th we 
issued 18 citations. We have collected $14,000 in fines to date. So far we have logged over 161 hours of 
enforcement time.  

 
  Mr. Zac Griffin with Zero Vision Kern said tonight you will hear tons of reasons why we should increase 

biking and walking and other multi-modal transportation. In your folders, you will see he included a Zero 
Vision Program that focuses on youth education. It is a program we feel that can be an addendum to a lot 
of the AP grant work that you are looking at. Last Friday we worked with Bike Bakersfield and CHP in 
doing a great work at Ramon Garza and Sierra middle schools, 15-20 helmets were given out, and 1600 
youth were engaged through three assemblies. It’s programs like this that we hope to continue to do to 
bring home the much needed education on safe and livable streets.  

 
  Mr. Bob Bell, Chairman of the newly formed Downtown Bakersfield Development Corp. stated we have 

formed this new agency, its purpose is new development, or more specifically infill in regards to 
downtown. We would love to have Kern COG be a part of our collaborative. We have an amazing Board 
of Directors and the purpose is to get the community involved in opportunities, to not persuade the city or 
the County, but to be involved. Infill is a huge issue, the way to develop our downtown.  
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  The community has an opportunity through 501C3 to be a part of a steering of any kind of project they 

want to be a part of. They can come to us, work through us, look for grant or private money, we can 
accommodate them. We recently spoke to the Development Committee of the City Council, we hope 
they will be working diligently with us in getting a lot of projects started. Where they can’t move, we might 
be able to. We think it is an amazing idea, and with your involvement we are very hopeful that we will get 
things done that couldn’t get done before. He’s hopeful that in these next weeks we will see amazing 
involvement and look forward to hearing from you. 

 
  Ms. Carol Bender wanted to ask the Board why Kern COG is choosing to not be an active member on 

the San Joaquin Joint Powers Authority (SJJPA), originally Kern along with some of the south Valley 
counties opposed AB 1779, a bill that enabled regional government agencies to form the SJJPA to take 
over the administration and management of the existing San Joaquin rail service. Since its formation, 
Fresno, Kings, Madera, Merced, and Tulare counties have joined Contra Costa, Alameda, and 
Sacramento counties and the San Joaquin Regional Transit Rail Commission. Since the SJJPA is 
involved in Amtrak, future High Speed Rail issue determinations it makes more sense to have a seat at 
the table than to be briefed or updated of their actions. In the past, there was concern in joining the 
SJJPA would leave the county vulnerable somehow financially. After speaking with Dan Leavitt of the 
San Joaquin Regional Rail Authority and the City of Bakersfield’s General Counsel Ms. Gennaro on this 
issue that fear has proven unwarranted. Additionally per Mr. Leavitt, the SJJPA is fighting hard to keep 
our current Amtrak group intact where it is and is opposed to using the initial construction segment for 
the high speed rail project should it be built for an interim track. This is critical as the California High 
Speed Rail Authority is now looking at their 2014 business plan and the Fresno/Bakersfield final EIR is 
just about ready to be released. She urges Kern COG to take action and join the SJJPA so that Kern 
County can be actively involved in our future. 

   
  IV.  CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:  All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 
no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion is 
desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the listed 
sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning the 
item before action is taken. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
  A. Approval of Minutes – March 20, 2014  

     B. Response to Public Comments (None) 
   C. FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Ridgecrest for $694,610 

     D.     FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Wasco for $164,647 
E. FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Road Claim – City of Ridgecrest for $500,000 
F. FY 2013-14 TDA Streets and Road Claim – City of Wasco for $1,156,396 
G. FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – Golden Empire Transit District for $17,434,834 
H, FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Apportionment Estimate 
I. CDM Smith Metropolitan Bakersfield Transit Centers Study Contract 
J. Caltrans Active Transportation Program Call for Projects 
K. Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and Procedures Update for Active Transportation Program 
L. Project Accountability Team Report 
M. Progress Report: Projects of Regional Significance – April 2014 

 
 *** END CONSENT CALENDAR*** 
 
MOTION BY DIRECTOR SMITH, second by Director Wood, TO APPROVE THE CONSENT 
CALENDAR. Motion carried with a roll call vote. 
 
 
 
 



 
 3 

 
 
 
 

V. DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS 
ALLOCATION PLAN (RHNA) AND DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT 2015 
FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR 
QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS PUBLIC HEARING 
 
Mr. Ball stated that this item is a public hearing, he will ask the Chair to open the public hearing shortly. 
The order of the participants that would like to testify will be called, several at a time, by Becky Napier of 
our staff. We do have some people that are waiting downstairs in the overflow room on the first floor, 
when you hear your name, please come upstairs and be ready to speak. Remember that, as the Chair 
mentioned, comments will be limited to two minutes. This public review period and public hearing are on 
the Draft 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), the Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan 
and the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR), the Draft 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program (FTIP) and the corresponding Draft Air Quality Conformity Analysis. These documents are out 
for a concurrent public review period. Many of these documents are being extended in the public review 
so that the public has time to review and comment on all the documents at the same time. So we are 
providing extra time on many of these documents beyond the amount of time required for public review. 
The 2015 FTIP is a near-term list of transportation projects while the 2014 RTP is the long-term blue-
print of our transportation projects. The Draft EIR contains a summary of alternatives that look at various 
alternatives in the long-range plan, but also looks at the impact of the near-term projects as well. The 
RTP includes the RHNA and provides the housing share for each jurisdiction in the Kern region over the 
next nine years as an appendix to that document. Also included in this public review is the Air Quality 
Conformity Analysis which demonstrates the near and long term list will not delay the region’s efforts to 
improve our air. The summary of public comments will be incorporated into the final documentation as 
appropriate. Final consideration of all of these documents are scheduled for June 19, 2014 and we will 
need your written comments by May 6, 2014, which is the end of the 55-day public review period that 
started on March 12th. In your staff report there is a list of upcoming dates. He then asked the Chair if he 
would open the public hearing.  
 
Chair reminded everyone that they have two minutes and if you have further comments to please present 
them to us in writing and also a reminder that Board members will not respond to comments tonight, 
however all comments will be reported and responses included in writing for the final EIR will be 
considered for adoption in June.  
 
Chair opened the public hearing. Ms. Napier called Bob Bell, Lorraine Unger, Ted James, Ella Wise and 
Gabriela Castro. Please come up in that order. 
 
Mr. Bob Bell did not speak again. 
 
Ms. Lorraine Unger said you have seen my husband here before and you will not see him again. She 
stated that this Plan is amazing, a tremendous amount of work has gone into in from the COG 
employees. What has caught her eye is the Housing Element, she looked at some of the figures of what 
we need for the next nine years, a tremendous amount of growth is projected for many of our eleven 
incorporated communities in Kern. She was most surprised by how much housing we need above 
average. When she thinks above average, she thinks of 3, 6, 10 acres. 40 acre parcels out in the west 
side of Bakersfield in Rosamond. Do we really need that? When it comes down to the planning stages of 
our individual communities, that’s where we need to look at that. One word is not in many of our 
vocabularies and that is cluster housing, we accept developments to our boards, our commissions, that 
permit one house on a large parcel. You should be really looking at that, most of you are elected 
members, you have planners in your community that are working with developers and they try to tailor 
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things so that they meet all of the legislation rules, SB 395 and AB 32, but you are going to put the 
rubberstamp on whatever that development is when it comes to your Board if you have the final say or 
the final vote. Whether you are on the Kern County Planning Commission or the City’s, each of you come 
from a different community, so look at that very closely. Another thing we must really think about is open 
spaces, are we going to be a county that has no open spaces? There are preserves that have been set 
aside by various organizations here in town, you will more than likely hear someone talk about them 
tonight. Open spaces are not just spaces that nobody else wants, they are spaces that we use for 
recreation and that should be really considered in each one of your communities. One of the things that 
she doesn’t like that is adverse to open spaces is walled cities that is a personal dislike. We build walls 
and developers come forward and say this is what the community wants, well is it really what we want 
when we see our teenagers walking around them for miles to get to the bus. There are buses that don’t 
go into the developments often because they can’t turn around, fire trucks, etc. as well. Please take all 
these things into consideration and thank you for this opportunity. 
 
Mr. Ted James said tonight he is a consultant representing Tejon Ranch and he will get right away to the 
meat of his comments regarding the draft EIR. We are very appreciative of all the effort that went into the 
development of the preferred plan. His focus is on the draft EIR, specifically the mitigation measures that 
were developed, basically the mitigation measures encourage Kern COG to recommend to cities, 
counties and water districts that they implement various mitigation measures that are in that EIR and 
these mitigation measures deal with air quality standards, night lighting, agricultural resources and a 
variety of water and other measures as well. Our concern is that these mitigation measures not be 
duplicative or contrary to local programs that cities and counties have adopted. For instance, there is one 
mitigation measure that talks about night sky issues, if a city or county has adopted night sky provisions, 
than the mitigation in the COG document should recognize those types of mitigation measures. The 
other thing he wants to focus on is the draft EIR alternative analysis, basically there were two alternatives 
that were submitted. Alternative four - 33% housing mix, which is 33% of new housing would be high 
density and what is termed predominant urban areas and then alternative five which is 100% infill 
alternative, where all new housing would be accommodated as either medium or high density and it 
would again be in these urban areas. Those two alternatives are not in character with how this Kern 
County region has developed. The draft EIR does indicate that there would be congestion as a result of 
this plan and public infrastructure may not have the capacity to provide the water, the roads, the sewer, 
the water treatment facilities to address this type of intensive development in existing urban areas. The 
draft EIR also assumes that dense residential patterns would decrease VMT, that assumption means 
that jobs will be available in these downtown urban areas as well and he thinks that some of these 
conclusions should be closely looked at because they may not be realistic. Finally, he wanted to 
emphasize the issue of toxic air contaminants is a concern in a more compact dense situation in terms of 
health issues and that needs to be looked at as well in the process. Our recommendation is basically that 
the draft EIR alternatives must be looked at closely, the mitigation measures must be looked at and 
some revisions made. We will be working with Kern COG staff in submitting comments on those and 
certainly the preferred RTP SCS is the appropriate planning tool, it does impose new requirements for 
infill and use of bikes and other provisions and that should be considered for approval. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Ella Wise from the Natural Resources Defense Council thanked the Board for their attention and 
time and said they proudly support the 30% growth alternative. She wants to go down the best case 
scenario. The draft RTP explicitly states that Kern COG is meeting the statewide mandate to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions by assuming a higher fuel cost in the future. With that higher fuel cost people 
will drive less and there will be less emissions. Great, right? Kern COG is right and people drive less. 
She’s not so sure, she’s very concerned by what that assumption will leave for the Kern residents. She 
can see that 1) they will drive less, compromising their quality of life, not being able to get their kids to 
soccer practice, etc. because of the high fuel costs. 2) they will drive just as much and bear the burden of 
high transportation costs, or 3) they will regret that they don’t live in a place where it is easier to get 
where you need to go without a car and they will regret that their government left them in this lurch, but  
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Kern COG doesn’t need to do that. With more vibrant mixed use communities and higher quality transit 
services, Kern residents can have a choice. Those things are not just about emission reductions, they 
are about freedom, living where you want to live and getting to where you want to go however you want to 
do that. So the Kern RTP starts down this path and she applauds that, but by the most optimistic reading 
of the draft RTP, only a third of Kern residents would live in high quality transit areas. So only a third of 
residents in 20 years would have a choice of how they’re going to get to where they need to go, and they 
will have a choice of not facing high transportation costs. By expanding transit priority areas and transit 
ready areas to communities throughout the county, allowing more development into these areas and 
emphasizing transit over new roads, the SCS could give real transportation choices to more Kern 
residents while cutting household transportation costs across the county instead of leaving residents in a 
costly lurch. Thank you for your time. 
 
Ms. Gabriela Castro with the American Lung Association said that the health community is very vested in 
the RTP because it has a very positive relationship between planning and health. There is an opinion 
editorial published today in the Bakersfield Californian by Dr. Alfred Anders who is the President of the 
Kern County Medical Society and he is a volunteer physician for the American Lung Association. In the 
article he asked do we want new growth to revitalize our existing communities and provide residents with 
healthier transportation choices and cleaner air or do we want more or the same unhealthy sprawl that 
makes people have to drive everywhere. First of all, Kern residents need alternatives to driving in order to 
achieve healthier air. Kern has some of the most polluted air in the United States caused largely from 
transportation emissions. According to the American Lung Association’s 2013 State of the Air Report, 
Bakersfield ranks as the number one city in America in particulate pollution and third in the most ozone 
polluted areas in the nation. Transportation planning and transportation choices or lack of them that 
residents make have an impact on all of our health. Next the SCS needs to focus more on strategies that 
reduce driving and traffic pollutants, we need to focus more on large home lots far from job centers and 
other daily necessities that require more vehicle trips and longer drives. The American Lung 
Association’s recent public health cross roads report found that Kern residents can avoid $140 million in 
respiratory health impacted annually by 2035 if our communities grow more in line with infill focus 
alternatives. That includes 250 loss work days, 4,800 asthma attacks and respiratory illnesses reduced 
through less traffic pollution. Most importantly, the 33% infill alternatives offered in the EIR would do 
more to help reduce our status as the most polluted in America and help boost healthier transportation 
choices especially if more investments are made in existing neighborhoods. The Plan should expand its 
focus beyond Bakersfield and look for ways to invest more in our existing communities rather than 
diverting resources into greenfield developments that increase the need to drive. Infill opportunities and 
investments in bicycling, sidewalks and transit service in the immediate stages of the Plan will help 
reverse higher than average chronic disease burdens in Kern County which are higher than statewide 
averages. Finally, SB 375 was designed to reduce greenhouse gas emissions through changes in land 
use and transportation, the Plan currently achieves the state’s targets with factors like gas prices or 
recessions that are out of control of the COG and local governments. More focus on investments in 
existing communities could provide a greater level of coordination between land use and transportation 
investments. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Napier said the next group is Carol Bender, Donna Carpenter, Valerie Gorospe, Curt Johansen and 
Amber Beeson. 
 
Ms. Carol Bender said that in general she is in favor of the infill policy and mutli-modal transit choices 
that we currently don’t have. Of utmost concern upon reading the RTP and EIR is that the metropolitan 
general plan has not been updated. It has been years now since we were all going to get together and 
have this joint session with city and county and it hasn’t happen. Tehachapi has theirs together, but 
Bakersfield can’t get it together. While the economy was dipping and building and development was at a 
standstill it didn’t seem to be so alarming, but now that we are in the recovery mode, developers are 
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anxious to build, rezone, and change existing land uses and we are seeing a surge of high density 
residential development on the outskirts and peripheral of town in the unincorporated areas of the county. 
We should be seeing these developments in the metro areas, closer to the urban core, yet we’re seeing 
places that were zoned for this being rezoned for commercial and business and we are throwing all these 
high developments out where there is no infrastructure, no transit opportunities and she has a serious 
problem with that. Then rubberstamping residential projects far west of Allen Road in the northwest 
requires zone changes and general plan amendments that seem to be too easy to attain leaves Kern 
County vulnerable to hopscotch development and sprawl that mostly benefits the developers. Since there 
has been no metro general plan update and the city continues to expand its borders into unincorporated 
Rosedale areas, the city planning department has taken a stance that it doesn’t have to pay attention to 
the western Rosedale general plan, that’s pretty much obsolete yet we’re not producing anything better. 
Thus we see high density development being rubberstamped and butting half acre homes. Little effort for 
phasing in different types of densities, if the developer wants to build it and it will generate tax revenues 
thumbs up and what’s concerning is that we don’t have any transit out there. The GET bus comes out to 
the corner of Allen and Rosedale and that’s the end of the circuit, yet we’re building far out to Enos Lane 
and there’s no bus, there’s no light rail, there’s nothing out there except bike trails, which she’s all for. At 
looking at the other pieces of the EIR, the one thing she wanted to pick out to draw your attention to is 
the noise zone in the city, county and metro area. She believes that these need to be outlined better, they 
need to be more in sync with clear parameters. Currently there is very little if any regulation over 
construction noise levels and with adding rail lines and potentially high speed rail expanding our west 
beltways, this is going to become an issue. We need to come up to date and we need to look at our 
outlining areas, the decibel level, the high levels that we have allowed for these sensitive areas far 
exceed other locations and having absolutely no parameters on construction noise until 9:00 at night, 
when they are talking about putting high speed rail 12 miles elevated 60 feet in the air. I think we need to 
start looking at it asap. In conclusion, we have some serious issues here and they have been serious for 
a long time and she would really like to see a general metro plan happen. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Donna Carpenter representing the Home Builders Association of Kern County said we are in the 
process of reviewing the EIR, and the RTP and the SCS. None of the alternatives are business as usual 
for homebuilders. As you all know, home building is market based, we have to build what consumers 
want and what they want to buy. We are very concerned about the two infills, the 33% and the 100% and 
the reason is they don’t comply with the existing general plans. SB 375 does not require amendments of 
the general plans for home building. We are concerned about the existing infrastructure was not built for 
high density, for infill. We are also concerned about where the jobs are and Kern County is a resource 
based economy, our jobs are ag, oil, mining, aerospace, distribution centers, our jobs are not downtown, 
our jobs are out. The market does not seem to us at least what our home builders are telling us, is 
people don’t want that. We also feel that the infill solutions will increase the vehicle miles travelled 
because that is not where our jobs are. We hope that you will consider that as you are reviewing this, we 
will be submitting comments in writing and we appreciate your time. 
 
Ms. Valerie Gorospe, Community Organizer for the Center on Race, Poverty and the Environment said 
she will be speaking on behalf of all the communities that we work with. We help organize and mobilize 
residents to various KCOG meetings and workshops and throughout each workshop we advocated for 
local streets and roads to be fixed first, more money for walking and biking, improved public transit and 
affordable housing and a greater balance of jobs and housing in areas outside of metro Bakersfield. Mr. 
Ball committed to creating a grant program that would allow disadvantaged cities and communities to 
draw money for both planning and construction for smart growth efforts, but it is not in the policy action 
financial element of the Plan, this should be included. Lastly, Kern COG should prioritize funding towards 
existing communities, improving and growing them and not provide money and funds for services to “new 
towns” or communities outside of existing residential areas. Thank you. 
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Ms. Amber Beeson thanked the Board for allowing her to speak tonight. She is the Executive Director of 
the Giving Tree Project and also the Chairwoman for the Kindergarten Association for Keep Bakersfield 
Beautiful and also the Program Manager for Kern Green, which is a local non-profit focusing on 
sustainable ability and also the Vice-Chair for the Community Working Group for the Call to Action Team 
with the Department of Public Health. She has had the privilege over the last few years of working in 
many different neighborhoods within Kern County, specifically Bakersfield, most of these are low income 
and underprivileged neighborhoods. She would like to speak not only as an environmentalist and a 
community activist but most importantly as a landscape architect and horticulturist. The things that she 
has found with all the different demographic numbers that we have found and researched over the years 
is that we actually not only have the worst air here but we have the highest rate of poverty in the United 
States. These are communities that are completely overlooked in most of our development and planning, 
these are members of the community who do not have transportation, meaning they have no vehicle. 
They also do not have the resources to be able to transport themselves to the local grocery store. In fact 
one of the numbers that is very staggering is that we have a 6 to 1 ratio of fresh food access to fast food 
restaurants and convenience stores which means that we are also the highest demographic of fast food 
restaurants in the nation. We are considered the test market for that. Working closely with the Mayor, we 
do a lot of litter pickup and about 70% of the garbage that is on our freeways come from fast food 
restaurants. This is the type of development that she has seen being a Kern County native, she was born 
here, a fourth generation farming family. Her family was one of the oldest families out in the Rosedale 
area and her father lives off of Wegis in Rosedale, so she has watched the development of these walled 
communities and many of these things that have gone on in the last 20 years, all that she can say is that 
it is leading us to an internal collapse. While all of you are looking at those developers who have put lots 
of money into our community, which ironically is also self-serving because it benefits their business, it 
does not benefit the preexisting communities that have been here and have been overlooked for many 
years. Her business is here to build gardens, she builds community gardens which help to feed the public 
and it not only brings communities together but develops a community of health and consciousness and 
walled cities do not provide the kind of community that a preexisting neighborhood does. We have many 
areas that are completely underdeveloped and neglected and she recommends that you consider infill as 
a potential. Also with our draught, please consider things such as zero scaping and various things that 
are conducive to our desert climate as we have farmers that we need to care for that primarily need our 
water a lot more than our lawns. At a recent meeting, we were looking at a fact that 70% of our water 
usage is going towards our lawns, and she prefers food over grass. She really appreciates the 
opportunity to speak to you and coming from being born here but also living in many urban areas such as 
San Francisco and Seattle, she highly recommends the consideration of public transportation and 
walkability as a priority for Kern County. Thank you. 
 
Mr. Curt Johansen is a developer and a builder and also the Board President of the Council of Infill 
Builders, said we are a state-wide 501C3 organization founded by building practitioners who understand 
the substantial economic, environmental and social benefits of creating mixed use transit oriented 
sustainable communities. These communities give residents the access to jobs, goods and services, 
schools and recreation without the expense and hassle of always driving. These urban neighborhoods 
also appeal to companies looking to expand because their workers have the opportunity to enjoy a 
quality of life that is inclusive and healthy not isolating and inefficient. The Council published a 
comprehensive study and last fall that study evidenced the rapidly shifting desires of consumers to live in 
sustainable communities. Neighborhoods that offer a wide range of housing options, prefer prime farm 
land, offer transit alternatives, reduce energy costs, conserve water, reduce pollution and save cities 
money by reducing the enormous public expense resulting from sprawling infrastructure. Today we 
released our newest report entitled “Bringing Downtown Back – Ways to Boost Infill Development in the 
San Joaquin Valley” that study recommends strategies that local and regional governments can employ 
to level the development playing field and help the core of our cities be restored to prominence for the 
good of each city. All great cities have a thriving core, large and small alike, and the eleven cities in Kern 
County and the County itself can stand united in this commitment to sustainable communities. Please 
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think of the next generation when you make your decisions, they are counting on us to get it right this 
time.   
 
Ms. Napier said the next five speakers are: Cesar Campos, Veronica Garibay, Kerri Timmer, Ezekiel 
Pinedo and Scott Frazer. 
 
Mr. Cesar Campos with the Central California Environmental Justice Network (CCEJN) said we are an 
organization that does a lot of environmental justice work in the San Joaquin Valley and seeks to do a lot 
or resource preservation as well as fighting for environmental justice for all communities. He has two 
comments on the draft RTP the first is the strategy to reduce emissions that incorporates an estimate of 
the rising price of fuel as well as a projected recession. Both of those strategies are inherently biased, to 
directly impact low income populations you are essentially placing the burden for reducing or meeting 
those goals for reducing those emissions on populations that are of low income. These populations are 
more likely to lose economic stability during a recession and or will have more problems adapting to 
rising fuel costs and you are essentially with this Plan putting the burden to meet those goals on those 
communities. Second, we wish that the COG allocate and this could be in your financial statement a line 
item that says that a certain percentage of the allocation for the funds would directly go to serve those 
small unincorporated cities that have a lot of infrastructure problems. These funds should be spent solely 
on those communities in order to make them more vibrant, walkable, bikeable, and then have access to 
basic infrastructure. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Veronica Garibay, co-director of Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, together with the 
Center of Race, Poverty and Environment, said we submitted written comments and letter today and 
asked that your Executive Director forward that letter to you all in anticipation of today’s meeting. As 
many speakers have already alluded to and mentioned, we do not believe that Kern COG’s draft Plan 
legitimately meets the greenhouse gas reductions targets as set out by the California Air Resources 
Board for this region because of its reliance on increased fuel costs and future economic recessions. In 
our letter we are also recommending a series of policy recommendations that if incorporated into the 
RTP and the SCS would increase the benefits of good and healthy planning for all communities and  all 
residents throughout the county. Right now communities like Arvin, Lamont, and Weedpatch throughout 
all of your scenarios, employment and housing growth decreases in those neighborhoods. Those are the 
neighborhoods that have the highest concentrated levels of poverty in the county. Your Plan right now 
includes a preference for large lot singe family which we know many of your residents cannot afford. It 
prefers road and highway expansion over real transportation choices for walking and biking projects. It 
focuses on transit priority areas, if you’ve seen the definition of transit priority areas we know that many 
of our communities including small cities like Wasco, Shafter and McFarland do not meet those 
requirements because they do not have the densities, or 15 minutes frequency intervals on transit to be 
able to quality for any of those benefits. We need to make sure that his Plan provides a range of housing 
choices especially affordable housing for your demographics that change. We need to make sure that we 
front load money for biking, walking and transportation options, like buses, carpool, car share programs 
to make sure that we legitimately meet the targets and also we must expand those benefits across the 
region, not just in metro Bakersfield and the already urbanized areas. There are many small cities that 
many of you represent and unincorporated areas that are in severe need of investments. Finally we also 
worked with Kern COG staff and also partner organization as part of the building healthy community’s 
initiative in south Kern to engage community residents through public workshops that were held. The two 
cycle of public workshops that were held almost two years ago and we did not feel that those priorities 
that were prioritized by community residents in those workshops are meaningful incorporated in your 
draft Plan and we hope that changes as well. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Kerri Timmer, Government Affairs Director for the Sierra Business Council (SBC) and a member of 
the Southern Sierra Partnership, said these are nonprofit groups that work together to foster thriving 
communities around the Sierra Nevada. We applaud tonight the Council and staff’s incredible hard work 
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and appreciate the progress that’s been made since the 2011 RTP. She’s here tonight as part of a very 
impressive public input process to reiterate our goals for the SCS with an eye towards creating the best  
suite of options for the Kern County community in this first round of SCS. To cut to the chase SBC 
supports the so called 33% growth alternative over the preferred alternative because we think it better 
meets the stated RTP goals of maintaining, fixing and finishing what we have in our existing 
communities. To be more specific, the 33% has more compact development, a greater mix of uses, and 
proportionately more investment in existing neighborhoods which we believe helps local families and 
businesses. We would like to see a final Plan where the economic benefits go beyond strictly highway 
construction and maintenance jobs and where communities reap multiple benefits from the county’s 
investments. She wanted to point out that by asking you to maximize co-benefits along with meeting the 
emission reductions, we’re not asking you to be aspirational. These additional benefits are actually 
stipulated in the law. For example in AB 32 the underlying law for this entire effort, it calls for considering 
overall societal benefits and maximizing benefits to the economy, environment and public health and this 
is in section 38562 if anyone would like to check on it. SB 535, which is additional implementing 
legislation, recognizes the disproportionate impacts on disadvantaged and low income communities 
which already face higher rates of respiratory illness, hospitalization and even premature death. It also 
calls for public and private investment under AB 32 to be directed towards the most disadvantaged 
communities. We ask you to take these co-benefits seriously in your personal analysis and hope that you 
will ultimately choose the 33% alternative that achieves greater goals for existing communities.  
 
Mr. Scott Frazer, a lifelong Kern County resident said he is here to encourage your efforts on behalf of 
conservation. He would like to seek your support of the conservation methods that your adoption of this 
Plan might include. As someone who feels that we have had a terrible history of sprawl, as one of the 
previous speakers said, the next generation deserves better. He would like to speak in support of 33% 
housing mix alternative, but more importantly we need improved regional mass transit because as a 
home owner in Shafter he sees van pool going out to Lost Hills in the oil fields. He has a friend that 
commutes from Delano to Shafter to the industrial park and the jobs there. We are going to be stuck with 
individually owned and driven vehicles, but van pools are the first step to address some of that. Basically, 
you have a lot of alternatives in front of you, but we need the most stringent conservational alternatives 
that you are willing to adopt. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Napier said the next group is Abri Conner, Reed Tollefson, Craig Breon, Adam Livingston, and 
Daniel O’Connell. 
 
Ms. Abri Conner is an attorney with the Center on Race, Poverty and the Environment said that her 
points will basically be focused on greenhouse gas emissions and also the housing mix. SB 375 is 
basically supposed to be put in place to help with our regional transit needs and also guided by the CARB 
guidelines for the next several years. However, as some people have already stated the Plan as it stands 
now will not be able to meet those targets because two of the three ways that the COG has felt that we 
are going to meet those targets are completely out of your control. One assuming that fuel prices are 
going to go up and another is possibly a recession and if we are relying on things that are outside of our 
control than how can we include that into the RTP. Secondly the housing mix is still focused on large 
single family lots and we would like to see more of a mix in that and also look at the job component in 
that as well and making sure that there is a way that we are securing those housing components for 
different income levels and also thinking about jobs being available for people. Thank you. 
 
Mr. Reed Tollefson, a resident here in Kern County and also works for the Audubon Society said that at 
this time they would like to support the 33% housing mix alternative. We feel that it is a good approach 
for meeting balanced housing mix that meets market demands. It revitalizes our main streets and 
existing neighborhoods, it helps to conserve farm land and range land that contributes billions of dollars a 
year to our economy.  The 33% housing mix alternative also supports growth patterns that lower energy 
and water costs for households and businesses. It improves transit and active transportation options that 
reduce reliance on cars, contribute to our public health, and lowers household transportation costs. We  
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support the 33% housing mix alternative because it helps to improve air quality for all Kern County 
residents and it will help improve the quality of life for future generations in Kern County, furthermore, by 
conserving natural resources for our economy, our health and our enjoyment and it is also a great 
improvement regarding environmental justice as well as reducing greenhouse gas emissions. Everybody 
in this room knows that we have some of the worst air quality in the nation and to pass on a legacy of 
poor planning or not doing the most that we can to help our kids and people with respiratory problems is 
a horrible choice. Again for this reason we support the 33% housing mix alternative. Thank you. 
 
Mr. Craig Breon said that he has been retained by the Kern Kewaeh Chapter of the Sierra Club to 
comment on this process. The Club does support the 33% housing mix scenario, but he is talking about 
two other issues. One of which is going to seem a little bit like piling on and that is the question as to 
whether the analysis of whether the current alternatives meet the targets in any way is accurate. To begin 
with, SB 375 added a piece of language to the government code that says “a metropolitan planning 
organization shall assimilate the methodology, results and key assumptions of whatever travel demand 
models it uses in a way that would be usable and understandable to the public.” He doesn’t believe the 
current analysis does that. For example, to say that there will be a gas price increase of two thirds is sort 
of a naked assumption out there that doesn’t take into account many things that came off the top of his 
head immediately which is what dollar value are you talking about, 2014 dollars or 2040 dollars? Change 
in dollar value greatly change how somebody’s impact will be on their actual pocketbook in relation. 
Income change makes no projection as to whether people’s income would increase or decrease relative 
to this gas price. Therefore, again, you have no notion of comparison and it has been mentioned also the 
fact that fuel efficiency standards will drive cars to greater fuel efficiency, so an increase in gas prices will 
probably have less impact on the overall driving patterns. Until you fit your current fact into a greater 
understanding of the actual academics. The real number is let’s say that somebody is paying 10% of 
their income in gas, will they be paying 8% in the future, 12%, etc. You need to give that sort of number 
through these more complex economic analysis and then you will find that 50% of your reduction in VMT 
or greenhouse gas emissions that you are now relying on with that number will largely disappear. We 
need to get honest about the numbers first and foremost. Secondly we will be looking closely at what 
authority you actually have, you and virtually every other COG out there, it is not your fault per se, is 
saying we basically don’t have authority to do these things that could make the situation better. I will end 
with a quote from the case against San Diego where the judge said “San DAGs response has been to 
kick the can down the road and to defer to local jurisdictions, this theme is repeated by San DAG, it 
perverts the regional planning function, ignores the purse string controls that San DAG has over funds 
and more importantly conflicts with a certain government code, etc. You need to delineate those things 
that you clearly do not have control over, which is local land use decisions and those things that you do 
which is which projects get included and not included in the RTP, the timing of those projects, the 
mitigation measures for those projects. You have control over all those things and we will be pushing you 
to go a lot further in what you have actual authority over. Thank you. 
 
Mr. Adam Livingston speaking on behalf of Sequoia River lands Trust and Southern Sierra Partnership 
and like many others here tonight, he supports the 33% housing mix alternative. First of all, he would like 
to thank the COG Board and staff for their hard work and recognize that the current RTP SCS in some 
areas does represent progress compared to the 2011 RTP. But the fact remains, that the draft RTP 
would consume more than 91 square miles of open space including more than 27 square miles of farm 
land here in Kern County, and that actually amounts to more than one square mile disappearing every 
year between now and 2035. One thing that the RTP gets right is when it is describing the economy in 
Kern County and essentially what the economy is built on and it notes that agriculture is a $5 billion a 
year industry and if you factor in jobs and other economic activity created by agriculture it’s close to twice 
that number. To give you a sense of what that means on a local scale, if you take an average acre of 
pistachios and that’s whether or not it’s inside or outside a city’s sphere of influence, an average acre of 
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pistachios, counting crop receipts as well as jobs and other economic value it puts into the economy puts 
about $12,600 a year into the economy. If that productivity is typical of the more than 17,000 acres of 
farmland that will be lost under this Plan, you will be looking at a loss of more than $221 million a year by 
2040. One way you can keep that money in your economy or at least a start in that direction is to adopt 
the 33% housing mix alternative, include explicit language on mitigation in the SCS stating that in order to 
be consistent with the SCS a project must provide adequate mitigation and provide by the mitigation 
hierarchy and ensure that transportation investment reaches communities beyond metro Bakersfield and 
that it does in fact benefit the whole county. He just wanted to note very briefly in response to one of the 
previous comments who he believes misstated the 33% housing mix alternative in fact it is only 33% high 
density for growth within metro Bakersfield and in fact by 2040 it would still result in over 62% of housing 
in the county as a whole being large lot single family. He wanted to be sure that the Board is aware of 
that and thank you very much for your time. 
 
Mr. Daniel O’Connell, the San Joaquin Valley Program Manager for American Farmland Trust, a national 
non-profit devoted to helping farmers in conserving farmland. He wanted to start off by acknowledging 
that American Farmland Trust has participated in coalition from the beginning of the SCS and RTP in 
Kern and throughout the Valley that spans a number of advocacy organizations and community groups. 
Those are groups like the American Lung Association, those are groups like infill developers and water 
conservation, energy use conservation, public health entities and really importantly in this process, 
environmental justice and the residences of cities that have been divested from. We have an advocacy 
platform that he believes represents something visionary and a coalition that is durable and is not going 
to go away. He wants to say that although his comments will be on farmland that the points made 
previously by many of the speakers we are in support of. Adam’s mentioning that this RTP results in 91 
square miles of open space of farmland and ranchland being consumed, 27 square miles of that is prime 
farmland, a mile of farmland a year between 2010 and 2035, this represents for our farmland 
conservation business as usual and it did not bode well for the economy of Kern for many of its residents 
that live in city and rural residences. He has a map that he sometimes brings of Los Angeles in 1915. He 
was born in 1967 in Inglewood, in 1915 Inglewood, Compton, Watts were small farming communities 
outside of Los Angeles. We do not have to repeat the mistakes of Los Angeles. We can save farmland 
and improve the economics of our cities. Up until 1949 Los Angeles was the number one ag producing 
county in the United States and now there is no ag there. He wanted to finish with a legal point that’s 
been brought up before and is very important, we will be following through on it. Transportation projects 
funded by Kern COG, as well as projects that benefit from the streamline CEQA requirements due to 
consistency with the SCS must be required to provide full mitigation as mandated by CEQA and NEPA. 
Kern COG does not have land use planning authority, we recognize that, but it has the authority and 
responsibility to determine which regional transportation projects will be included in the RTP and SCS, 
which projects it will fund and by virtue of preparing a SCS which projects will be eligible for CEQA 
exemptions and other streamline permitting requirements. Kern COG can and should exercise this 
authority by explicitly stating in the SCS that projects consistent with the SCS will adhere to mitigation 
hierarchy to avoid minimize and compensate that where impacts cannot be minimized offsets will adjust 
the conservation values that are impacted. Finally, the projected loss of valuable farmland, ranchland and 
open space is significant in this SCS and RTP and the RTP does not effectively minimize or mitigate for 
that loss currently. We as a society in the Valley are going to have a long and ongoing discussion about 
land use and economic development. This is an opportunity that American farmland trustees to get this 
right and address many of the other associated problems with our previous modes of development. 
 
Ms. Napier stated that she has three more people on the list, if there is anyone that did not sign up that 
would like to speak, if you would come up at this time as well. Scott Spear, Rosa Lopez and Jason Cater. 
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Mr. Scott Spear said he is speaking to you tonight as a lifelong farmer in the San Joaquin Valley. He 
would remind you all what you are well aware of, that the San Joaquin Valley is the most productive ag 
region in the history of the world. We provide food for not only the U.S. but also much of the exports that 
we produce in particular, almonds are a good example, Ag land is not a renewable resource. In the past 
50 years of farming, he has gone up and down the Valley as you all have as the cities have grown, he’s 
realized and we all recognize that cities do have to provide for future development. He suggest and 
supports as a farmer if you support the 33% program you will be protecting farmland and making cities 
cities, which is vitally important. The infill will preserve and protect farmland for future generations and 
food production. He will suggest to you that food security will become a greater national issue as the 
middle classes of the world grow, the demand for food production will increase as well. The San Joaquin 
Valley again is the most productive ag region in the history of the world. So by supporting the 33% 
housing mix you will solve two problems, making cities cities and protecting farmland and the future food 
supply for the nation. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Rosa Lopez, through a translator, said thank you for the work you have done. I come here to ask that 
you take into account the needs of the poor people we have in Bakersfield. I live in a place where there 
are many potholes. I would like you to take into account this community. I come from Greenfield. This 
community, I would only like to mention three points that are important to me. First is to locate the owners 
of the lands that are vacant and that are being used as dumps. If those lands were put to work they 
would not look like places where people throw trash. The other thing I would like to mention is that there 
are roads that are full of holes and we really need to keep highway. (Raquel translated up until this point 
when the translator finally moved towards the microphone) I would also like to mention that there are 
many roads and many streets that are not well kept and they need to be maintained. Those are important 
points that I think you as people that are in charge of handling the money should keep in mind. The 
benefit would also be for the people that are poor in this region. Thank you. 
 
Mr. Jason Cater, the Executive Director for Bike Bakersfield said that on behalf of our organization and 
the bicycle community, he wants to pledge our support and say thank you to COG and the Plan for the 
investments that are being made in biking and walking, particularly the increase in funding to those 
areas. Our organization really believes that biking is the solution to a lot of problems that plaque our 
community as far as our health issues, reducing vehicle pollutants and also alleviating the cost of 
transportation expenditures on our household. We really believe this is something that this Board should 
continue to pass through, we are in the process of reviewing the document so that we can make our 
comments official. On behalf of myself as someone who is a young person in this community, he would 
also like to support the 33% infill proposal. He knows a lot of young people who now live in the 
Westchester and Oleander area who want to live near downtown and that is options that are available to 
them, so that is where they currently are right now. He does think that we do have an opportunity to know 
that a denser community if we would invest more into those type of household units. He does believe that 
people that are in his age group would like to live in the downtown area if we had more options available 
for that. This Plan is something that we are looking towards in the next 25 years of growth, so he wants 
us to invest in the future and he believes that biking and walking and a denser community is something 
that we are looking for. On a side note too, this is something that I like to throw out there, there is a 
Mayor in Oklahoma City a community that he believes looks like Bakersfield but is maybe 20-30 years 
down the line as far as size and where they are, but reflects us in a number of ways. Their Mayor a 
couple of years ago had a proclamation where he decided that they were going to begin to build their 
community around people and not around cars, so he began investing in biking and walking and in 
building a denser core and the benefits that they have seen are great and it is a great talk only 10-15 
minutes long, so he encourages you to look for that if you are on the internet. It is something that we can 
really learn from. Thank you. 
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Ms. Bianca Quinterro from Delano and is with the Center on Race, Poverty and the Environment. First of 
all she wanted to apologize because her voice is going to be shaky because she doesn’t like to speak in 
public, but I’m only here, well one of the biggest reasons why I’m speaking is because one of the 
residents who couldn’t be here tonight really wanted me to tell his story. So this is his story: He lives in 
Shafter, he was injured at work, back and knee injuries, he has to take the bus three times a week from 
Shafter to Bakersfield. The bus runs four times a day, once at 7:00 in the morning at then once again at 
1:00 p.m. He has to take it at 1:00 p.m., he gets to his appointment at 3:00 p.m., he then has to take his 
bike with him and he rides his bike from Bakersfield to Shafter. The route that he takes home is a back 
road and cars go about 65 miles an hour on that road. He is almost nearly injured on a regular basis and 
the reason he can’t wait for the 7:00 p.m. bus to return is because he has children at home that he has to 
come home to take care of. What his concern is, along with a lot of other residents from Shafter, Delano 
and a lot of these neighboring areas is that there is not transportation for us. She is lucky to have a 
vehicle but as many rides as I can offer is not enough. People have lives and places they have to get to. 
Another story is a couple that has to take dialysis they have to ride the bus at 6:00 in the morning so they 
have to get to the bus stop at 3:00, it takes an hour to get to Delano from there because it is a bus. 
These people really need more transportation, they need more help and it would be really inspirational if 
that was considered in this Plan. More buses, more bike lanes, safer walkability for people. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Martha Contreras spoke through a translator, just like the previous speakers I would like to speak 
about the importance of transportation for small communities. In Arvin we have the same problem they 
have in Shafter, if one has to go to a doctor’s appointment, one has to stay all day in Bakersfield and 
more importantly for the students that have to go to school because she knows of many students who 
are prevented from studying or don’t go to school because they lack transportation. There are those who 
are only 18 years old and they have to start driving with actually no experience but they have to start 
driving because they have to go where they need to go and that is also a personal experience, my 
daughter has had two accidents as well because she was not an experienced driver. To make my 
comments short, she would like to request that we have transportation at least every two hours so that 
we don’t have to spend the whole day because they first have to get to Lamont and then from Lamont 
they have to get transportation to Bakersfield. She would also like to request that the money and the 
funds that there are to invest in the small communities that will actually be used in those communities. 
She would also like to request as far as housing for houses to be built according to our budget and not 
only build houses that are $250,000 or $300,000 that are really out of our range. That is all. Thank you. 
 
Ms. Denise Holmes said she is retired from the Air Pollution Control District and is a local cyclist, I’m 
disabled so driving a car is not an option for me anymore. She wanted to tell her story because part of 
your Plan is depending on it, it seems like. In 2008 she had written several tickets to people and also 
written a program that figured out how much the emissions were for the different violations. She was 
thinking about it as she was driving her car to work and she realized that by driving her car to work she 
was polluting more than the industries she had written tickets to. She had a lot of trouble personally 
dealing with that, so she started biking to work. She kept biking and in the end she didn’t keep biking 
because of the ideals, she kept biking because of the economics. It made as a middle class person a 
very significant difference in my lifestyle and my life to be able to not own a car at all. Her economics was 
going into the community, the problem is, and she believes that many people will find when they start 
cycling is that they will have a lot more money to spend, but they won’t keep at it if they keep getting run 
over so that is why we need to move the cycling and the pedestrians and even the bus infrastructure 
towards the front as opposed as towards the end. Because she has been hit three times in the City of 
Bakersfield and she has never been taken out yet. But if she wasn’t disabled and had an option to drive a 
car she doesn’t know if she would still be doing it even with the economics. Do you see her point? That is 
all she wanted to say. Thank you. 
 



 
 14 

Ms. Gloria Herrera comes from Delano and she decided to speak because hearing all of these people 
talking she understands that we do have the problem in Delano. Lack of transportation she had lived 
through that experience with her daughter when she was going through college or work. She works and 
starts her job at 6:00 in the morning when there were no buses, she had to drive from Delano in 
Bakersfield to drop her daughter off when it was still dark right in front of her office where she worked 
and then go back to Delano, driving maybe breaking the law, driving a little bit faster then she should but 
she had to get there on time to work. Now she sees in your Plan that you don’t include house mixing and 
in Delano there is a lot of low income people in those large lots, big houses they will never be able to 
afford a house like that. There’s not even people that can afford rent of $800-900 a month over $1,200. 
She is asking and begging you to take that into consideration, now they built that new shopping center, 
the Walmart on Woollomes Street, she drives through there early in the morning or the afternoon and 
right now there are kids that are not going to school. She met some girls there around 15-16 years old 
driving their bikes, and that road is very near and they are right on the street so we do need biking routes 
around that area, which is Woollomes and Albany or it might be Parkway Street. The roads on the 
westside are very deteriorated and instead of developing something new she thinks you should 
reconstruct what is existing deteriorated areas, streets, sewage lines and that’s about it today. Thank 
you. 
  
Chair thanked everyone for their comments and asked the Board if they had any comments. 
 
Director Gurrola wanted to say to everyone who spoke today that staff is going to look at everyone’s input 
and especially representing the City of Arvin and the other cities that we represent it is very important that 
we look at this Plan that we have worked so hard for and make sure that we take into consideration what 
the public has said because all that we have done so far has been with staff and each other and some 
public outreach. We are listening and to the smaller communities that have high rates of poverty, these 
issues are important and we look forward to moving this process forward. 
 
Chair closed the public hearing.  
 
MOTION BY DIRECTOR WOOD, second by Director Smith, TO CONTINUE ADOPTION OF THE FINAL 
DOCUMENTATION UNTIL JUNE 19, 2014. Motion carried with a voice vote. 

 
VI. 2013 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM – DRAFT AMENDMENT NO. 14 
 

Ms. Pacheco stated that this is Amendment No. 14 to the existing federally approved 2013 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program that is financially constrained, has been submitted through the 
interagency consultation process, and includes updates to the State Highway Operation and Protection 
Program, Highway Safety Improvement Program, Regional Surface Transportation Program, Congestion 
Mitigation Air Quality Program, and Transit Program. The public review period began on April 4, 2014 
and ends on April 18, 2014. The Kern COG Executive Director will consider approval of the amendment 
on April 21st. State and federal approval is required for this amendment. At this time, she asked that the 
Chairman please open the public hearing, allow for public comment, and then close the public hearing.   

 
Chair opened public hearing, no comments heard, Chair closed public hearing. 

VII. BOARD MEMBERS MEETING REPORTS (None) 
  
VIII.       CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress) 
 

Ms. Miller gave a report on projects in progress: The south Bakersfield 8-lane we are coming to the close 
of this project, what is left there is the concrete median barriers and some of the drain inlets will be 
completed by May 7th, the restriping will begin on May 7th and be completed by May 16th so that we can 
stay on track for the ribbon cutting ceremony that will take place on May 16th. During the restriping the 
number one lane will be closed. You will probably see a little bit of activity after May 16th because there 
was a delay on the overhead signage and also some of the signs cannot be installed until after the 
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striping is complete. The Bakersfield north 8-lane widening there is continue work on the median barrier 
and the barrier around the bridge columns and then the median drain inlets. There will be a traffic shift to 
construct the northbound aux lane at Olive Drive and that is scheduled in about two weeks. The project is 
currently at 60% completion. The Redrock Canyon Bridge replacement ran into some problems with the 
Mojave ground squirrels who have some burrows there that they are trying to work around. Fish and 
Game is allowing the contractor to do some work arounds on that, however we are still waiting for a 
permit for the Mojave ground squirrels and if we don’t hear back from Fish and Game shortly there is 
going to need to be a decision made as to whether to allow the contractor to proceed or just stop 
construction for a while. There is currently a one lane traffic detour in each direction, not sure what is 
going to happen with that but we are working closely with Fish and Game to get that resolved. SR 178 at 
Morning Drive the eastbound SR 178 traffic was moved on to the bypass on April 4th the current speed 
limit is 40 mph. Earth work on the northside of SR 178 is under way in preparation of constructing the 
bridge, the contractor will begin removing material this month between Fairfax Road interchange and 
Morning Drive, removal of this material is needed to construct the future outside aux lane and shoulder 
and includes the removal of some landscaping in this area, it is 25% complete and anticipated 
completion date is late 2015, so we will be talking about this for a while. The TRIP project Route 58 gap 
closure – the Chester Ave. and H Street westbound onramp to SR 58 is expected to be under a full 
closure through April 18th. The closure was to facilitate modifications to an adjacent storm drain pump 
station, nighttime lane closures have been requested through tonight for the inside lanes on SR 58 at 
Bakersfield Corral overhead to allow for demolition of the bridge overhang. The contractor continues to 
work behind the K rail in the median to install shoring to widen the Cottonwood Road, P and Madison 
Streets and Bakersfield Corral railroad bridges. The contractor is also working on foundation at these 
bridges, it’s at 15% completion and anticipated to finish at the end of this year.  
 

IX. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  
 

Mr. Hakimi stated that the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research is holding a workshop here on 
Wed. April 23rd from 1-3, they will be discussing the Governor’s environmental goals and policy report. 
He wanted to publicly thank Supervisors Scrivner and Couch and Senator Fuller’s office for their efforts in 
obtaining $5.8 million in SHOPP funding for SR 119. This will directly save the county at least $2 million. 
The annual FTA 5311 grant applications are due to Caltrans by May 7th, these applications must be 
submitted to Kern COG staff prior to this date for review and signatures. If you have any questions, 
please contact Bob Snoddy. The Active Transportation Program grant applications are due to Caltrans 
on May 25th. A press release came out today, the Governor is proposing $360 million over the next three 
years for this program. Mail the original application to Caltrans, with a copy to Kern COG. Kern COG held 
a public hearing regarding the federal documents that we just went over tonight in California City on April 
15th where we had less than a half a dozen comments. Thank you for holding that Councilmember Wood.  

 
X. MEMBER STATEMENTS:  

 
On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a brief report on their own 
activities. In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for clarification on any 
matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request staff to report 
back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any member 
thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda.  None heard. 
 

XI. ADJOURNMENT:  There being no further business the meeting adjourned at approximately 8:05 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
                                                                             
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 

ATTEST: 
                                                          
_________________________________  
Harold W. Hanson, Chair    DATE: _______________________          
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND 

CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AGENCY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              April 30, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                          10:00 A.M. 
 
Chairman Bevins called the meeting to order at approximately 10 a.m.  A “sign-in” sheet was provided.   
  

I. ROLL CALL 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT:    
      

 
Dennis Speer     City of Ridgecrest 
Michael Bevins     City of California City 
Bob Neath   Kern County 
Wayne Clausen   City of Shafter  
Pedro Nunez   City of Delano 
Joe West   NOR/CTSA 
Bob Wren    City of Wasco 
Jay Schlosser    City Tehachapi  
Paul Marquez   Caltrans  
  
 

STAFF:       
Peter Smith   Kern COG 

     Raquel Pacheco  Kern COG 
     Rob Ball   Kern COG 
     Joe Stragmalia    Kern COG  
     Bob Snoddy   Kern COG 
     Tami Popek   Kern COG 
             
  

 OTHER:    Mike Akins   Pavement Recycling  
      Navdip Grewal   City of Bakersfield  
       
             
               
   
 

II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask 
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report to the 
Committee at a later meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE STATE 
YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.   
 
There were no public comments.     
 

III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  Meeting of April 2, 2014 there was a motion by Mr. 
Clausen to recommend approval of the discussion summary.  Mr. Schlosser seconded the motion. 
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IV. REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE (RPAC) DISCUSSION SUMMARY OF APRIL 
2, 2014 
 
The minutes from the Regional Planning Advisory meeting of April 2, 2014 were distributed to 
committee members for their review.  
 
This item was for information only. 
 

V. KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS PROJECT POLICY PROCEDURES UPDATE 
FOR ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM  
 
Mr. Stramaglia advised that Kern COG has updated its Policy and Procedures document 
to bring in the Active Transportation Program guidelines that were adopted by the California 
Transportation Commission on March 20th.  The purpose of updating the guidelines is to 
define how Kern COG will support the call for projects and bring in new projects under this 
program.  
 
The action requested is to recommend the Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
approve of the KCOG project Delivery Policy and Procedures Update for the Active 
Transportation Program.  Mr. Schlosser made a motion to recommend approval.  Mr. Wren 
seconded the motion.   
 

VI. KCOG - ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM – REGIONAL ACTIONS  
 

Mr. Smith stated that Caltrans initiated its Active Transportation Program (ATP) Call for Projects 
on March 21, 2014, applications are due to Caltrans by May 21, 2014. Mr. Smith advised that 
upon completion of prioritization of the State and ATP, the unfunded projects will then be 
presented at Kern COG.  Mr. Smith asked for volunteers for the review nominating committee.   
Mr. Smith stated that the nominating committee will be made of up of community members and 
those who have submitted applications. 
Mr. Schlosser, Mr. Wren, Mr. Neath and Mr. Woods volunteered to sit on the nominating 
committee.    
Mr. Smith advised that he would get all the needed information to the committee members.  
 
This item for was for information only.  
 

 
VII. CALL FOR PROJECTS:  TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 3 PROGRAM 

 
Mr. Smith stated there is a call for projects for 2014-15 under the Transportation Development Act 
Article 3 program, which is money that is used to fund non-motorized transportation 
improvements.  
Mr. Smith advised that approximately $727,589 is available for distribution, with $357,558 
obligated from previous funding cycles.  $370,031 is available for new proposals.  
Mr. Smith advised that applications are included in the packets.  
 
This item was for information only.  

 
. 
VIII. PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT 

 
Ms. Pacheco advised that the Project Accountability Team Report included: 1. The Caltrans 
District 9 Office of Local Assistance Chief is Forest Becket effective April 21, 2014. 2. Please 
review your respective projects in Draft 2015 FTIP and submit corrections by May 6th. 3. 
Highway Safety Improvement Program projects need to follow milestone dates set by the 
Caltrans “Project Delivery Requirements for Local Safety Programs” to avoid loss of both 
existing and future funding. 4. The Active Transportation Program screening criteria deducts 
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points for non-delivery of Safe Routes to School projects. Active Transportation Program 
applications must first be submitted for statewide call for projects to be considered for Kern 
region’s programming. 5. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission recently approved a 
revision to their Project Delivery Policy that requires agencies to submit request for 
authorizations by November 1st. 6. As of April 22nd only 28% of projects have approved funding 
authorization. Ms. Pacheco demonstrated to the committee how to track E-76’s on the Caltrans 
Local Assistance webpage. 

 
This item is for information only. 
 

IX. MEMBER ITEMS 
 

Mr. Snoddy stated that 5311 Rural Transit Operator Grants are due to Caltrans.  Mr. Snoddy 
advised that the application is electronic now.  He advised Committee members that if they would 
bring the application to him for signatures, he would then compile the application electronically and 
send it to Caltrans.  
 
Mr. Ball advised at the June 4th TTAC meeting, Kern COG will be asking for a 
recommendation from the TTAC and RPAC on Regional Transportation Plan.    
 

X. ADJOURNMENT 
 
With no further business the TTAC adjourned at 11:25.  The next scheduled meeting will be June 
4, 2014.   
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May 15, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Ed Flickinger, Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM C. 

Authorization to Award Contract – 2012 Kern On-Call Transportation Model Support 
 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
A proposed contract amendment with DKS Associates has been negotiated to extend the timeframe for 
Kern On-Call Transportation Model Support at current budget levels. This item has been reviewed by 
County Counsel. 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The latest Kern COG transportation model has been completed by the San Joaquin Valley-wide Model 
Improvement Program. The model contains mode split, trucks, peak periods (am, pm, mid-day, off-peak), 
and approximately 2000 Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZs).  
 
The consultant will assist the Kern COG staff with creating script files, troubleshooting modeling 
problems, review of modeling assumptions, model refinements, developing Air Quality forecast outputs 
for use in emissions analysis and provide training on significant aspects of the model. 
 
During the course of the study, Kern COG staff and the consultant team agreed that the contract period 
would need to be extended from June 30, 2014 to June 30, 2015.  
 
The project is listed in the 2014-2015 Overall Work Program under Work Element 604.1.  Funding for this 
item has been approved by the Kern COG Board as part of the 2014-15 OWP and, by legal counsel as to 
form. 
 
Attachment: DKS Associates On-Call Transportation Model Support Contract Amendment No 3. 
 
   
ACTION: 
 
Approve the DKS Associates contract amendment and authorize Chair to sign.  VOICE VOTE. 
 

 



Page 1 of 1 
 

AMENDMENT No. 3 
TO CONTRACT BETWEEN 

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
AND 

DKS Associates 
 

THIS AMENDMENT (hereinafter “Amendment No. 3”) TO CONTRACT, for reference purposes is made 
and entered into this 19th day of June 2014 by and between the Kern Council of Governments (hereinafter 
“KERN COG”) and DKS Associates(hereinafter “CONSULTANT”). 
 

WITNESSETH 
 

 WHEREAS, KERN COG and CONSULTANT entered into a contract (“Contract”) dated June 21, 
2012 for the purpose of Kern On Call Transportation Model Support; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the contract identified a start date of July 1, 2012; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the transportation model support tasks have resulted in a need to extend the Study 
end date; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Parties to the Contract desire to enter into this Amendment No. 3 to extend the 
term of the  Contract to June 30, 2015; and 
 

WHEREAS, the extension has no effect on other projects or programs of KERN COG. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, KERN COG AND CONSULTANT do mutually agree as follows: 
 

1. Section III, Term is deleted and replaced with the following: 
 

The term of this contract is July 1, 2012, through June 30, 2015, unless an extension of 
time is granted in writing by Kern COG. 

 
Consultant’s services and reimbursements beyond June 30, 2014, have been included in 
the Kern COG 2014-15 fiscal year Overall Work Program (OWP). 

 
 

2. Except as expressly amended herein, all provisions of the Contract shall remain in force and 
effect. 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Amendment Number 3 to the Contract has been executed as of the 

date herein above appearing.  
 
APPROVED AS TO CONTENT: 
 
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  DKS ASSOCIATES 
 
________________________   ________________________ 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director   John Long, Principal 
“Kern COG”      “CONSULTANT” 

       
______________________    APPROVED AS TO FORM 
Harold W. Hanson, Chair 
“Kern COG”      ________________________ 
       Phillip W. Hall,  

Deputy County Counsel  
       “Kern COG” 
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May 15, 2014 

 
 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 

Executive Director 
 
By:  Ed Flickinger, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV.  CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM D. 

PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT-REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM  
 
 
DESCRIPTION:    
 
Pursuant to Kern COG policy, the Council shall review and approve grant-funding agreements.  Caltrans 
has included $79,677 Regional Surface Transportation Program funding (with $109,067 local match) in its 
FY 2014/15 budget to fund the agency’s Regional Traffic Count Program. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
(Project KER120412 in the 2011 FTIP) 
 
A Memorandum of Understanding establishing the Kern Regional Traffic Count program was approved by 
the Kern COG Board in January 2004. The Traffic Count Program was amended into the 2004 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP).  In addition the project is also included in the 2011 FTIP 
with annual funding supplements scheduled through 2014.  This agreement will fund Kern COG’s 
Regional Traffic Count Program for fiscal year 2014/15. 
 
Traffic monitoring and pavement management are federally mandated in the recent transportation bills.  
In addition to traffic monitoring, traffic volume data obtained by traffic counters is used to validate the 
regional transportation model and used for engineering and planning purposes by local agencies.  Traffic 
counts are used in the annual pavement management report that provides technical data on road 
samples throughout Kern County.  This grant will provide funding for a regional traffic count program that 
was identified by the Kern Regional Transportation Modeling Subcommittee as necessary to improve data 
in the regional transportation model while reducing duplicative traffic counting efforts.   
 
The data collected from these contracts are available on the Kern COG website:  
http://206.227.45.76/website/kerncog/viewer.htm. 
 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve Program Supplement and authorize Chair to sign Agreement and Resolution No. 14-13.  ROLL 
CALL VOTE. 

 



BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN   

 
RESOLUTUION NO. 14-13 
 
I the matter of: 
 
PROGRAM SUPPLEMENT NO. N027 FOR FEDERAL AID PROJECT NO. 06-6087R TRAFFIC 
COUNT PROGRAM 
             
 
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) is a regional transportation 
planning agency and a metropolitan planning organization (MPO); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the MPO is required to develop, maintain and endorse the Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) with a Biannual Program of Projects for federal 
funding assistance; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the FTIP for the Kern region is a six-year schedule of multi modal 
transportation project improvements of major freeways, expressways, arterials, urban collectors, 
bikeways, transit, rail and aviation facilities; and  
  
 WHEREAS, the traffic counters project is an approved project in the FTIP to purchase 
traffic counters for use by member agencies for local and regional planning purposes; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Kern Council of Governments, acting as lead agency has processed the 
request for authorization to enable federal reimbursement of Regional Surface Transportation 
Program funding in federal fiscal year 2013-14 for $79,677.00 and local dollars match for 
$61,654.00.. 
 
 WHEREAS, the attached Program Supplement No. N027 for Federal Aid Project No. 06-
6087R is required to purchase the traffic counts;    
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
 Kern Council of Governments adopt Program Supplement No. N027 and authorize the 
Chairman and the Executive Director to sign the Resolution and Program Supplement No. N027. 
 
 AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 15TH DAY OF MAY 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
           
      Harold W. Hanson, Chair 
      Kern Council of Governments 
ATTEST: 
 
     
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director        
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TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Peter Smith, 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM E. 

KCOG - ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM – REGIONAL ACTIONS 
   
DESCRIPTION: 
 
Caltrans initiated its Active Transportation Program (ATP) Call for Projects on March 21, 2014 and 
applications are due to Caltrans by May 21, 2014. Once the state has reviewed, ranked and chosen 
projects to fund using statewide discretional ATP revenue, regional agencies will select additional 
projects from the same state-submitted applications using regional-share ATP programming capacity. 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The California Transportation Commission (CTC) developed Active Transportation Program 
Guidelines for statewide implementation which were adopted on March 20, 2014. A Caltrans Call for 
Projects subsequently followed on March 21, 2014 and applications are due May 21, 2014. As 
prescribed by state-approved guidelines, Kern COG will be reviewing ATP applications submitted to 
Caltrans for possible funding using regional-share ATP funding.  
 
While the timeline is extremely restrictive, Kern COG staff anticipates the development of an additional 
regional Program of Projects to be developed in August and approved by the Kern COG Board of 
Directors at the September 2014 meeting. In anticipation of this, Kern COG staff will invite community 
stakeholders and member agency staffs to participate in a review team for the development and 
recommendation of a regional ATP Program of Projects considering those projects recommended for 
funding by Caltrans but not yet funded using state-share ATP revenue. At the Kern Council of 
Governments Transportation Technical Advisory Committee of April 30, 2014 volunteers from the 
committee were solicited to sit on the review team.  Responding were: 
 
Mr. Jay Schlosser-City of Tehachapi 
Mr. Bob Wren-City of Wasco 
Mr. Bob Neath-County of Kern 
Mr. Ed Galardo-City of Delano 
Mr. Steve Woods-Golden Empire Transit District (GET) 
 
Additional review team members will be solicited from the Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
(which was “dark” in May 2014) and members of the public.   
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Once established, the Kern COG ATP Regional Review Committee can take the time over the 
summer to review applications that were submitted by the May deadline. Since Caltrans will already 
review and assign a ranking value to projects for the Kern region, the main purpose of the team will be 
to assist Kern COG staff with assembling and financially constraining a regional ATP Program of 
Projects. While the team will not re-rank projects, they will take into consideration the review, ranking 
and recommendations made by the Caltrans statewide team for ATP projects in Kern.  
 
Although it would be ideal for the team to provide unanimous support to a proposed project list, if there 
is not unanimous support for a project list, Kern COG staff will make a final determination on a staff 
recommendation for a final regional ATP Program of Projects, based on input from the team. This is 
necessary in order to meet the tightly constrained timeline to receive regional approval in September, 
CTC approval in October and then introduce additional regional-choice projects into the 2015 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program in early 2015. 
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(DRAFT) ATP Milestones for Project Application Submittal and Approval 

 
ATP Milestones 

March 20, 2014 Commission adopts Active Transportation Program 
Guidelines 

March 21, 2014 CTC initiates Call for Projects 

March 22, 2014 KCOG concurrently initiates  Call for Projects – send 
out notification of state call for projects and its link to 
the regional process 

May 21, 2014 Project applications are due to Caltrans 

May 21, 2014 Large MPOs submit optional guidelines to Caltrans 

Month of May, 2014 KCOG Requests volunteers for Review Committee 

June 25, 2014 Commission approves or rejects MPO guidelines 

Month of July, 2014 KCOG distributes applications to Review Committee 
for their review 

August 8, 2014 (Caltrans) staff recommendation for program of 
projects   

August 20, 2014 Commission adopts statewide program of projects 

August 20, 2014 Unfunded applications forwarded to large MPOs based 
on location 

Week of August 25, 2014 KCOG conducts Review Committee Workshop to 
develop regional list of projects for regional approval 
at September 3 TTAC meeting and September 18 
Board meeting. 

September 30, 2014 Deadline for MPO project recommendations to the 
Commission 

November 2014 Commission adopts MPO selected projects 

 
 
 
ACTION:   
 
Information. 
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TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director  
 
  By:   Peter Smith  
   Senior Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM F. 

CALL FOR PROJECTS:  TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 
3 PROGRAM DUE JULY 15, 2014 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity of the state-designated Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency, administers funding for the Transportation Development Act 
Article 3 Program (Article 3).  Article 3 funds are used to pay for bicycle and pedestrian safety 
programs, bicycle parking facilities, bicycles travel facilities and pedestrian facilities.  
Approximately $727,589 is available for distribution, with $357,558 obligated from previous 
funding cycles.  $370,031 is available for new proposals.  The Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
DISCUSSION:    
 
Eligible claimants of Article 3 funding are the eleven incorporated cities within Kern County and 
the County Kern.  Each project proposal must be submitted on forms provided by the Kern 
Council of Governments.  Proposal deadline is 5:00 PM Tuesday July 15, 2014.  Applications are 
included with this staff report and are available at www.kerncog.org   
 
ACTION:   
 
Information. 
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 Kern Council of Governments 
 
 Transportation Development Act-Article 3 

 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim  
 
I.  General Information 
 
A. Eligible Claimants: The County of Kern and the incorporated cities of Arvin,  
 Bakersfield, California City, Delano, Maricopa, McFarland, Ridgecrest, Shafter, Taft, 
 Tehachapi and Wasco. 
 
B.  Filing Deadline: Article 3 claims must be filed on or before Tuesday July 15 2014 

Claims will not be considered filed until all forms, documents and supporting information 
have been received at the offices of the Kern Council of Governments. 

 
C. Claim Guidelines: Claims shall be filed in accordance with California Public Utilities 
 Code Section 99234, associated California Department of Transportation administrative 
 regulations and Kern Council of Governments Transportation Development Act Rules 
 and Regulations. 

 
D.   Claim Format: Claims shall be filed on the forms prescribed by the Kern Council of 
 Governments. 
 
E. Funding Priorities: 
   

First Priority:  Bicycle Parking Facilities and Bicycle Safety Programs.  
 

Second Priority:  After all claims for First Priority projects have been satisfied the 
 remaining funding shall be divided seventy (70%) percent to bicycle travel  
 facilities projects and thirty (30%) to pedestrian projects.  Projects proposed for  
 funding will be evaluated either as a bicycle travel facility project, or as a   
 pedestrian project, according to identification of the project by the submitting  
 agency. 
 
F. Claimant Funding Limitation: Not more than forty (40) percent of the available annual 
 apportionment shall be approve for allocation to any single claimant, unless all other 
 claims filed for the same period have been satisfied.  Projects must be completed within 
 three (3) years of funding allocation.  If the project is not completed within the three (3) 
 year time period  the funding allocation will lapse, and any funding disbursed for the 
 project will be refunded to the Kern Council of Governments and added to the  
 unallocated funding pool.  The funding will be reallocated in the next program funding 
 cycle. 
G. Claiming Allocations:   The Kern Council of Governments must be notified, in writing,  
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not more than thirty (30) days prior to project initiation requesting transfer of funds to the 
 claimant.  Supporting documentation (such as an executed construction contract, sales 
 receipt, etc.) substantiating the claim must be provided at that time. 
 
II.  Part 1-Claimant Information 
 

Provide agency identification and contact location.  Identify a single representative to act 
 as the liaison with the Kern Council of Governments on ALL matters related to this 
 claim. 
 

Part 2-Financial Assurances 
 

Have the individual authorized by the claimant’s governing body to approve the  
 execution and filing of the claim and the individual responsible for the financial  
 information sign and date the claim form. 

 
III. Facilities/Project Description 
 
IV. Project Evaluation Worksheet 
 

A. Bicycle Parking Facility and Bicycle Safety Program Criteria 
 

B. Bicycle Travel Facility Criteria 
 

C. Pedestrian Facility Criteria 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program 
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 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim 

 II. Part I 

 Claimant Information 

 (include this sheet with each application) 
 
 
A.  Claimant 
 
Agency:______________________________________________________________________ 
 
Mailing Address:________________________________________________________________ 
 
Office Address:_________________________________________________________________ 
 
City/State/Zipcode:______________________________________________________________ 
 
Telephone: ______________________FAX:__________________E-mail:_________________ 
 
 
B.  Contact Person 
 
Name:________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Title:_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Department:____________________________________________________________________ 
 
Office Address:_________________________________________________________________ 
 
City/State/Zipcode:______________________________________________________________ 
 
Telephone:_____________________FAX:_____________________E-mail:________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program 
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 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim 
 II. Part 2 
 Financial Assurances 
 (include this sheet with each application) 
 
Claimant:_________________________   Fiscal Year _____________ 
 
A. Claim:  Claimant hereby claims, subject to the approval of the Kern Council of 
Governments, Local Transportation Funds apportioned pursuant to California Public Utilities 
Code Section 99233.3 in the amount of $______________. 
 
B. Compliance Assurances: Claimant hereby certifies that as a condition of receiving funds 
pursuant to California Public Utilities Code Section 99234 it will ensure that: 

 
1. All funds will be expended in compliance with the requirements of Public Utilities Code 
 Section 99234, applicable California administrative regulations and the Kern Council of 
 Government’s Transportation Development Act Rules and Regulations. 
 
2. All funds will be expended in accordance with project description(s) and budget(s) 
 describe in this claim, attached hereto and made a part hereof, by this reference. 
 
These assurances are given in consideration and for the purpose of obtaining funds apportioned 
for bicycle and pedestrian uses pursuant to Public Utilities Code, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4 
of the State of California. 
 
The person whose signature appears below has been authorized to provide the assurances cited 
above and prepare, submit and execute this claim on behalf of the claimaint. 
 
By:_____________________________   Date:__________________ 

Signature 
 
Title:____________________________ 
 
 
C: Financial Assurances: I hereby attest to the reasonableness and accuracy of the financial 
information presented in this claim on behalf of the claimant and assure that the funds will be 
expended in accordance with the proposed budget. 
 
By:________________________________    Date:________________ 

Signature 
 
Title:_______________________________ 
 Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program 
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 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim 
 Part III 
 Facilities/Project Description 
 (Include this sheet with each project proposal) 
 
A. Project Title:_____________________________________________________________ 
 
 
B: Project Description:_______________________________________________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
C: Location:________________________________________________________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
D: When will this project be completed?__________________________________________ 
 
E: What agency is responsible for maintenance of this project?________________________ 
  

 
F. Budget: 
 

Design and Engineering       $________________ 
 

Construction        $________________ 
 

Equipment and Installation      $_________________ 
 

Other (Specify)________________________   $_________________ 
 

TOTAL COST $_________________ 
 
 
 
 
 Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program 
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 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim 
 Part V.  Project Evaluation 
 Bicycle Parking Facility Criteria 
 
 
A.  Location where the bicycle rack or bicycle locker will be installed:_____________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
B.  Currently Available Parking Spaces at the Project Location:  

 
Automobile_____________ 

 
Bicycle_________________ 

 
C.  Maximum Funding: 
 

1.  Bicycle Locker-$2,400 
 

2.  Bicycle Rack-$1,000 
 
D.  Each eligible claimant may be awarded one (1) bicycle locker or one (1) bicycle rack. 
 
 
 
 Part V.  Project Evaluation 
 Bicycle Safety Program 
 
A.  Proposed activities for this bicycle safety program:__________________________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
B.  Maximum funding will be $1,000 
 
 
 
 Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program 
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 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim 
 Part V.  Project Evaluation 
 Bicycle Travel Facilities Criteria 
 
A.  PLANNING AND DESIGN 

 
1.  The proposed facility must conform to the Highway Design Manual, Chapter 1000, 
 Bikeway Planning and Design Criteria. 
 
B.  SAFETY 
 
1.  There have been _______ accidents involving bicycles in the corridor to be served by  the 
proposed facility during the last three (3) years. 
 
1a.  Source of information concerning accidents:_______________________________________ 
 
Facility Class    Accident Range    Points 
 
II &III      0-2     5 
 
II & III      3-5     10 
 
II & III      6 or more    15 
 
I      Not Applicable   15 
 
2.  The most recent count of average daily traffic on the corridor proposed for the bicycle travel 
facility is _________ ADT. 
 
2a.  Source of information on Average Daily Traffic:___________________________________. 
 
Facility Class    Average Daily Traffic   Points 
 
II &III           Less than 2,000   5 
 
II & III                       2,001 to 8,000    10 
 
II & III                       8,001 to 15,000   15 
 
II & III            More than 15,000   20 
 
 I                   Not Applicable   20 
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3.  Existing facilities standards 
 
Existing facility complies with all Caltrans design and operational standards 0 points 
 
Existing facility has some Caltrans design and operational deficiencies  2 points 
(i.e. narrow shoulder, high traffic volumes, etc.) 
 
Existing facility is unsafe according Caltrans design standards   5 points 
(i.e. no shoulder, bicycles and pedestrians in travel way, etc.) 
 

B: SAFETY TOTAL ____________ 
       
C: NEED 
 
1.  The proposed project is within 1/4 mile (1,320 feet) of the following attractions: 
 
Number  Attraction Type  Points   Number X Points 
 
_____   School    6   ______ 
 
_____   Commercial Center  5   ______ 
 
_____   Office/Industrial Sites  5   _______ 
 
Note: The number of schools and other attractions within the 1/4 mile (1,320 foot) corridor shall 
be allocated points on the following basis: 
 
Schools:  6 points each (no limit) 
 
Commercial Centers: 5 points per 10,000 square feet of store area. (Maximum 20 points) 
 
Office/Industrial Sites: 5 points per 20 employees per each site. (Maximum 20 points) 
 

C: NEED TOTAL ____________ 

 
D: SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT AND CONTINUITY 
 
1.  Does the proposed project eliminate gaps in the bikeway system or serves as a link between 
communities or other systems? 
 
Yes   10 points 
 
No  0 points 
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2.  Does the proposed project upgrade the bicycle travel facility system in any of the following 
manners? 
 
Description     Facility Class    Points 
 
Eliminates on-street parking    III    10 
 
Provide a physical barrier for bicycles  II    10 
 
Separates bicycles from automobile traffic  I    10 
 

D: SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT AND CONTINUITY TOTAL  ___________ 
 
 
E.  LOCAL MATCHING FUNDS 
 
1.  Percentage of total cost: 
 
Percentage of Total Cost    Points 
 
No match      0 points 
 
Greater than 0% but less than 5%   5 points 
 
5% but less than 10%     10 points 
 
10% but less than 15%    15 points 
 
Greater than 15%     20 points 
 
2.  Source of matching funds:_____________________________________________________ 
 

E: LOCAL MATCHING FUNDS TOTAL  ___________ 

 
 

F: TOTAL POINTS (B + C + D + E) = _________________ 
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 Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program 
 Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim 
 Part V.  Project Evaluation Criteria 
 Pedestrian Facilities Criteria 
 
A. PROJECT ELIGIBILITY 
 
1.  Does the proposed project represent only new sidewalks or pedestrian bridges on or across 
 arterial or collector streets, freeways, expressways or railroads?    YES  NO 
 
2.  If the proposed facility is planned to occupy a right-of-way other than that of the local 
 jurisdiction, have proper permits or other written permission been obtained?  YES  NO 
 
B.  SAFETY 
 
1.  There have been ______traffic accidents involving pedestrians in the proposed project 
corridor during the last three (3) years. 
 
1a.  Source of information concerning accidents_______________________________________ 
 
No. of Accidents   Points 
 
0      0 
 
1 or 2     5  
 
3 to 5     10 
 
More than 6    15 
 
2.  The most recent count of average daily traffic on the corridor proposed for the pedestrian 
facility is _________ ADT. 
 
2a.  Source of information on Average Daily Traffic___________________________________. 
 
Average Daily Traffic   Points 
Less than 2,000    5 
 
2,001 to 8,000     10 
 
8,001 to 15,000    15 
 
More than 15,000    20 
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3.  Existing facilities standards 
 
Existing facility complies with all Caltrans design and operational standards 0 points 
 
Existing facility has some Caltrans design and operational deficiencies  2 points 
(i.e. narrow shoulder, high traffic volumes, etc.) 
 
Existing facility is unsafe according Caltrans design standards   5 points 
(i.e. no shoulder, bicycles and pedestrians in travel way, etc.) 
 

B: SAFETY TOTAL  _________ 
 

C: NEED 
 
1.  The proposed project is within 1/4 mile (1,320 feet) of the following attractions: 
 
Number  Attraction Type  Points   Number X Points 
 
_____   School    6   ______ 
 
_____   Commercial Center  5   ______ 
 
_____   Office/Industrial Sites  5   _______ 
 
Note: The number of schools and other attractions within the 1/4 mile (1,320 foot) corridor shall 
be allocated points on the following basis: 
 
Schools:  6 points each (no limit) 
 
Commercial Centers: 5 points per 10,000 square feet of store area. (Maximum 20 points) 
 
Office/Industrial Sites: 5 points per 20 employees per each site. (Maximum 20 points) 
 

C: NEED TOTAL  _________ 
 
D: SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT AND CONTINUITY 

 
1.  Does the proposed project eliminate gaps in the pedestrian system or serves as a link between 
communities or other systems? 
 
Yes   10 points 
 
No  0 points 
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2.  Does the proposed project upgrade the pedestrian facility system in any of the following 
manners? 
 
Upgrade Description       Points 
 
Provide a physical barrier for pedestrians     10 
 
Separates pedestrians from automobile traffic    10 
 

D: SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT AND CONTINUITY TOTAL _____________ 

 
 

E.  LOCAL MATCHING FUNDS 
 
1.  Percentage of total cost 
 
Percentage of Total Cost    Points 
 
No match      0 points 
 
Greater than 0% but less than 5%   5 points 
 
5% but less than 10%     10 points 
 
10% but less than 15%    15 points 
 
Greater than 15%     20 points 
 
2.  Source of matching funds:______________________________________________________ 
 
 

E: MATCHING FUNDS TOTAL   ____________ 

 
 
F: TOTAL POINTS (B + C + D + E) = _________________ 
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  May 15, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY:   Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner   
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM G.  

PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT  
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Routine report on the monthly project status meeting held to discuss project implementation issues and to 
develop solutions for CMAQ, RSTP, TE, Transit, and TDA Article 3 projects. The Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
On January 3, 2007, the TTAC agreed to meet for monthly project status meetings. This meeting brings 
to the forefront Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ), Regional Surface Transportation Program 
(RSTP), Transportation Enhancement (TE), and Transit Program project delivery commitments in current 
and future fiscal years of the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP). On October 19, 2010, 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 projects were added to the agenda. The forum is ideal to 
discuss new requirements or announcements such as training opportunities or programming approvals. 
Caltrans staff is invited to assist project managers and provide updates on specific requests.   
 
HIGHLIGHTS of April 22, 2014 meeting 
 

1. Highway Safety Improvement Program projects need to follow milestone dates set by the 
Caltrans “Project Delivery Requirements for Local Safety Programs” to avoid loss of both existing 
and future funding.  

 
2. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission recently approved a revision to their Project 

Delivery Policy that requires agencies to submit request for authorizations by November 1st. 
 

3. The Caltrans District 9 Office of Local Assistance Chief is Forest Becket effective April 21, 2014. 
 

4. Active Transportation Program applications must first be submitted for statewide call for projects 
to be considered for Kern region’s programming. Project milestone schedules were discussed. 

 
5. April 22, 2014 Score Card – 28% of projects have approved funding authorization; 36% is 

awaiting funding authorization; 36% was not submitted for funding authorization. 
 
Enclosure:   April 22, 2014 Project Accountability Team meeting notes 
        April 22, 2014 Score Card for fiscal year 13/14 
        April 22, 2014 FY 13/14 project list 
        April 11, 2014 TDA Article 3 project list 
 
ACTION:  Information. 



 
Project Accountability Team Meeting 

 
Tuesday, April 21, 2014 

Meeting held at Kern Council of Governments  
 

Attendees: 
Navdip Grewal, Bakersfield 
John Ussery, Bakersfield 
Pedro Nunez, Delano 
Miguel Barcenas, Quad Knopf 

Raquel Pacheco, Kern COG 
Susanne Campbell, Kern COG 
Joe Stramaglia, Kern COG 

 
DRAFT Notes 

 
1. Introductions confirmed attendees. 
 

2. Review Notes – March 18th meeting notes were distributed and no changes requested. 
 
3. Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) Update – Ms. Pacheco reported on a 

discussion regarding the management of existing projects and Caltrans’ strategic planning for 
future HSIP cycles. Caltrans has emphasized the need to increase the lower than expected 
project delivery rate statewide. A one-page handout regarding “constraints and opportunities” 
was provided and reviewed.  

 
The request was made to advise Caltrans that they should set a limit (a specific year) for 
historical accident data. 
 

4. Roundtable presentations – Each agency, represented, gave a project update only if new 
information was available for 2013-2014 projects.  
 
See updates in the project list attached. 

 
MTC’s Delivery Policy regarding request for authorization deadline – At the November 22, 
2014 Kern COG Board meeting, the “Kern COG Project Delivery Policies & Procedures” was 
updated to include a revision to “Chapter 2: Implementation Procedures Overview.” The revised 
policy states that projects in the current fiscal year need to be submitted for funding authorization 
by January 31st.  Ms. Pacheco shared with the group that the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission (MTC) had approved an update to their policy that required agencies to submit 
request for authorizations by November 1st.  
 
Attendees discussed that January 31st was already difficult to meet. Attendees asked if Kern 
COG staff would be updating the Kern COG Policy. Response: Not at this time but it was being 
considered because project delivery rate for the Kern region was still considerably low. Attendees 
discussed the need to work directly with Caltrans Local Assistance staff to see if the November 
1st was acceptable to their process. 
  
Local Assistance Workshop Topic Survey – Kern COG circulated a survey on April 2nd to 
request topics for a future workshop. Only two requests were made. If Caltrans deems that these 
requests are not enough to schedule a workshop, then it will be requested that they attend the 
May 13, 2014 Project Accountability Team meeting via teleconference and respond to the 
questions at that time.  
 
 
 
 



   

 
Page 2/April notes 
 

 
5.  TDA Article 3 Project Status – Each agency, represented, gave a project update only if new 

information was available for the project list. 
 

Mr. Smith reported that there were no changes since the last report. 
 
6.   Announcements –  
 
 New Caltrans District Office Chief – The new Caltrans District 9 Office of Local Assistance 

Chief is Forest Becket effective April 21, 2014. 
 
 Draft 2015 FTIP, 2014 RTP/SCS with RHNA Plan and EIR, Conformity Analysis: Public 

Review Period ends May 6th – Ms. Pacheco reminded agencies to please review their 
respective project records to make sure the information was accurate and to submit corrections 
by the May 6th deadline. 

 
 Active Transportation Program (ATP) – application due May 21st –The reminder was given 

that all projects must first be submitted for consideration into the statewide call for projects in 
order to be considered for the Kern region’s programming. One question received by Kern COG 
staff in particular was regarding the project milestone schedule required in the ATP application. 
The requesting agency asked when was the earliest that an agency would be able to start the 
delivery of a project. Ms. Pacheco provided tentative schedules for inclusion of the statewide 
program of projects and the Kern region program of projects into the 2015 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program. Ms. Pacheco discussed the need for submittal of both an allocation vote 
request and the request for authorization after notification that an agencies’ project was adopted 
by the California Transportation Commission. Mr. Smith is the Kern COG point of contact for the 
ATP call for projects. 

 
 An attendee requested help responding to the ATP application question regarding consistency 

with the Regional Transportation Plan. 
 
7. Conclude Meeting / Next meeting – May 13, 2014 at Kern COG 



 
 

April 22, 2014 
 

 
TO:  TTAC Members and Project Managers 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner III 
 
RE:  Monthly Project Delivery Score Card 
 
 

Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
 

FY 2013-14
No. of

Projects
Preliminary

Engineering Construction
% of 

funding
RSTP 11 $0 $9,270,116
CMAQ 20 $35,400 $9,684,600
TE 8 $158,387 $2,899,331
Transit 0 $0 $0
Totals 39 $193,787 $21,854,047 100%

1.  Not 
    Submitted

No. of
Projects

Preliminary
Engineering Construction

% of 
funding

RSTP 3 $0 $3,958,669
CMAQ 10.5 $0 $3,427,260
TE 4 $102,920 $560,000
Transit 0 $0 $0
Total 17.5 $102,920 $7,945,929 36%

2.  Submitted
No. of

Projects
Preliminary

Engineering Construction
% of 

funding
RSTP 2 $0 $860,124
CMAQ 7 $0 $5,376,749
TE 3 $0 $1,646,000
Transit 0 $0 $0
Total 12 $0 $7,882,873 36%

3.  State/Federal
    Approvals

No. of
Projects

Preliminary
Engineering Construction

% of 
funding

RSTP 6 $0 $4,451,323
CMAQ 2.5 $35,400 $880,591
TE 1 $55,467 $693,331
Transit 0 $0 $0
Total 9.5 $90,867 $6,025,245 28%

       Federal/State $ in FY 13/14

 
 



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Arvin KER120401 STPL‐5370(024)

IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Campus Dr)
$0 $621,765 $707,250

April 2014
2

Bakersfield KER120402 STPL‐5109(203)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Panama Ln, Truxtun 

Ave)

$0 $3,353,579 $3,793,000 March 2014

Feb 2014

3

Bakersfield KER120506

CML‐5109(209), 

(208)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Buena Vista Rd, Jewetta at Reina)

$0 $762,683 $861,500 May 2014

April 2014

1,2

Bakersfield KER120507 CML‐5109(206)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Jewetta Ave, Calloway Dr)

$0 $369,869 $417,800

April 2014

2

Bakersfield KER120508

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL 

DEVICES (H St, White Ln, Stine Rd)
$0 $734,040 $829,150

Jan 2014
2

Bakersfield KER120511

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Old River Rd, Cottonwood Rd, Morning Dr)
$0 $695,575 $785,700

June 2014
1

Bakersfield KER121001

RPSTPLE‐

5109(205)

IN BAKERSFIELD: MT VERNON FROM COLUMBUS ST TO 

UNIVERSITY AVE; LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS
$0 $398,000 $515,565 2a

Cal. City KER120403 STPL‐5399(021)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hacienda Blvd)
$0 $238,359 $341,850

April 2014
2

Cal. City KER120513 CML‐5399(022)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: CALIFORNIA CITY BLVD (SOUTH) AT 

HARVARD AVE; CONSTRUCT COLLEGE STATION PARK‐AND‐

RIDE

$0 $297,060 $335,548

June 2014

1

Delano KER120404

STPCML‐5227

(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hiett Ave)
$0 $541,977 $612,196

done
3

Delano KER120514

STPCML‐5227

(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Albany St and Hiett Ave)
$0 $689,101 $778,382

done
3

GET KER120504 PURCHASE TWO REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES CA‐95‐X244 $0 $1,018,095 $1,150,000 March 2014 2

GET KER120502 PASSIVE SOLAR ELECTRIC CONVERSION SYSTEM $0 $1,064,325 $2,474,337 March 2014 2

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

KCOG KER120412 IN KERN COUNTY:  REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM
$0 $79,677 $90,000

Jan 2014
3

KCOG KER120501 CMLNI‐6087(045) IN KERN COUNTY:  RIDESHARE PROGRAM $0 $191,490 $216,300 Jan 2014 3

Kern Co. KER120405

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Elk Hills Rd)
$0 $3,246,637 $3,672,202

April 2014
1

Kern Co. KER120510

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Merle Haggard Dr at Airport Dr)
$0 $486,800 $550,000

April 2014
1

Kern Co. KER120515

IN TEHACHAPI: ROOST AVE FROM BEAR VALLEY RD TO END; 

SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $300,000 $375,000

May 2014
1

Kern Co. KER120518

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Redrock‐Randsburg Rd)
$0 $1,935,036 $4,216,431

Jan 2014
2

Kern Co. KER121002

IN RIDGECREST: COLLEGE HEIGHTS BLVD FROM DOLPHIN AVE 

TO CERRO COSO COMMUNITY COLLEGE; CONSTRUCT 

PEDESTRIAN PATH AND LANDSCAPE IMPROVE

$0 $0 $48,000
PE: done

in‐house

N/A

Kern Co. KER121003

IN BAKERSFIELD:  CHESTER AVE FROM KERN RIVER PARKWAY 

TO OILDALE TOWN CENTER; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK

$0 $296,000 $380,000

April 2014

1

Kern Co. KER121005

IN ROSAMOND: DIAMOND ST FROM ROSAMOND BLVD TO 

ORANGE ST; CON SIDEWALK & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS, 

STREETLIGHTS, RESTRIPE RD, & BIKE LANES

$0 $1,000,000 $1,300,000

Jan 2014

2a

Kern Co. KER121006

IN AND NEAR LOST HILLS: SR 46 FROM 0.1 MILE WEST OF 

CALIFORNIA AQUEDUCT TO LOST HILLS RD; CONSTRUCT 

SIDEWALK

$0 $264,000 $351,000

April 2014

1

Kern Co. KER121007

IN BAKERSFIELD: BERNARD ST FROM HALEY ST TO MT 

VERNON AVE; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALKS
$0 $248,000 $316,000

Jan 2014
2a

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

McFarland KER120406 STPL‐5343(005)

IN MCFARLAND: W KERN AVE FROM WEST OF FRONTAGE RD 

TO EAST OF 2ND ST; PEDESTRIAN / LANDSCAPE 

IMPROVEMENTS

$0 $293,453 $331,473

Jan 2014

3

Ridgecrest KER120407 STPL‐5385(047)

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (S. China Lake Blvd)

$0 $539,646 $686,754

April 2014

1

Ridgecrest KER120519 CML‐5385(046)

IN RIDGECREST: SOUTH SUNLAND DR FROM UPJOHN AVE TO 

BOWMAN RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $440,226 $497,262

May 2014
1

Ridgecrest KER120520

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (China Lake Blvd)
$0 $309,000 $350,000

May 2014
1

Shafter KER120408 STPL‐5281(019)

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (West Los Angeles 

Ave)

$0 $182,637 $307,000

done

3

Taft KER120409 STPL‐5193(035)

IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Center St)
$0 $172,386 $224,274

March 2014
2

Taft KER121008

IN TAFT: SUNSET RAILROAD CORRIDOR FROM 2ND ST TO SR 

119; CONSTRUCT BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH
$86,985 $0 $99,000 2a

Tehachapi KER120523 CML‐5184(021) IN TEHACHAPI: CURRY ST AT VALLEY BLVD; GUTTER REMOVAL
$35,400 $391,300 $482,000

PE‐ done

CON‐ June
3,1

Tehachapi KER121009

RPSTPLE‐

5184(022)

IN TEHACHAPI: TEHACHAPI BLVD FROM SNYDER AVE TO 

DENNISON RD; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK, PEDESTRIAN 

LIGHTING, & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

$15,935 $0 $18,000

April 2014

2a

Wasco KER121010 STPE‐P043(044)

IN WASCO: SR43 FROM POSO DRIVE TO FILBURN AVE; 

CONSTRUCT LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS
$55,467 $693,331 $845,812

done
3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). [Bakersfield, Kern 

County, Ridgecrest]

HSIPL‐5109(202) Bakersfield: 20 pedestrian countdown heads $0 $116,000 $129,000 done 3

HSIPL‐5950(374) Kern County: Patton Way $0 $144,000 $180,000 done 3

HSIPL‐5950(375) Kern County: Roberts Ln/Oildale Dr $0 $109,000 $139,000 done 3

HSIPL‐5385(049) Ridgecrest: China Lake Blvd/Bowman Rd $0 $396,000 $440,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(050) Ridgecrest: Drummond Ave $0 $263,700 $293,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(051) Ridgecrest: 7 intersections upgrade traffic signals
$0 $383,400 $426,000

PE ‐ done

CON ‐ June 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(052) Ridgecrest: 12 intersections install signs
$0 $475,200 $528,000

PE ‐ done

CON ‐ June 3,1

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐SAFE 

ROUTES TO SCHOOL FEDERAL PROGRAM. [Delano, Kern 

County, Ridgecrest, Taft, Wasco]

Delano: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐001 $0 $393,600 $393,600 April 2014 1

Kern County: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐007 $0 $263,000 $263,000 1

Kern County: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐008 $0 $213,000 $213,000 1

SRTSL‐5385(045) Ridgecrest: Various locations SRTS3‐09‐002 $0 $583,400 $583,400 done 3,3

SRTSLNI‐

5193(034) Taft: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐011
$0 $457,400 $457,400

Nov 2013 2

SRTSL‐5287(034) Wasco: SRTS Plan SRTS3‐06‐015 $0 $165,000 $165,000 done 3

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). [Arvin, Bakersfield, 

California City, Delano, Tehachapi]

Arvin: Bear Mountain/Derby HSIP6‐06‐001 $0 $163,000 $181,112 May 2014 1

Bakersfield: 60 intersection HSIP6‐06‐002 $0 $42,800 $47,556 March 2014 A

California City: California City Blvd HSIP6‐09‐001 $0 $91,400 $101,556 2

Delano: Cecil Ave/Albany St HSIP6‐06‐004 $0 $72,200 $80,223 April 2014 1

Tehachapi:  HSIP6‐09‐002 $0 $312,800 $347,556 March 2014 2

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Various KER110601

Various KER110602

Various KER140601
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Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Project Status
Status Code:  1=Not Started  2=Under Construction  3=Completed

Jurisdiction Auth. Auth Project Name Funding Status Code
Date Order

Arvin 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Rack $1,000 1

Bakersfield 9/18/2008 MO#08-06 Bike Bakersfield Safety Program $42,000 2 On-going
Bakersfield 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Columbus from River to Haley (I of II $26,892 2 Partial billing paid
Bakersfield 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Brundage from Oleander to "H" (I of II) $20,733 2 Partial billing paid
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Columbus from River to Haley (II of II) $60,008 2
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Brundage from Oleander to "H" (II of II) $46,267 2
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Lane on Akers btwn McKee-Wilson (I of II) $112,149 1

California City 9/20/07 MO#07-03 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

California City 10/15/09 MO#09-01 Hacienda Blvd Phase 1 (I of II) $132,082 2
Design Completed, Construction anticipated
in summer 2013

California City 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Hacienda Blvd Phase 1 (II of II) $132,082 2
Design Completed, Construction anticipated
in summer 2014

California City 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Hacienda Blvd Phase 2 $175,000 2
Design Completed, Construction anticipated
in summer 2015

$307,082
Delano  (No Projects)

Kern County 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (I of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Niles from Virgina to Oswell (I of III $51,862 1 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Oak Creek Bikepath from Koch to Deaver (II of II) $135,000 3 Completed
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (II of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (III of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Niles from Virgina to Oswell (II of III) $146,507 2 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped on Niles btwn Lynwood and Morning (Iof II) $15,000 1 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014

Maricopa 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

McFarland 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Safety Projgram $1,000 1
McFarland 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bicycle Parking $1,000 1

Ridgecrest 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bowman Road Bikepath on Richmond (I of II) $106,275 2 Project going to design
Ridgecrest 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bowman Road Bikepath on Richmond (II of II) $156,109 2

Shafter 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (I of III) $25,617 1 Awaiting funding phasing
Shafter 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (II of III) $79,264 1 Awaiting funding phasing
Shafter 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (III of III) $79,264 1



Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Project Status
Status Code:  1=Not Started  2=Under Construction  3=Completed

Jurisdiction Auth. Auth Project Name Funding Status Code
Date Order

Taft 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (I of III) $85,190 2 In Design, Billed $41,493.63 on May 31, 2012
Taft 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (II of III) $139,716 2 In Design
Taft 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Rack at Oil Monument $1,000 3 Completed
Taft 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (III of III) $139,716 2 In Design
Taft 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Rack $1,000 1

Tehachapi 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Bicycle Parking Rack $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Bicycle Safety Program $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Bike Rack at Manzanita Park $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Davis Street Sidewalk $55,000 2 In Design
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Master Plan Implementation Phase I $160,000 1
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Safety Program $1,000 1
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Parking Rack $1,000 1
Tehachapi 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Locker at airport $2,400 1

Wasco 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1
Wasco 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Pedestrian Improvements on 7th Street $23,507 1 Funded in full
Wasco 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

Current as of April11, 2014
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May 15, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Peter Smith, 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT:       TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM H. 
 Resolution No. 14-14 of support for Kern COG’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) 

planning grant application and its member agencies’ ATP infrastructure and non-
infrastructure grant applications 

 
 DESCRIPTION: 
 
Caltrans initiated the Active Transportation Program (ATP) Call for Projects on March 21, 2014 and 
applications are due to Caltrans by May 21, 2014. Once the state has reviewed, ranked and chosen 
projects to fund using statewide discretional ATP revenue, regional agencies will select additional projects 
from the same state-submitted applications using regional-share ATP programming capacity. 
 
Discussion: 
 
In accordance with Kern Council of Governments (KCOG) Draft Regional Transportation Plan 2014, 
KCOG staff has prepared an ATP grant application for $300,000 to fund a county-wide Active 
Transportation Plan that will inventory county-wide pedestrian and bicycle facilities and amenities, identify 
gaps and needs, and recommend and prioritize projects to meet the identified gaps and needs. Once the 
final plan is adopted, it will aid member agencies throughout the county by providing current technical 
data to enhance their efforts in applying for infrastructure grant monies available in future ATP funding 
programming. Because of the limited time to meet the grant application deadline, this item has not been 
reviewed by the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. 
 
Action:   
 
Adopt Resolution No. 14-14 supporting Kern COG’s ATP Planning grant applications and member 
agencies’ ATP grant applications county wide.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 
  
  
 



 
 
 

BERFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN  

 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-14 
 
In the matter of: 
 
Kern COG support of Fiscal Year 2014 Active Transportation Program (ATP) Planning, Infrastructure and 
Non-Infrastructure Applications. 
 

WHEREAS, Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) is the designated Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency (RTPA) pursuant to state law and the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(MPO) pursuant to federal law for Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is the MPO responsible for maintaining a continuing, cooperative, and 
comprehensive transportation planning process; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, 
Statutes of 2013) and Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes of 2013 to encourage increased use of 
active modes of transportation, such as biking and walking, and 

 
WHEREAS, Kern COG has adopted a Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and Procedures Update 

to implement Active Transportation Program projects; and 
 

WHEREAS, the goals of the Active Transportation Program are incorporated in Kern COG’s Draft 
2014 Regional Transportation Plan as follows: 

 
Kern COG’s Draft 2014 Regional Transportation Plan sets the near-term goals (2014-20200 as: 
Encourage COG member jurisdictions to implement their adopted local bicycle plans and to incorporate 
bicycle facilities into local transportation projects. Continue to seek funding for bicycle and pedestrian 
projects for local, state, and federal sources. Continue to seek funding to maintain existing bikeway and 
pedestrian facilities. Promote the purchase and construction of bicycle racks and lockers for Kern County 
multimodal stations. Promote the inclusion of bike tie-down and racks on commuter trains and buses. 
Fund updated bicycle plans for incorporated cities. Fund a Pedestrian Facilities Plan for County of Kern 
as well as incorporated cities; and 

 
WHEREAS, a Kern Region Active Transportation Program Plan would assist Kern COG member 

agencies in the preparation of future Active Transportation Program infrastructure grant applications; 
  
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Kern COG supports its staff’s’ efforts to apply for 

Active Transportation Program funds to fund a countywide Active Transportation Program Plan that will 
inventory existing bicycle and pedestrian modes and facilities, identify gaps in the existing infrastructure 
and recommend cost –effective solutions, and prioritize/rank projects to implement the recommended 
solutions. Kern COG also supports its member agencies’ efforts to apply for Active Transportation 
Program funds for infrastructure and non-infrastructure projects countywide. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 

 
AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 15th DAY OF MAY 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
        ______________________________ 
        Harold Hanson, Chairman 
        Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 
 
I hereby certify the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the 15th day of May 2014. 
 
______________________________  ______________________________ 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director  Date: 
Kern Council of Governments 
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May 15, 2014 
 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Joseph Stramaglia, 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER V. 

KCOG PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY AND PROCEDURES UPDATE FOR THE  
  ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM 
   
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. Chapter 6 of the Kern COG Project Delivery Policy and 
Procedures requires an update to include the California Transportation Commission approved policy. 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Active Transportation Program was created by Senate Bill 99 (Chapter 359, Statutes of 2013) and 
Assembly Bill 101 (Chapter 354, Statutes of 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of 
transportation, such as biking and walking. The California Transportation Commission developed the 
guidelines in consultation with the statewide Active Transportation Program Workgroup which 
consisted of representatives from Caltrans, other government agencies, and active transportation 
stakeholder organizations with expertise in pedestrian and bicycle issues, including Safe Routes to 
School programs. The California Transportation Commission has developed Active Transportation 
Program Guidelines for statewide implementation and the guidelines were adopted on March 20, 
2014. A Caltrans Call for Projects subsequently followed on March 21, 2014.  
 
The California Transportation Commission Active Transportation Program Guidelines describe the 
policy, standards, criteria, and procedures for the development, adoption and management of the 
Active Transportation Program. Now that the state guidelines are adopted, the Kern COG Project 
Delivery Policy and Procedures document requires an update for the inclusion of the new Active 
Transportation Program and removal of the Transportation Enhancement Program references. 
 
Attached for your recommendation for approval is a final draft of the Kern COG policy update. The 
draft version was circulated during the month of March and April and no comments have been 
received to date. Kern COG staff is requesting a recommendation for adoption in May by the Kern 
COG Board of Directors. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval. 
 
ACTION:  Approve the KCOG Project Delivery Policy and Procedures Update for the Active 
  Transportation Program. VOICE VOTE. 
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Background 

On July 6, 2012, “Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP‐21)” was signed into 
law. Section 1122 of MAP‐21 established the Transportation Alternatives Program  (TAP), Safe 
Routes to School Program and Federal Lands Program. Subsequently, on September 26, 2013 
the Governor of California signed  legislation creating the Active Transportation Program (ATP) 
(Senate Bill 99, Chapter 359 and Assembly Bill 101, Chapter 354)  in response to MAP‐21. This 
legislation  requires  the  California  Transportation  Commission  (CTC),  in  consultation with  an 
Active  Transportation  Program  Workgroup,  to  develop  program  guidelines.  CTC  guidelines 
describe  the  policy,  standards,  criteria,  and  procedures  for  the  development,  adoption  and 
management  of  the  Active  Transportation  Program.  The  goals  of  the  Active  Transportation 
Program are to: 
 

• Increase the proportion of biking and walking trips; 

• Increase safety for non‐motorized users; 

• Increase mobility for non‐motorized users; 

• Advance the efforts of regional agencies to achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals; 

• Enhance  public  health,  including  the  reduction  of  childhood  obesity  through  the  use  of 
projects eligible for Safe Routes to Schools Program funding; 

• Ensure disadvantaged communities fully share in program benefits (25% of program); and 

• Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active transportation users. 
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Federal TAP 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 
required  mitigation  and  normal  transportation  projects,  and  the  project  must  be  directly 
related  to  the  transportation  system. The projects  should have a quality‐of‐life benefit while 
providing the greatest benefit to the greatest number of people. All projects using this funding 
shall be included in the FTIP either by amendment or as part of the biennial update. All projects 
funded with TAP  shall be  subject  to  the eligibility  requirements defined  in Title 23 and  their 
interpretation by state and federal agencies.  
 
Eligible activities ‐ Funds may be used for projects or activities that are related to surface transportation 
and described in the definition of “Transportation Alternatives.” [23 USC 101(a)(29)]. 
 

• Construction,  planning,  and  design  of  on‐road  and  off‐road  trail  facilities  for  pedestrians, 
bicyclists, and other non‐motorized forms of transportation; 

• Construction,  planning,  and  design  of  infrastructure‐related  projects  and  systems  that  will 
provide  safe  routes  for  non‐drivers,  including  children,  older  adults,  and  individuals  with 
disabilities to access daily needs; 

• Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails for pedestrians, bicyclists, or other 
non‐motorized transportation users; 

• Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas; 

• Community  improvement  activities,  including—  inventory,  control,  or  removal  of  outdoor 
advertising; 

• Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities; 

• Vegetation management practices  in  transportation  rights‐of‐way  to  improve  roadway  safety, 
prevent against invasive species, and provide erosion control; and 

• Archaeological  activities  relating  to  impacts  from  implementation  of  a  transportation  project 
eligible under 23 USC; and 

• Any environmental mitigation activity,  including pollution prevention and pollution abatement 
activities and mitigation  to— address  storm‐water management,  control, and water pollution 
prevention or abatement related to highway construction or due to highway runoff; or 

• Reduce  vehicle‐caused  wildlife  mortality  or  to  restore  and  maintain  connectivity  among 
terrestrial or aquatic habitats. 

 
In addition to defined Transportation Alternatives, the following programs continue to be eligible: 

• The Recreational Trails Program under 23 USC 206; 

• The Safe Routes to School Program; and  

• Planning, designing, or constructing boulevards and other roadways  largely  in the right‐of‐way 
of former Interstate System routes or other divided highways; and 

• Workforce development, training, and education activities. 
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Careful consideration should be given to whether an activity  falls within the eligibilities created under 
TAP. Ineligible Activities include the following: 
 

• State or MPO administrative purposes, except for SRTS administration, and administrative costs 
of the State permitted for RTP set‐aside funds; 

• Promotional activities, except as permitted under the SRTS; 

• General recreation and park facilities, playground equipment, sports fields, campgrounds, picnic 
areas and pavilions; and  

• Routine maintenance and operations. 
 

State ATP Policy 
 
The  California  Transportation  Commission  adopted  guidelines  for  the Active  Transportation  Program 
and Caltrans has developed and  implemented the  information to  identify, rank and select projects for 
funding. This information may be found at:   http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/. Kern COG’s 
regional process is subject to the approved guidelines set forth by the Commission. 
 

ATP Regional Delivery Policy  

Acting  in  the  capacity  as  the  federally  designated Metropolitan  Planning Organization,  Kern 
COG shall perform several functions, in collaboration with the CTC, to identify and deliver ATP 
projects.   Policies and procedures set  forth  in this section are  intended to maximize the Kern 
Region’s  opportunities  to  receive  both  state  discretionary  ATP  funding  and  the  Regional 
minimum  guarantee  share.  The  following  regional  policy  elements  are  provided  below  are 
intended  to  compliment  state policy and maximize  regional  funding opportunities within  the 
ATP and other related programs. 
 

• Because there is both a state discretionary and regional share funding component to the 
CTC adopted ATP policy, all member agency applications shall be submitted to the State 
Call for Projects before being considered for the regional share of the program.  

• A  regional  call  for  projects  shall  not  be  separate  from  the  state’s  adopted  Call  for 
Projects adopted  timeline  ‐ applications  sent  to  the  state  should also be  sent  to Kern 
COG as prescribed in the state approved guidelines.   

• Adopted regional policy and procedural guidance shall be subject to the states approved 
policies and guidance. Regional flexibility shall be prescribed by the CTC. 

• Kern COG shall reference ranking and processing criteria as approved by the CTC. 

• When developing a  regional program of projects, Kern COG  shall consider and accept 
the ranking status of projects previously ranked by state officials. 
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• Kern COG shall  integrate  its development of a regional Program of Projects consistent 
with CTC adopted timelines for a statewide call for projects. 

• For purposes of developing a regional Program of Projects, Kern COG shall form a sub‐
committee made of regional agencies and community stakeholders as prescribed in the 
adopted CTC guidelines.   

 

ATP Call for Projects and Programming Timeline 

 Kern COG shall  issue a concurrent ATP Call for Projects announcement to members of the 
Transportation  Technical  Advisory  Committee  (TTAC)  and  Transportation  Planning  Policy 
Committee (TPPC) meetings in conjunction with the Caltrans ATP Call for Projects. 

 Kern  COG  shall  distribute  the  application  form,  application  instructions,  access  to  the 
adopted Kern COG and CTC Policy Guidelines,  integrated timeline, and a clear explanation 
that Kern region applications require submittal to the state’s process prior to consideration 
of regional funding. 

 Applications not submitted to the Caltrans ATP Call for Projects will not be considered for 
regional funding. The CTC Guidelines require that all applications sent to Caltrans are to be 
sent to the associated regional agency. 

 Kern COG shall organize a Review Committee consisting of volunteers from the TTAC, TPPC 
and community stakeholders as prescribed by adopted CTC ATP guidelines.  

 The Review Committee will analyze applications, Caltrans comments, and regional funding 
available to Kern COG. The Review Committee will not re‐rank applications. 

 The applications forwarded to the regions by Caltrans that are recommended for funding at 
the regional level shall be electronically forwarded by Kern COG to the Review Committee. 

 Kern COG shall establish a meeting date for the Review Committee may review and discuss 
the applications with others and discuss the merits of each application. Recommendations 
will be made to Kern COG staff for the regional Program of Projects. 

 After all applications are discussed, projects are prioritized from highest to lowest Caltrans 
scores. Projects are funded as allowed by CTC adopted regional ATP program levels.  

 Kern COG staff shall prepare a staff report to the TTAC and TPPC presenting a proposed ATP 
regional Program of Projects based on the recommendations of the Review Committee.  

 After  regional approval,  the  regional ATP Program of Projects  is submitted  to  the CTC  for 
their  approval  at  the prescribed  time; once  approved by  the CTC,  approved projects  are 
incorporated into the Federal Transportation Improvement Program.  
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 Eligibility and programming of ATP projects are  subject  to adopted ATP Guidelines,  state 
review and federal review during all phases of the advancement process. 

 Kern COG ATP policies and procedures may be revised, updated, or otherwise modified at 
the discretion of the Kern COG Board of Directors and through state and federal updates.  

 

Figure  6‐A  provides  a  list  of  events  and  dates  leading  up  to  the  programming  of  new  ATP 
projects  in the FTIP. Dates are specific because of the state’s first call for projects occurring  in 
2014. Additional elements are adding to expand on the regional role in the process. 
 
 

Figure 6‐A: ATP Milestones for Project Application Submittal and Approval 

ATP Milestones 
March 20, 2014  Commission adopts Active Transportation Program Guidelines 

March 21, 2014  CTC initiates Call for Projects 

March 22, 2014  KCOG concurrently initiates  Call for Projects – send out notification of 
state call for projects and its link to the regional process 

May 21, 2014  Project applications are due to Caltrans 

May 21, 2014  Large MPOs submit optional guidelines to Caltrans 

Month of May, 2014  KCOG Requests volunteers for Review Committee 

June 25, 2014  Commission approves or rejects MPO guidelines 

Month of July, 2014  KCOG distributes applications to Review Committee for their review 

August 8, 2014  Staff recommendation for program of projects   

August 20, 2014  Commission adopts statewide program of projects 

August 20, 2014  Unfunded applications forwarded to large MPOs based on location 

Week of August 25, 2014  KCOG conducts Review Committee Workshop to develop regional list 
of projects  for  regional approval at September 3 TTAC meeting and 
September 18 Board meeting. 

September 30, 2014  Deadline for MPO project recommendations to the Commission 

November 2014  Commission adopts MPO selected projects 
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  May 15, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
   
FROM:  Ahron HakimiI 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY:   Rob Ball, Director of Planning 
         Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner 
          Becky Napier, Regional Planner 
          Vincent Liu, Regional Planner 
          Rochelle Invina, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER VI. 

2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program, 2014 Regional Transportation Plan, 
Draft Environmental Impact Report, Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan, Air Quality 
Conformity Analysis Comment Period  
 

DESCRIPTION:   
 
The 55 day public review period for long and near term federal transportation documents began March 
12, 2014 and ended at 5 P.M. May 6, 2014.  The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has 
reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program is a near-term list of transportation projects, 
while the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is a long-term blueprint for transportation projects. 
The Draft Environmental Impact Report contains a summary of alternatives considered on pages 5.0-71 
through 5.0-73. The Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan provides the housing share for each 
jurisdiction in the Kern region for the next nine years (Appendix H of the Draft 2014 Regional 
Transportation Plan). The Air Quality Conformity Analysis demonstrates that both the near- and long-term 
lists will not delay the region’s efforts to improve the air. A concurrent 55-day public review period was 
held for all documents from March 12, 2014 through May 6, 2014. At the time of the writing of this staff 
report, Kern COG had received thirty written comments and twenty-eight oral comments.  Comments are 
generally related to support for specific 2014 RTP Alternatives, farmland conservation, habitat 
conservation, infill development and development within existing communities.  A summary of public 
comments received will be incorporated into the final documentation as appropriate. Final consideration 
of all documents is scheduled for the June 19, 2014 Kern COG Board meeting.   
 
Proposed Upcoming Timeline: 
Date    Action 
 
June 4, 2014 Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and Regional Planning Advisory 

Committee review and consider recommending approval; 
June 19, 2014 Transportation Planning Policy Committee review and consider adoption; 
June 27, 2014 Final documents with response to comments sent to state and federal agencies for 

approval 
December 2014 Anticipated federal approval of Conformity, near-term and long-term documents 
 
ACTION:  Information. 
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AGENDA 
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                                                      THURSDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                           JUNE 19, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                                 6:30 P.M. 
WEB SITE: www.kerncog.org                  
 
6:00 P.M.  KERN COG WORKSHOP:     REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) AND FREIGHT  
 
DISCLAIMER:  This agenda includes the proposed actions and activities, with respect to each agenda item, as 
of the date of posting.  As such, it does not preclude the Committee from taking other actions on items on the 
agenda, which are different or in addition to those recommended. 
   
I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:    
 
II. ROLL CALL: Flores, Hanson, Wood, Aguirre, Wilke, Cantu, Holloway, Johnston, Linder, Smith, 

Wegman, Couch, Scrivner, Kiernan, Miller, Silver 
 
III. PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members may 
respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask a question for clarification, 
make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 
meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES, WITH THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIR 
TO EXTEND THE TIME LIMIT AS DEEMED APPROPRIATE FOR CONDUCTING THE MEETING. 
PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 
PRESENTATION.  

 
 Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the 

Transportation Planning Policy Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street Suite 300; 
Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 861-2191.  Every effort will be made to reasonably 
accommodate individuals with disabilities by making meeting materials available in alternative formats. 
Requests for assistance should be made at least three (3) working days in advance whenever possible. 

 
IV. CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT: All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 
no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion 
is desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the 
listed sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning 
the item before action is taken.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 
A. Approval of Minutes – May 15, 2014  

 
B. Response to Public Comments (None) 

 
C. FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim – North of the River Recreation and Park District 

for $966,047 (Snoddy) 
 

Comment: FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for North of the 
River Recreation and Park District (NOR) for $966,047. NOR is the Consolidated 
Transportation Service Agency (CTSA) for metro-Bakersfield and provides demand-response 
transit service for elderly or disabled residents. The Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee has reviewed this item.  
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Action: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for North of the River Recreation and 
Park District in the amount of $966,047 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-15. 
ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

D. Memorandum of Understanding with the City of Delano (Snoddy) 
 

Comment: As the metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for the Kern region, Kern COG is 
required to coordinate the planning activities of local jurisdictions within the region. The City of 
Delano conducts public transportation planning for the City of Delano. This MOU, defines a 
planning relationship between Kern COG and the City of Delano. Kern County Counsel has 
reviewed this document. 
 
Action: Approve Memorandum of Understanding with the City of Delano and authorize Chair to 
sign. VOICE VOTE 
 

E. Memorandum of Understanding with the Division of Mass Transportation Caltrans 
(Snoddy) 

 
Comment: “Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century’ (MAP 21) presented the option for 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) with Large Urbanized Areas (UZAs) to assume 
regional administration of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5310 Enhanced 
Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities program. County Counsel has reviewed this 
document. 
 
Action: Approve memorandum of understanding with Division of Mass Transportation Caltrans 
and authorize the Executive Director to sign. VOICE VOTE  
 

F. Project Accountability Team Report (Pacheco) 
 

 Comment: Routine report on the monthly project status meeting held to discuss project 
implementation issues and to develop solutions for CMAQ, RSTP, TE, Transit, and TDA Article 
3 projects. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

G. Kern Council of Governments’ updated Federal Transit Administration Title VI Policy 
(Snoddy) 

 
Comment: A review and adoption of Kern Council of Governments’ updated Title VI Policy. 
Kern County Counsel has reviewed these documents. 
 
Action: Adopt Resolution No. 14-16 updating Kern COG’s Title VI Program including: KCOG 
Complaint Report 2014, Title VI Complaint Form 2014, Limited English Proficiency Plan (LEP) 
and KCOG’s adopted Title VI Environmental Justice Policy into Kern Council of Governments’ 
Title VI Policy. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

H. Final Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) (Invina) 
 

Comment: The Final Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan will be included as an 
appendix to the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan. The Regional Planning Advisory 
Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

*** END CONSENT CALENDAR - ROLL CALL VOTE *** 
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V. FINAL 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM, FINAL 2014 REGIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION PLAN, AND FINAL PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, REGIONAL 
HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN AND CORRESPONDING CONFORMITY ANALYSIS (Napier) 

 
Comment: The Final 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program, 2014 Regional Transportation Plan 
(2014 RTP) including Appendix H to the RTP, the Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan (RHNA Plan), and 
the Final Program Environmental Impact Report (Final PEIR), are submitted for review by the Kern COG 
Board of Directors and the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  These items have been reviewed by 
the Regional Planning Advisory Committee and the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee.   
 

Action:  
1.  Certify the Final PEIR for the 2014 RTP/SCS and authorize the Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-17 
2. Adopt the CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations, and the Mitigation           

       Monitoring and Reporting Program and authorize the Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-17;  
3. Adopt the 2015 FTIP, 2014 RTP/SCS, 2014 RHNA Plan, and Conformity Analysis for the 2015 FTIP and 

       2014 RTP/SCS; and authorize the Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-19; ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

VI. BOARD MEMBER’S MEETING REPORTS: (None) 
 

VII.      CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress)  
 
VIII.     EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  (Report on Projects and Programs in Progress) 

 
IX. MEMBER STATEMENTS: On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a 

brief report on their own activities.  In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for 
clarification on any matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request 
staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any 
member thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. 

 
X. ADJOURNMENT 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 
 Minutes of Meeting of May 15, 2014 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM MAY 15, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 6:30 P.M. 
                                                                                                                                                                              
The meeting was called to order by Vice Chair Jennifer Wood at approximately 6:30 p.m. 
 
    I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 
 
   II. ROLL CALL: 

Members Present:  Flores, Wood, Pascual, Holloway, Linder, Smith, Wegman, Couch, Scrivner, Silver, 
Kiernan 
Members Absent:  Hanson, Wilke, Cantu, Johnston,  Miller   
Alternates: Florez, Marquez 

 Others:  20 
Staff:  Hakimi, Collins, Ball, Phipps, Pacheco, Urata, Heimer, Hightower, and Hall 
 
Chair stated we have several speakers here that would like to direct the Board regarding the 2014 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and its associated documents. Please note that we have an item 
addressing that issue on the first agenda. She ask that those people interested in commenting on the 
RTP wait until Item VI. is addressed by staff. After that Laurie Collins will be calling three speakers at a 
time by name to the podium. Thank you. 
  

III.   PUBLIC COMMENTS:  This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 
any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members   may 
respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask a question for clarification; make 
a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 
meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES, WITH THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIR TO 
EXTEND THE TIME LIMIT AS DEEMED APPROPRIATE FOR CONDUCTING THE MEETING. PLEASE 
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.  

 
  Commander Tim Molansen gave the monthly briefing on the contract between Kern COG and the 

Sheriff’s Office for highway cleanup. To date, from August 2013 to present a total of 167 job sites have 
been completed, with just over 1000 hours of inmate labor. The work crews have collected 564,190 
pounds of debris and trash from the roadways. Thursday of last week we reacted to request from the 
Kern COG office from representative of Ridgecrest and the crew hit a 3½ mile stretch of 178 and 395 out 
in the Ridgecrest area. For the month of May, deputies have stopped 13 vehicles for untarped loads, with 
six citations being issued and seven warnings. We can do better, our goal for next month when we come 
to address this council, hopefully those numbers are a little higher. A total of $30,662.64 has been billed 
to Kern COG under the contract thus far. 

    
  IV.  CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:  All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 
no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion is 
desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the listed 
sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning the 
item before action is taken. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
  A. Approval of Minutes – April 17, 2014  

     B. Response to Public Comments (None) 
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   C. Authorization to Award Contract – 2012 Kern On-Call Transportation Model Support 
     D.     Program Supplement – Regional Traffic Count Program 

E. KCOG – Active Transportation Program – Regional Actions 
F. Call for Projects: Transportation Development Act – Article 3 Program Due July 15, 2014 
G. Project Accountability Team Report 
H, Resolution No. 14-14 of Support for Kern COG’s Active Transportation Program (ATP) Planning 

Grant Application and its Member Agencies’ ATP Infrastructure and Non-infrastructure Grant 
Applications 

 
 *** END CONSENT CALENDAR*** 
 
MOTION BY DIRECTOR LINDER, second by Director Smith, TO APPROVE THE CONSENT 
CALENDAR. Motion carried with a roll call vote. 
 

V. KERN COG PROJECT DELIVERY POLICY AND PROCEDURES UPDATE FOR THE ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION PLAN (ATP) 
 
Mr. Ball stated that this item is an action item for you tonight, it is the third time you have had a chance to 
see it. This is the Active Transportation Program which was created under Senate Bill 99 and deals with 
bike and pedestrian infrastructure. You formerly knew it as the Transportation Enhancement Program or 
TE. The California Transportation Commission has adopted Active Transportation guidelines and we are 
updating our project delivery guidelines to incorporate those new guidelines for this program into our 
policies and procedures. This item has been to the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) 
twice in March and April and we have received no comments. At their last meeting the TTAC 
recommended approval of this item. 
 
MOTION BY DIRECTOR SMITH, second by Director Linder, TO APPROVE THE KERN COG PROJECT 
DELIVERY POLICY AND PROCEDURES UPDATE FOR THE ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 
PROGRAM. Motion carried with a voice vote. 

 
VI. 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM, 2014 REGIONAL 

TRANSPORTATION PLAN, DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, REGIONAL HOUSING 
NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN, AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS COMMENT PERIOD 

 
Mr. Ball stated that you are all very well familiar with this item, it is back to you now the third straight 
month, as you know last month we had a public hearing related to this item and since then we have 
closed the 55 day public review period for this long and near term Federal Transportation Planning 
document. The comment period ended on May 6th and next to your folders in a large binder clip of copies 
of all the comments that were received during that review period as well as in the agenda minutes from 
the last meeting are all the written comments that were received at the last Board meeting. We also have 
public comments from our public hearing in California City. The next opportunity for the TTAC and the 
Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) to review this item is June 4th, they will be looking at both 
the comments and the response to the comments that we received during the public review period and 
considering a recommendation on this item that you will see at next month’s Board meeting on June 19th. 
This is an information item tonight, but there are some speakers that would like to comment on this.  
 
Ms. Collins called Ted James, Jennifer Pitcher and Betsy Ramsey.  
 
Mr. Ted James, a local planning consultant and also has been retained by Tejon Ranch said as was 
indicated next month you will have the RTP sustainable communities strategy before you for approval as 
well as certification of the environmental impact report. As a former County Planning Director with years 
of local government experience he comes to you tonight to indicate to you the prefer plan developed by 
your COG staff as the one that should be supported. It provides an important vehicle for funding future 
road and transit and other improvement projects. It’s complimentary with local county and city general 
plans, it will work with those, but it also is not a business as usual plan, it will promote sustainable 
practices, greater increase of focus on pedestrian bikeways, transit funding as well as dealing with our  
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important road infrastructure. The important thing is that COG staff made it comply with the state Air 
Resources Board standards for reducing greenhouse gas. There are special interest groups that have 
testified before you in the past and will be testifying before you in the future and they will be bringing up 
alternative concepts. You will hear of an intensified plan, a 33% plan and a 100% infill plan. At looking at 
those various plans, they do not fit with the character of this community. Several of these plans would 
require that local city and county general plans would have to be amended. The important thing is that 
there is an emphasis on infill and urban core downtown development that the infrastructure is not there to 
support – schools, parks, road widening would be required, possibly new waste water treatment facilities. 
The other concept is that it is contrary to the real estate market. You are going to hear about concepts 
that belong in downtown San Francisco and southern California, not here in the Bakersfield community. 
His point is that the preferred plan, and you are going to hear several comments from various 
representatives of the business community tonight, is the one that we’re advocating that you support. 
 
Vice Chair reminded everyone that there is a two minute limit on comments. 
 
Ms. Jennifer Pitcher, from Kern Citizens for Sustainable Government said that she’s here representing 
her 15 board members, 14 of which live in Bakersfield and one in Shafter and she herself was born and 
raised in Bakersfield and where she plans on raising her family one day. We support the 2014 RTP SCS 
like Mr. James said, they believe that the decisions should be kept local and be driven by the local 
economy and the local community and not by outside forces. This is simply not how we live here in 
Bakersfield. She said she has lived in large cities before, they were fun but she does not like them at all 
and that is why she chooses to live in Bakersfield and choosing to live here for the rest of her life. 
 
Ms. Betsy Ramsey said she is a local resident and has been one for the past 15 years and is here to 
support the 2014 RTP SCS. She has seen this community grow during the many years she has been 
here, it has developed very well for what this community is and the issues it faces. Based on the very 
strong oil and ag influence here, it is best that any planning be done at the local level and not be outside 
influences who may not fully appreciate the land requirement by these industries. Therefore she urges 
you to support the preferred plan. 
 
Ms.Collins said the next three speakers are: Mike Turnipseed, Jeffrey Gutierrez and Jess Frederick. 
 
Mr. Michael Turnipseed representing Kern Tax said that it has already been said but he wants to 
emphasize the fact that we are a rural based economy. Over 70% of Kern County’s economy is from the 
oil, gas and agriculture and those are not in downtown Bakersfield. On top of that then you take the 
prisons located in Delano, Wasco, Taft and Tehachapi and most of the employees don’t live in those 
towns they drive there. Most of our economy is just the opposite of everybody else. Bakersfield is a 
bedroom community for our rural businesses and industries, and it’s very important that any decision you 
make to keep that in mind.  
 
Mr. Jeff Gutierrez said that he is a lifelong resident of Bakersfield and Kern County and he owns a local 
civil engineering and land surveying company. He’d like to advocate today for Kern COG’s 2014 RTP 
SCS and would like to say that he has full confidence that our local COG working with our county and city 
members can do a more than adequate job, a spectacular job at meeting the needs of the sustainable 
community strategy part of this endeavor. He supports the local plan. 
 
Mr. Jess Frederick said that he is from Bakersfield and is a local business owner that owns a bicycle 
shop among other businesses. A couple of points, most of you that know him knows how he is and he 
knows how a lot of you are, you all worry about growth and jobs. The community here has been very 
focused on our own special needs, we can do everything that CARB has set out for us in terms of the 
legislation and we can do it in a sensible manner. This is not a business as usual case. This is a sensible 
case and the application and the methodology that has been set forth by the staff in their preferred 
method of handling these problems reflects our very unique community requirements and what we don’t 
need is to have people that are not familiar with the socioeconomic problems of the Valley try to explain 
to us how to rectify problems that they have no concept as to how to deal with. He trust you and each of 
you trust each other to make the right decision. 
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Ms. Collins said the next three speakers will be: Pete Pankey, Dave Dmohowski and Brad DeWitt. 
 
Mr. Pete Pankey stated that he was a farmer out in the Mettler area and ran a cold storage business, we 
are again forced to abide by the ignorance of politicians out of Sacramento who have no knowledge of 
how the wealth that they destroy is created. While the 2014 RTP preferred plan will be a compliance 
challenge he believes it will be a new way of doing business, it is by far the best alternative that we have. 
The others cause even more disruptive inefficiencies and they are thereby counterproductive. He is 
applying these infill concepts in his project in the bay area, he has a development there. But there they 
are much more appropriate to a concentrated paper pushing economy. Here we work with nature and 
natural resources, they are spread out over a vast area and distances. Proponents of infill miss several 
infrastructure requirement costs. They assume the structure exist because they exist where they come 
from but they aren’t here and they ignore the necessity and costs of creating those infrastructure. We are 
going to have to start from ground zero if we have to do this infill concept. There was a comment that the 
price of fuel is unlikely to increase, the assumption in the preferred plan is that it will. Unbelievable but 
you are correct in assuming that the prices will continue to increase, new technologies are expensive, but 
at least they produce something.  New regulations pile on paperwork, compliance and legal costs and 
they don’t even help produce more energy. Add excise and increase in property taxes on top of that and 
you make increase in price a certainty. Since 1916 the feds have fiddled with our money supply and bust 
cycles have resulted and again your staff has assumed that they would occur and the only question is 
when will it occur and none of us can answer that question. We will continue to grow, to assume 
otherwise just as some of those previous presentations did, is just irresponsible. This whole concept is 
much bigger than jobs, Kern county industry not only provides jobs but we create the wealth that we all 
enjoy. Local planning minimizes the damage to that process, while centralized planning stifles that 
process, let the local communities set their own agendas. 
 
Mr. Dave Dmohowski from Bakersfield said he is a city planner with over 40 years experience in both the 
private and public sector. He has been offended by the involvement of outside single issue interest 
groups in this process and disappointed that some alternatives appeared in the EIR that don’t merit that 
stature because they’re virtually incapable of being implemented in our economy. Many of you here were 
at the Kern Economic Development Summit last March, Dr. Hoosing, a prominent economist from 
Southern California, an expert on the Inland Empire and becoming fast an expert on Kern County said 
that the big losers in SB 375 is the Inland Empire and the Central Valley because we have the highest 
concentrations of poverty in the state. Plus our base industries are the most impacted by state regulation 
whether its CEQA, or water quality, which is the issue of the day in the coming decade. He would 
encourage you to avoid the more extreme land use alternatives, infill is not the answer to all of our 
housing needs. The biggest mess about infill is that it’s fun, fast, profitable and easy, it is not it is a niche 
there’s a role for it in our future housing stock but it can’t be the solution to our housing. Our economy is 
based on jobs, housing and infrastructure and SB 375 is pretty harmful to all of those things. As others 
have said, he urges you to approve the preferred alternative, it allows you to comply with the intent of SB 
375, and some of the groups that are agitating for more extreme measures are not accountable to 
anybody in this community. One last thought regarding infill there’s only one thing that the general public 
hates worse than sprawl and that’s density.  
 
Mr. Brad DeWitt said that he is a licensed professional petroleum engineer in Bakersfield, graduated 
from both UCLA and USC so he fully understands density populated areas and the dynamics of that and 
the separate needs of those. He grew up here and raised his children here, now his children are raising 
their children here. He’s here in support of Kern COG’s RTP and he strongly opposes any plan that is in 
opposition to that. He suggest that anybody who does oppose the RTP either doesn’t live here or they 
don’t work here and if they do live and work here they do not understand the dynamics of this community. 
Our working radius is for oil and ag, oil is 30 miles to the north, 30 miles to the west, 30 miles to the 
south, 15 miles to the east and ag spans even a bigger zone that that and that’s where our jobs are. If 
you work on the west side oil fields, you want to live on the west side and you will cut out 10 miles of your 
commute and 20 minutes of idle time. It doesn’t make sense to cram any other plan down our throats 
other than Kern COG’s RTP plan. He urges you to support that alternative. 
 
Ms. Collins said the next three speakers are: Kim Schaefer, David Gay and Ron Nelms. 
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Ms. Kim Schaefer stated that she is a Kern County resident and is here to ask you to support the RTP 
SCS preferred plan. It doesn’t make sense to support any plan that is not achievable. We need a plan 
that is feasible and this plan is a compromise that we can support. Additionally, she would encourage you 
to reject any of the other plans in the EIR. 
 
Mr. David Gay, a Bakersfield resident said that he is here on behalf of the Bakersfield Association of 
Realtors who believe Kern COG’s preferred plan represents a compromise that our 1,000 plus members 
can support. While infill projects are a valid concept, they have their place in larger metropolitan cities 
with their adequate mass transportation, however mandating such a concept in the draft program and 
environmental impact report does not reflect the unique nature of our communities and our region and 
should be rejected. 
 
Mr. Ron Nelms said he has a business here in Bakersfield, a land surveying company and have been in 
business for over twenty some years and through that time has dealt with county planning and many city 
planning departments and this community has developed quite well without outside influence coming in 
here telling us what we need to do. He supports the plan as Kern COG has set forth. 
 
Ms. Collins said the next three speakers are: John Spaulding, Donna Carpenter and Lorelei Oviatt. 
 
Mr. John Spaulding, Executive Secretary of the Building and Construction Trade Council here in Kern 
County and is also an active member of the Kern Transportation Foundation said that he is here tonight 
to support the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan and sustainable community strategies. We know that it 
is a compromise, but we must protect the state and federal funding that ensures that the COG will 
continue to use in recommending transportation projects for our growth. 
 
Ms. Donna Carpenter representing the Home Builders Association said that she will try not to repeat but 
wanted to share some thoughts from the building industry perspective. The 2014 RTP SCS is a huge 
change for our industry, it changes home building from market driven to regulatory driven construction. It 
is not business as usual and it comes at a difficult time for us. The building industry is still recovering 
from the economic down turn. Historic averages for single family residential permits in Kern County is 
about 2,800 permits a year, just four short years ago we only pulled 639 permits in an entire year. This 
time last year 20 weeks in we had pulled 605 which sounds pretty good, but this year we are only at 516 
and if you project that out for this year at the same rate we’re building now, we are only at 1,300 units, 
half of our historic average. We are still recovering and now we’re changing the way development is 
going to happen. The RTP as presented is a compromise for the building industry that works with the 
existing general plans to reduce vehicle miles traveled, leading to enhance air quality and will not 
jeopardize our federal and state transportation dollars. Our industries are concerned because if we don’t 
develop this way and we lose those dollars, we are the ones to blame. The intensified 33% infill and 
100% infill alternatives must be rejected. Providing more infill development where the majority of the jobs 
are in outlying areas will increase vehicle miles travelled, create congestion and diminish our air quality 
ultimately resulting in the loss of federal and state transportation funding. She urges you to support the 
compromise preferred plan in the 2014 RTP SCS. 
 
Ms. Lorelei Oviatt, Director of Kern County Planning and Community Development Department, said 
besides planning and land use, her department also advocates for fair housing, builds affordable housing 
for low income and moderate income people and manages the housing and urban development money. 
She is here to speak not just for the Valley but for our desert and mountain communities. This is a very 
big county, bigger than Rhode Island and she has been involved in this since the very beginning and 
actually in the CARB creating of these targets so this has been a long difficult process and she has given 
you her technical comments and you have those, but tonight she would like to speak on two items. One 
is this issue of these higher alternatives infill, yes we have metropolitan cities where we should build and 
we support that and that is included, but we have disadvantaged communities and unincorporated 
communities all over Lamont, Buttonwillow, Lost Hills, Mojove, Boron, we have communities and cities 
that are trying to revitalize their downtowns and the higher alternatives, the 33% and the 100% infill 
ignore these communities completely. The County of Kern has invested significant money into a 
revitalization program, Oildale, Mojave, Rosamond, we’re getting ready to do a Buena Vista Recreation 
area. The County is investing hard earned dollars into these areas and these alternatives completely 
ignore those investments and say that we must literally move entire communities of disadvantaged 
people into downtown Bakersfield. She can tell you that the preferred alternative that’s being proposed 
will have a lot of difficult hearings for all of you in your communities. This is not an easy plan to 
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implement, it will require density decisions that will probably have pushback from many of your 
communities. She believes that walkable livable communities and clean air and reduction should be for 
everyone. The other alternatives that are being advocated leave out whole communities of people. The 
second issue she’d like to address, which has also been addressed in the home builders’ letters and 
others, is that the mitigation measures that have been proposed in the environmental impact report need 
to be clarified that they only apply to CEQA streamlining for SB 375. We appreciate that you are all 
elected officials with your own individual departments and cities, you do not need the COG 
micromanaging your development. You are all perfectly capable of doing that, therefore we have asked 
that the COG EIR clarify that those mitigation measures are not mandatory and is not going to interfere 
with your independent land use approval. In summary, she appreciates everything and all the difficult 
meetings and workshops that we have had with the COG staff. She believes that this plan will be many 
years of difficult implementation but at the end of it we’ll have cleaner air, more jobs and all of our 
communities can be lifted up and not just the ones that other people seem to be focused on which is our 
large incorporated cities. All of our cities and all of our communities deserve the same sort of livability. 
 

VII. BOARD MEMBERS MEETING REPORTS (None) 
  
VIII.       CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress) 
 

Mr. Marquez gave a report on projects in progress: The first is the south Bakersfield 8-lane project to 
widen SR 99 from six to eight lanes between Route 119 and Wilson Road. The work is about 95% 
complete and new lanes opened to public traffic on May 9th. The remaining work include the rumble strip, 
surveying monuments, the overhead signs and punch list type of work, the estimated completion is the 
end of June. There will be minor lane closures the next four weeks to be used to finish the remaining 
work. The ribbon cutting ceremony has been rescheduled for Thursday, May 29th. The next one is the 
Bakersfield north 8-lane widening project to widen 1½ miles of SR 99 from 6 to 8 lanes between SR 
99/204 overhead to Beardsley Canal. The southbound lanes have been open for traffic, the northbound 
there is no lane closure anticipated until the paving or overhead sign installation later this month or early 
June. The contractor is currently working on stage 2 activities which include the northbound auxiliary lane 
from SR 204 to Olive Drive. It includes retaining wall which is in process, paving which is pending 
completion of the retaining wall and overhead signs which will be upcoming, as well as concrete barrier. 
The work on this project is 90-94% complete and looking at completion fairly soon. The next project is 
the Redrock Canyon Bridge replacement, which is bridge replacement on SR 14 at Redrock Canyon 
Bridge north of Mojave. There is no work due to the Mojave ground squirrel burrows, Caltrans anticipates 
getting permits from Fish and Game by the end of this week. Traffic is deterred one lane in each 
direction. The next is the SR 178 Morning Drive project, this project traffic is flowing smoothly through the 
construction area, both westbound and eastbound traffic is now using the bypass. The transition for 
westbound traffic was completed on May 6th, the eastbound traffic has been using the bypass since early 
April. The speed limit on the bypass is 40 mph, with traffic off the main line you can expect an increase in 
activity at the future Morning Drive Bridge site. The south abatement is already complete and concrete 
was placed for the north abatement and center columns footing the week of May 5th. This project is about 
30% complete and completion is in 2015. The next one is the Panama Lane Auxilary Lane project on 
southbound SR 99 at the Panama Lane off ramp. This work is about 95% complete, and should be 
completed in the next three weeks, the contractors are currently working on the remaining punch line 
items. The SR 58 Gap Closure project to widen SR 58 from 4 to 6 lanes in Bakersfield between SR 99 
and Cottonwood Road, the contractor is concentrating on bridge widening to accommodate the much 
needed new freeway lanes. This month the contractor is setting faux work at Cottonwood Road Bridge 
and anticipates erecting faux work for the Bakersfield corral overhead within the next few weeks. Other 
ongoing work includes bridge barrier removal at P Street overcrossing, work on pump station near H 
Street and electrical work at various locations throughout the project site and this project is 20% 
complete, with anticipated completion late this year. The next project is the California Avenue onramp 
improvements in Bakersfield at the California Avenue undercrossing on SR 99 to relocate the right lane 
turn of the southbound SR 99 onramp. There is plant establishment and it is expected to be completed in 
the spring of next year. Various bridge seismic restoration projects, there are eight locations in Madera, 
Kern and Tulare counties with four of them within Kern County. That project is complete as of May 2nd.  
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Director Linder said Caltrans is currently doing a chip seal project on SR 119 to Valley Acres in the City of 
Taft and he wanted to call it to your attention that during that process there are thousands of vehicles that 
travel to the west side every day. First of all, the courage to take on a project like that and have that kind 
of traffic back up, he credits you that. There is an issue that there is an alternative route to get to Taft and 
it’s via South Lake Road and there’s a rail crossing out at Molluck’s Road that was being replaced at the 
same time, so virtually you could not get to Bakersfield from Taft without going through Maricopa or 
McKitrick and there was a lot of frustration about that, especially when it came to emergency vehicles. He 
was curious if perhaps Caltrans could check with rail companies because there was two separate 
projects going on it just bottle necked us really bad out there. We really appreciate the road work out 
there and he appreciates your efforts. Mr. Marquez said that is a good point, we need to check what 
other projects are going on to minimize those types of traffic problems. 
 

IX. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  
 

Mr. Hakimi stated that the next California Transportation Commission meeting is May 20-21 in San Diego 
and Mr. Phipps will be attending. Wednesday, May 21st is the long awaited groundbreaking ceremony for 
West Ridgecrest Blvd. in Ridgecrest and you are all invited. That project was over a decade in the 
making. May 21st is also the deadline for Active Transportation Program applications to be submitted to 
Caltrans with a copy to Kern COG. Several of your agencies, the county included, plan on submitting 
applications. He told Supervisor Couch that the application for the bike path extension down to Buena 
Vista will be submitted on Monday. May 22nd is the Air Resources Board meeting in Sacramento, he will 
be testifying before them and he would like to extend an invitation to any and all of you to come and 
address them they will be talking about our sustainable communities strategy and targets for the future. 
Supervisor Scrivner addressed them about 1½ years ago when they met in Bakersfield and he 
appreciates that. Any of you who are interested in joining him and the other four COG Directors of the 
largest COGs in the Central Valley will be there, please let him know. As was mentioned in the Caltrans 
report, May 29th is the ribbon cutting for the widening of SR 99 south of Bakersfield, a project that 
involved the County of Kern and the City of Bakersfield, along with Caltrans and state bond funds, it is a 
model project for cooperation and was delivered well ahead of schedule and well under budget. You 
have already been notified that the large pile of papers in the large binder clip in front of you is copies of 
all the written responses and the summary of the verbal responses that we have received to date.  
 

X. MEMBER STATEMENTS:  
 

On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a brief report on their own 
activities. In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for clarification on any 
matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request staff to report 
back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any member 
thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. None heard.   
 

XI. ADJOURNMENT:  There being no further business the meeting adjourned at approximately 7:15 p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
                                                                             
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 

ATTEST: 
                                                          
_________________________________  
Harold W. Hanson, Chair    DATE: _______________________          
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND 

CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AGENCY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              June 4, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                          10:00 A.M. 
 
Vice Chairman Clausen called the meeting to order at approximately 10 a.m.  A “sign-in” sheet was 
provided.   
  

I. ROLL CALL 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT:    
      

 
Dennis Speer     City of Ridgecrest 
Pat Ebel   Kern County 
Wayne Clausen   City of Shafter  
Pedro Nunez   City of Delano 
Joe West   NOR/CTSA 
Paul Marquez   Caltrans  
Miguel Barcenas  City of Arvin 
Arnold Ramming   City of Bakersfield 
Dennis McNamara  City of McFarland 
Steve Woods   GET 
Teresa Binkley   City of Taft  
Pedro Nunez   City of Delano  

   
 

STAFF:       
Peter Smith   Kern COG 

     Raquel Pacheco  Kern COG 
     Rob Ball   Kern COG 
     Joe Stramaglia    Kern COG  
     Bob Snoddy   Kern COG 
     Becky Napier   Kern COG  
     Tami Popek   Kern COG 
             
  

 OTHER:    Donna Carpenter  KTF/HBT/STANTEC 
      Bob Ruiz   City of Arvin  
       
             
               
   
 

II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask 
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report to the 
Committee at a later meeting.  

 
SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS 
FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.   
 
There were no public comments.     
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III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  Meeting of April 30, 2014 there was a motion by Mr. 

McNamara to recommend approval of the discussion summary.  Mr. Marquez seconded the motion. 
 

IV. FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – NORTH OF THE RIVER RECREATION AND PARK DISTRICT/CONSOLIDATED 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICE ASSOCIATION (CTSA) FOR $966,047 
 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
North of the River Recreation and Park District/CTSA for $966,047. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for North of the River 
Recreation and Park District in the amount of $966,047 and recommend approval to the 
Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  Mr. Woods made a motion to recommend approval to 
the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  Ms. Ebel seconded the motion.  
 
 

V. PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT 
 
Ms. Pacheco stated that the 2013 FTIP Amendment No. 14, federally approved May 12, 2014, 
introduces the new Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) and Congestion Mitigation 
Air Quality (CMAQ) projects approved by the Kern COG Board this year.  

 
Ms. Pacheco advised that as of the May 13, 2014 Score Card, 43% of projects have approved 
funding authorization. Kern COG is asking agencies to review the possibility of early delivery of 
their fiscal year 14/15 and 15/16 projects. 

 
            Transportation Development Act Article 3 project applications are due July 15, 2014. 

 
This item for was for information only.  
 

 
VI. APPROVAL: 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM  

 
Ms. Pacheco stated that the draft 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) public 
review began on March 12, 2014 and concluded May 6, 2014. A summary response to comments 
has been prepared. Comments received will be incorporated, as appropriate, into the final 
document. Final consideration of the document is scheduled for the June 19, 2014 Kern COG 
Board meeting. Kern COG staff recommends approval. 
 
The action requested is that the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommend 
approval of the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee. 
Ms. Ebel made a motion to recommend approval of the 2015 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee. Mr. Woods seconded 
the motion.  

 
. 
VII. FINAL DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND FINAL DRAFT 

PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 
Ms. Napier stated that the 2014 RTP represents more than two years of work, extensive 
coordination with the California Air Resources Board, the California Department of Housing and 
Community Development, Caltrans, Federal Highway Administration, federal land management 
agencies and state and local agencies responsible for land use, conservation and environmental 
protection. 
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Ms. Napier advised that the 2014 RTP is a long-range regional transportation plan that provides a 
blueprint to help achieve a coordinated regional transportation system by creating a vision for 
transportation investment throughout the region and identifying regional transportation and land 
use strategies to address mobility needs.  Table 5-1 of the RTP includes the Capital Improvement 
Program of Projects recommended by the TTAC to the Board in the Fall of 2012.  The 2014 RTP 
includes a policy element that is shaped by goals, policies and performance indicators, a 
description of planning assumptions for regional growth and future needs for travel and goods 
movement, a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) that identifies planning strategies and 
illustrative development patterns that would reduce greenhouse gas emissions and a plan of action 
for the region to pursue to meet identified transportation needs.  The Final Draft 2014 RTP meets 
all of the state and federal requirements, including transportation conformity and Senate Bill 375 
(SB 375).   
 
The Program EIR serves as an informational document to inform decision-makers and the public 
of the potential environmental consequences of approving the proposed Plan.  The Program EIR 
includes mitigation measures designed to help avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts.  
The Final Draft Program EIR complies with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA).  
 
Ms. Napier informed the committee that comments received during the 55-day review period on 
the documents were numerous and diverse.  Attachments to the staff report include the responses 
to comments as well as the comment letters.  Comments were received from the local business 
community about the fundamental shift in the forecasted development pattern but they were 
generally supportive of the increased expenditures for transit, bike and pedestrian facilities.  A 
similar number of comments were received from local and regional environmental groups 
supporting a greater shift in the forecasted development pattern and the associated benefits.  They 
also approved of the increased expenditures for transit, bike and pedestrian facilities.  Local and 
regional social equity groups were concerned with the need for more jobs and transportation 
investment in outlying, disadvantaged communities. Both the social equity and environmental 
groups had concerns about assumptions used in the modeling to demonstrate how the CO2 targets 
were met.  They also wanted expenditures for transit and bike and pedestrian projects to be 
frontloaded in the expenditure plan.  Assorted comments were received from other members of the 
public, government agencies and other stakeholders on a variety issues.  Kern COG contacted 
many of those who commented to clarify comments prior to preparation and release of the 
proposed responses.  
 
Ms. Napier advised that the following items were not included in this staff report:  Findings, 
Statement of Overriding Considerations and the Mitigation Monitoring Program.  Those documents 
are currently under review by our consultants.  Therefore, the action we are requesting from you 
today is as follows: 

 
The action was amended to recommend that the Transportation Planning Policy Committee certify 
the Final Program EIR for the 2014 RTP and adopt the 2014 RTP with the Regional Housing Needs 
Allocation and corresponding Conformity Analysis. 
Mr. Woods made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. McNamara seconded the motion.  
 

VIII. MEMBER ITEMS 
 

Mr. Snoddy stated that to continue to receive Federal Transit Administration funds, agencies need 
to submit their Title VI documents to Lea Simpson at Caltrans Sacramento headquarters.  Mr. 
Snoddy advised that if anyone needed Ms. Simpsons contact information, to please contact him.  
 
Mr. Snoddy advised that there is a new Federal Grant Program that is eligible for 5307 grant 
recipients.    
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Mr. Woods stated that he would like to thank Kern COG staff for their assistance, while GET worked 
with changes within the FTA.  
 
Mr. Smith stated that the Active Transportation Program submittal deadline was May 21, 2014.  Mr. 
Smith advised that over 750 applications have been filed Statewide, 36 applications were filed 
within Kern County.   
 

IX. ADJOURNMENT 
 
With no further business the TTAC adjourned at 10:25.  The next scheduled meeting will be July 
2, 2014.   
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              June 4, 2014  
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA               1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman McNamara called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.  
 

I. ROLL CALL 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Jim Eggert   City of Bakersfield 

Dennis McNamara City of McFarland 
     Wayne Clausen  City of Shafter 
     Lorelei Oviatt  County of Kern  
     David James  City of Tehachapi  
     Richard Rowe  Community Member 
     Patty Poire  Community Member 
     Cindy Parra  Community Member 
     Karen King  GET 
     Paul Marquez  Caltrans  
      
      
STAFF:      Becky Napier  Kern COG 

     Troy Hightower  Kern COG  
     Rochelle Invina  Kern COG  
     Rob Ball  Kern COG 
      
  

OTHERS:    Heather Dumais American Lung Association  
     Donna Carpenter KTF/HBA/Stantec 
     Jaime Moncayo  Leadership Counsel 
     Martin Ortiz  City of Bakersfield 
     Paul Hellman  City of Bakersfield 
     Craig Murphy  County of Kern 
     Alec Kimmel  Caltrans (phone) 
     Adam Livingston  Sequoia Riverlands Trust  

              
II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 

Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may 
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report 
to the Committee at a later meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE 
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 
PRESENTATION.   

 
None. 
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 APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  RPAC Meeting of Wednesday April 2, 2014 
 

 
Committee Member Eggert made a motion to approve the minutes, seconded by Committee 
Member Poire, carried unanimously.  

 
IV. FINAL DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION (RHNA)  

 
Ms. Invina stated that the Final Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan will be 
included as an appendix to the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan.  Ms. Invina advised the 
committee that the RHNA Plan was brought before the public for a fifty five day public comment 
period, which ended on May 6, 2014.  Ms. Invina advised that during the comment period they 
received comments from cities, HCD and suggestions from public organizations. Ms. Invina 
highlight changes that were made to the RHNA after receiving the comments.  
 
This item is Information and for consideration of recommendation to the Transportation   
Planning Policy Committee is included in the 2014 RTP item on this agenda. 

 
V. FINAL DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN AND FINAL DRAFT 

PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT RESPONSE TO COMMENTS  
 

Ms. Napier stated that the 2014 RTP represents more than two years of work, extensive 
coordination with the California Air Resources Board, the California Department of Housing 
and Community Development, Caltrans, Federal Highway Administration, federal land 
management agencies and state and local agencies responsible for land use, conservation 
and environmental protection. 

 
Ms. Napier advised that the 2014 RTP is a long-range regional transportation plan that provides 
a blueprint to help achieve a coordinated regional transportation system by creating a vision 
for transportation investment throughout the region and identifying regional transportation and 
land use strategies to address mobility needs.  The 2014 RTP includes a policy element that is 
shaped by goals, policies and performance indicators, a description of planning assumptions 
for regional growth and future needs for travel and goods movement, a Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (SCS) that identifies planning strategies and illustrative development 
patterns that would reduce greenhouse gas emissions and a plan of action for the region to 
pursue to meet identified transportation needs.  The Final Draft 2014 RTP meets all of the state 
and federal requirements, including transportation conformity and Senate Bill 375 (SB 375).   

 
The Program EIR serves as an informational document to inform decision-makers and the 
public of the potential environmental consequences of approving the proposed Plan.  The 
Program EIR includes mitigation measures designed to help avoid or minimize significant 
environmental impacts.  The Final Draft Program EIR complies with the requirements of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

 
Comments received during the 55-day review period on the documents were numerous and 
diverse.  Attachments to your staff report include the responses to comments as well as the 
comment letters.  Comments were received from the local business community about the 
fundamental shift in the forecasted development pattern but they were generally supportive of 
the increased expenditures for transit, bike and pedestrian facilities.  A similar number of 
comments were received from local and regional environmental groups supporting a greater 
shift in the forecasted development pattern and the associated benefits.  They also approved 
of the increased expenditures for transit, bike and pedestrian facilities.  Local and regional 
social equity groups were concerned with the need for more jobs and transportation investment 
in outlying, disadvantaged communities. Both the social equity and environmental groups had 
concerns about assumptions used in the modeling to demonstrate how the CO2 targets were 
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met.  They also wanted expenditures for transit and bike and pedestrian projects to be 
frontloaded in the expenditure plan.  Assorted comments were received from other members 
of the public, government agencies and other stakeholders on a variety of issues.  Kern COG 
contacted many of those who commented to clarify comments prior to preparation and release 
of the proposed responses.  

 
Ms. Napier noted that the following items were not included in this staff report:  Findings, 
Statement of Overriding Considerations and the Mitigation Monitoring Program.  Those 
documents are currently under review by the consultants.  
 
Ms. Napier advised that the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee had reviewed this 
item at its meeting earlier in the day and recommended approval to the TPPC.  
 
Heather Dumais from the American Lung Association commented that the American Lung 
Association submitted a letter to comment with other health organizations, in response to public 
health concerns that they see in the RTP.  She advised that their health organizations believed 
that the base of the plan should be the one third alternative offered.  She stated that a more 
balanced housing mix should be extended beyond Metro Bakersfield.  Ms. Dumais noted that 
the letter also raised concern that the largest portion of the emission reductions captured in the 
plan comes from factors outside land use and transportation.  The assumptions contained in 
the modeling related to the impacts of the recession and rising gas prices, appear to be driving 
the achievement of the targets.  Ms. Dumais advised that this was also a topic of discussion at 
the State Air Resources Board meeting in May.  She stated that several of the ARB members 
indicated that the plan would be met with a no vote, when ARB considers the plan.  Ms. Dumais 
stated that their recommendation is that staff work closely with ARB to ensure that there is a 
clear understanding of the modeling and results, to outline their view of the ARB discussion 
and to evaluate and add new land use and transportation strategies, to ensure that actions 
taken and not assumptions made, result in real benefits for Kern residents. 
 
Jaime Moncayo from the Leadership Counsel and the Justice and Accountability.  Mr. Moncayo 
stated that he would like to thank Kern COG for putting the plan together with the SCS, which 
is new this year.  Mr. Moncayo advised that they appreciated the sincere effort to improve the 
job and housing balance in the communities of Arvin, Lamont, Weedpatch and Greenfield. Mr. 
Moncayo advised that they are concerned of how the greenhouse gas reduction targets were 
met, they believe that most of the reductions should come from land use and transportation 
policies.  Mr. Moncayo stated they would like to see the frontloading of bike and pedestrian 
projects in the plan, as it would be beneficial for the disadvantaged rural communities that they 
work with, who rely greatly on alternative modes of transportation.  Mr. Moncayo stated that 
the Leadership Counsel hopes that Kern COG will consider a Grant Program and Needs 
Assessment to be included in the plan, which would give the disadvantaged communities 
flexible funds for planning so that they can live in healthier communities.  The Needs 
Assessment would help to identify which communities are in the most need. Mr. Moncayo 
stated that the Leadership Counsel believed there is good language and intent included in the 
RTP, but ultimately when it came to creating transit ready areas and providing financial 
assistance for some of these communities, they would like to see more in terms of 
implementation and not just the strategies behind it.  
 
Lorelei Oviatt asked Mr. Ball to respond to the comments made regarding ARB and the plan.  
Mr. Ball stated that at the last ARB Board meeting there was an informational item regarding 
the 8 Valley COG’s and their status on the development of their SCS Plans.  At that meeting 
there were presentations made by the four largest COGS in the San Joaquin Valley.  There 
were some questions afterward related to a Table 4.7 in the Kern COG plan that shows a series 
of sensitivity tests that Kern COG had performed based upon input and requests from various 
stakeholders during the public outreach process. There were some concerns that two of the 
sensitivity tests related to assumptions, appeared to be showing the majority of the reduction, 
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about half the reduction looked like it was coming from the assumption for increased fuel cost 
and about a quarter looked like it was coming from increased recession.  Mr. Ball advised that 
they have been in discussions with ARB after that meeting.   Mr. Ball stated that staff believes 
that the Table is an oversimplification of a very complex set of interactions in the modeling.  
Staff will be working with ARB over the next couple of months to do some additional sensitivity 
testing to get a clear picture of what is going on within the modeling.  Because of this, they are 
recommending the removal of that table and it will only be included in the response to 
comments.   Mr. Ball stated they will work close with ARB on the development of the additional 
sensitivity testing.  
 
Mr. Livingston from Sequoia Riverlands Trust and Southern Sierra Partnership, thanked Kern 
COG for its work.  He went on to state that they do share the concerns that had just been 
expressed by the other members of the public about the assumptions that are being used as 
reductions.  Mr. Livingston stated that rather than backtracking on the sensitivity analyses that 
was the problem, a more viable approach would be to expand the portion of the targets that 
are obtained through land use and transportation strategies and environmental, conservation, 
public health and environemtnal justice groups could provide excellent guidance on how to do 
that. 
 
The action requested is to recommend that the Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
Certify the Final Program EIR for the 2014 RTP and adopt the 2014 RTP with the Regional 
Housing Needs Allocation and corresponding Conformity Analysis.  Committee Member King 
made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  
Committee Member Oviatt seconded the motion, carried unanimously. 

   
VI. DISCUSSION SUMMARIES/MEETING UPDATES 

 
The minutes of April 30, 2014 Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC), were 
provided to the Committee.  

 
III. INFORMATION ITEMS/ANNOUNCEMENTS  

 
IV. MEMBER ITEMS  

 
V. ADJOURNMENT 

 
With no further business the meeting was adjourned at 2:00 p.m. 
 
The next meeting will be Wednesday, July 2, 2014.  



 
 

June 19, 2014 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM C.  

FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – NORTH OF THE RIVER RECREATION AND PARK 
DISTRICT (NOR) FOR $966,047 

 
DESCRIPTION: 

 
FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for North of the River Recreation and 
Park District (NOR) for $966,047. NOR is the Consolidated Transportation Service Agency (CTSA) for 
metro-Bakersfield and provides demand-response transit service for elderly or disabled residents. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  

 
 

DISCUSSION: 
 

Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for North of the River Recreation and 
Park District for $966,047.  

 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
NOR    $966,047             -0-   $ 966,047 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Operating Salaries $501,577 

Fringe Benefits $181,548 

Professional Services $24,500 

Maintenance Services $4,500 

Other Services $9,900 

Vehicle Maintenance & Supplies $244,000  

Utilities $13,550 

Insurance $20,000 

Miscellaneous $825 

Lease & Rentals $24,000 

Other $51,747 

FTA 5310 Vehicles $135,000 

FTA 5310 Support Equipment $12,395 

FY 2014-2015 Budgeted Expenses & Uses $1,223,542 



 
 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommends approval of this claim.  
 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for North of the River Recreation and Park District 
in the amount of $966,047 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-15. ROLL CALL 
VOTE. 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-15 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2014-15 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – NORTH OF THE RIVER RECREATION AND PARK DISTRICT 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2014-15 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
             months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section  
            1808.1. 

  
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 19TH DAY OF JUNE 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 19th day of June 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–NOR  
              Resolution 14-15 
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Kern Council of Governments
Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS
FY 2014/15

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/13 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,960 2.33% $805,760.06 $98,212.79 $73,250.00 $3,981.00 $907,953.85

BAKERSFIELD (1) 359,221 41.85% $13,748,929.49 $1,764,036.51 $0.00 $0.00 $15,512,966.00

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.53% $529,104.25 $64,491.66 $35,730.00 $1,942.00 $595,537.90

DELANO 51,963 6.06% $2,095,667.80 $255,437.54 $87,084.00 $4,733.00 $2,355,838.35

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,969,978.00 $324,448.00 $324,448.00

MARICOPA 1,165 0.15% $51,872.97 $6,322.71 $0.00 $0.00 $58,195.68

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.47% $508,355.06 $61,962.57 $0.00 $0.00 $570,317.63

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.30% $1,141,205.24 $139,099.65 $212,817.00 $11,566.00 $1,291,870.89

SHAFTER 17,029 1.99% $688,181.34 $83,881.31 $39,744.00 $2,160.00 $774,222.65

TAFT 8,911 1.04% $359,652.56 $43,837.47 $351,483.00 $19,102.00 $422,592.03

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.55% $536,020.64 $65,334.69 $4,559.00 $248.00 $601,603.33

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $1,037,459.31 $126,454.23 $26,710.00 $1,452.00 $1,165,365.54

KERN CO.-IN (1) 120,280 14.02% $4,605,973.51 $590,962.77 $0.00 $0.00 $5,196,936.28

KERN CO.-OUT 186,255 21.71% $7,507,747.20 $915,107.11 $899,092.00 $48,863.00 $8,471,717.31

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $966,047.53 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $966,047.53

PROOF N/A $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

TOTALS 857,882 100.00% $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $367,465.70 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $367,465.70

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $727,582.09 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $727,582.09

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,069,545.68 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,069,545.68

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $36,746,570.45 $4,215,141.00 N/A $418,495.00 $41,380,206.45

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.
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June 19, 2014 
 
 
 

To:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
From:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Robert M. Snoddy, 
   Regional Planner 
 
Subject: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM D 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE CITY OF DELANO 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
As the metropolitan planning organization (MPO) for the Kern region, Kern COG is required to coordinate 
the planning activities of local jurisdictions within the region. The City of Delano conducts public 
transportation planning for the City of Delano. This MOU, defines a planning relationship between Kern 
COG and the City of Delano. Kern County Counsel has reviewed this document. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Federal transportation planning regulations require that the metropolitan planning organization 
coordinate the transportation planning of the agencies in the region. Kern COG has agreements with 
Caltrans, local air districts, and the City of Delano. Once approved, this MOU will be included as part of 
the FTIP submittal.  
 
Enclosure: “Draft Memorandum of Understanding between Kern COG and the City of Delano” 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve Memorandum of Understanding with the City of Delano and authorize Chair to sign. VOICE 
VOTE 
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING  
BETWEEN 

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
AND 

THE CITY OF DELANO 
 

“Regarding the coordination of ongoing public transportation planning and programming federal funds that 
support the ongoing and future deployment of transit services by the City of Delano.” 

 
The Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is entered into between Kern Council of Governments 
(hereinafter referred to as Kern COG) and the City of Delano, a public transportation operator, this 19th day 
of June 2014. This MOU’s purpose is to: 
 

1. Foster a cooperative and mutually beneficial working relationship between Kern COG and the City 
of Delano in order to provide comprehensive, effective, and coordinated transit planning to deliver 
passenger bus service throughout the City of Delano and surrounding rural areas; and  

2. Delineate public transportation planning responsibilities to program projects within Kern COG’s 
Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP). 

 
RECITALS 

 
WHEREAS, in July 1988, the City of Delano established a public transportation system for the City of 
Delano and the surrounding rural area; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Delano is a public transportation provider that is eligible to apply for and receive 
Federal Transportation Administration (FTA) Section 5307 funding designated for capital, operating and 
planning assistance for the delivery of passenger bus services; and, 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Delano is a public transportation provider that is eligible to apply for and receive 
FTA funding designated to Kern County for establishing new passenger bus projects, improving and 
maintaining existing public services and other fixed-route systems; and, 
 
WHEREAS, Kern COG is a joint powers agency, created in 1970 by the County of Kern and the cities of 
Arvin, Bakersfield, California City, Delano, Maricopa, McFarland, Ridgecrest, Shafter, Taft, Tehachapi, and 
Wasco; and, 
 
WHEREAS, Kern COG is the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) and the Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) for Kern County; and, 
 
WHEREAS, Kern COG has a committee structure which advises the Kern COG Board on all planning and 
policy questions, including the Technical Transportation Advisory Committee (TTAC), the Transportation 
Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) and the Social Services Transportation Advisory Committee (SSTAC); 
and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Federal surface transportation act requires MPOs to work cooperatively with public 
transportation service providers to develop Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) and Transportation 
Improvement Programs (TIPs) for urbanized areas. These plans and programs are intended to further the 
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national interest in encouraging and promoting the safe and efficient management, operation, and 
development of surface transportation systems. These systems increase the public’s mobility and foster 
economic growth and development within and through urbanized area, while minimizing transportation-
related fuel consumption and air pollution; and, 
 
WHEREAS, Kern COG provides a forum wherein the development of public transportation service in the 
region will be accomplished. As part of the coordinated regional transportation system, Kern COG will 
promote the continuing, cooperative and consistent planning of fixed-route passenger bus systems and 
their relationship with the interregional public transportation network; and, 
 
WHEREAS, Kern COG and the City of Delano rely upon a cooperative relationship to foster comprehensive 
regional public transportation planning which feeds directly into state and national planning; and, 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual benefits to the parties hereto, and in consideration of 
the covenants herein contained, the parties agree as follows: 
 

SECTION 1: Cooperative Relationship  
 

1.1 Communication 
 
Kern COG and the City of Delano recognize the reliance upon a cooperative relationship and agree to 
foster comprehensive regional public transportation planning which feeds directly into state and national 
planning. A critical component of this relationship involves open and productive communication, which 
leads to setting project priorities and federal funding needs. 
 
Title 23, Section 450 of the United States Code requires Kern COG to update the FTIP every even-
numbered year. The need to ensure responsive communication between the two parties is imperative in 
order to meet this federal programming mandate.  
 
The Executive Director of Kern COG and the City Manager of the City of Delano are the primary individuals 
responsible for ensuring that provisions specified in this MOU are followed through.  
 
1.2 Representation of Kern COG Board and/or Committees 
 
The City of Delano shall appoint one (1) representative and alternate to serve as a voting member of the 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC), one (1) voting member of the Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee (RPAC), and one (1) voting member of the Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
(TPPC).  
 

SECTION 2: Transit Planning 
 

2.1 Short-Range Transit Plan 
 
In accordance with Title 23, Section 450 of the United States Code planning regulations and Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA) guidance, the City of Delano will prepare an annual update of the three (3) 
year long-range plan each year to support financial and operational decision-making in the transit planning 
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and programming process. Consistent with the short-range transit plan, the City of Delano will provide a 
draft list of projects for federal transit funding. The list shall: 
 

a) Identify and describe the scope of specific projects that will respond to ongoing and increased 
transit demands found through the Short-Range Transit Planning process and other related 
studies. As part of the planning process, the needs of those represented under the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) must be recognized and addressed. The Kern region is designated along the 
rest of the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin as a nonattainment area for ozone and particulate matter 
under 10 microns (PM-10). Therefore, air quality conformity analyses, with sufficient detail in 
design, concept and scope, performed be Kern COG, must be included in the planning process.  

b) Provide qualitative and quantitative information supporting the project’s basis for responding to 
transit needs. 

c) Identify the amount and type of federal and non-federal funds required to support the projects for 
each year in the plan, including recognition of all discretionary funding estimates for the FTIP. 

 
2.2 Long-Range Transit Plan 
 
The City of Delano will develop a Long-Range Transit Plan. The Long-Range Plan will assess the 
transportation needs of the City and sets forth improvement necessary to address those needs over a 
twenty (20) year period; it will be updated annually to be consistent with the Short-Range Transit Plan. 
 
In accordance with Title 23, Section 450 of the United States Code planning regulations and Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA) guidance, the plan at a minimum will address the following: 
 

a) Existing transit framework; 
b) Trends and projections; 
c) Market framework; 
d) System improvement strategies with time frames; 
e) Resource/funding framework; and 
f) Public participation process. 

 
2.3 Planning Assistance 
 
The need to prepare short-and-long-range transit plans for the development of sound financial and 
operation decisions in the transportation planning and programming process is essential. Comprehensive 
planning is required by federal regulation for establishing the project need and protocol used to program 
federal funds into the Federal Transportation Improvement Program. 
 
Kern COG shall provide input into the development of the City of Delano’s transit planning documents. In 
addition, Kern COG will work cooperatively with and support the City of Delano in its efforts to generate 
planning and forecasting information needed to establish and maintain the public transportation planning 
documents. This includes, but is not limited to the following: 
 

a) Obtain and analyze data from various sources to develop concrete demographic, growth and use 
assumptions for the purpose of public transportation forecasting and development. 

b) Assist in securing funds to conduct public transportation-demand studies and in-depth analysis. 
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c) Assist the City of Delano in obtaining state and federal funding of projects consistent with Kern 
COG’s Regional Transportation Plan. 

 
2.4 FTIP programming Criteria 
 
As part of the FTIP updating process, project descriptions with costs are programmed on behalf of all 
transit providers receiving federal funds identified in the FTIP by Kern COG. Consensus by all stakeholders 
involved regarding the criteria used for the programming of federally funded project(s) within the Kern COG 
FTIP is essential. Kern COG and the City of Delano agree to employ the following criteria to establish 
priorities for transit funding: 
 

a) Project purpose and need; 
b) Anticipated benefits; 
c) Degree in which project will improve transit accessibility; 
d) Degree in which project will improve transit on-time performance; 
e) Air quality benefits;  
f) Overall cost effectiveness; and 
g) Leveraging other funding sources. 

 
2.5 Regional Planning 
 
Kern COG will be responsible for developing regional planning documents, such as the Regional 
Transportation Plan, the Regional Transit Systems Plan and the Analysis and Determination of Unmet 
Transit Needs. The City of Delano will provide input into the development of these regional planning 
documents.  
 
The City of Delano will assist Kern COG with efforts to achieve regional goals including federal air quality 
attainment standards. 
 
2.6 Applications for Transit Funding 
 
The City of Delano’s applications for federal funding shall be consistent with the Kern COG Regional 
Transportation Plan. The City of Delano shall work cooperatively with Kern COG to develop consistent 
funding requests from all potential transit funding sources. 
 

SECTION 3: FTIP Project Monitoring & Maintenance 
 

3.1 Progress Reporting 
 
Kern COG will be responsible for tracking the overall progress of all projects in the FTIP and will produce a 
mid-year report, for review by the Kern COG Board of Directors, which identifies those transit projects that 
have been approved for funding and implementation and those that are behind schedule. In addition, per 
the Federal surface transportation act, Kern COG will produce an annual listing of projects for which federal 
funds have been approved in the preceding year and will ensure that it is made available for public review. 
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The City of Delano will assist Kern COG’s effort to track the overall progress of FTIP projects by submitting 
a biennial report that addresses the status of each project receiving federal funds. At a minimum, the report 
will include: 
 

a) Project identification and correlation to individual categories as identified in the FTIP (e.g. 
Operations, Planning, Capital Purchase, and Facility Maintenance); 

b) Documentation of the stage of project development. 
c) If a project is behind schedule, the reason for the delay. 
d) Status of all federal funds obligated, received and used to support project. 
e) Identification of the need for an FTIP amendment. 

 
In addition to monitoring project deployment, the City of Delano will provide Kern COG with a copy of all 
documents and products produced as the result of all planning activities exercised thirty (30) days after the 
end of each fiscal year. These results will be used by Kern COG to ensure that 5307, 5316, 5317 and 5339 
funds were used according to FTA’s guidelines and requests. 
 
3.2 FTIP Amendments 
 
Kern COG’s Executive Director will exercise the authority delegated to process minor administrative 
amendments, for example, changes in the source of funds and shifting of federal funds between project 
phases within the four-year element of the FTIP.   
 
As a part of the quarterly progress report, or deemed sooner by the City of Delano, Kern COG or FTA, the 
City of Delano will alert Kern COG about the need for amending the FTIP. In general, FTIP amendments 
are adopted for issues such as: funding shortfalls, delays in the project deployment and/or for new projects 
that need to be included to the document. Other controls may need to be established to foster consistent 
communication to ensure the FTIP is amended in a timely fashion. 
 

SECTION 4: MOU Amendment 
 

This MOU may not be amended except by the written consent of both parties. 
 

SECTION 5: MOU Termination 
 

Either party, upon thirty (30) days of written notification to the other, may terminate this MOU without 
liability of any nature. 
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 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Kern Council of Governments and the City of Delano, have executed 
this agreement as of the day and year first above written. 
 
City of Delano      Kern Council of Governments 
 
 
_________________________    _________________________ 
Grace Vellejo,      Harold W. Hanson,   
Mayor       Chairman 
“City of Delano”      “Kern Council of Governments” 
 
APPROVED AS TO CONTENT 
 
_________________________    _________________________ 
Maribel Reyna,      Ahron Hakimi,  
City Manager      Executive Director 
“City of Delano”      “Kern Council of Governments 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM 
 
_________________________ 
Phillip W. Hall, Deputy  
Kern County Counsel 
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June 19, 2014 
 
 
 

To:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
From:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Robert M. Snoddy, 
   Regional Planner 
 
Subject: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT ITEM E. 

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING WITH THE DIVISION OF MASS 
TRANSPORTATION CALTRANS  

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
“Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century’ (MAP 21) presented the option for Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations (MPOs) with Large Urbanized Areas (UZAs) to assume regional administration of the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5310 Enhanced Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with 
Disabilities program. County Counsel has reviewed this document. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
 On November 21, 2013, with discussions and cooperation with Caltrans FTA 5310 staff, Kern COG staff 
chose an administrative hybrid – partnership between Caltrans and Kern COG to administrate the FTA 
5310 program in accordance with MAP 21 legislation. Under this option, 5310 program administration 
would remain with Caltrans as the direct recipient. However, Kern COG would be responsible for a 5310 
program call for projects, Kern region project scoring and ranking, and submit locally selected projects to 
Caltrans. Caltrans staff would be responsible for submitting the Kern region projects to the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC) and contract with the successful grant applicants during the project 
procurement process. 
 
This MOU formally acknowledges with the Division of Mass Transportation (Caltrans) and the Federal 
Transit Administration’s (FTA) Region 9 Kern COG’s intention for assignment of Designated Recipients(s) 
within the Kern region.  
 
Enclosure: “Draft Memorandum of Understanding between Kern COG and Division of Mass 
Transportation Caltrans” 
 
ACTION:  
 
Approve memorandum of understanding with Division of Mass Transportation Caltrans and authorize the 
Executive Director to sign. VOICE VOTE  
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MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING 
 

Administrative Hybrid – Partnership between Kern Council of Governments, an MPO and Caltrans 
Division of Mass Transportation for the Federal Transit Administration Section 5310 Program Under 

Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP 21)  
 

Overview 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), Division of Mass Transportation (DMT) has 
administered the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5310 grant program since the 1972 as the 
California Designated Recipient. 
 
MAP 21 – the current federal transportation funding law – allows Metropolitan Planning Organizations 
(MPOs) or eligible Large Urbanized Area (UZA) agencies to assume all or some of the administrative 
responsibility traditionally bestowed designated recipients. 
 
Seeking to minimize the effects that MAP 21 administrative transitions could have on the statewide 
program, a dialogue with Caltran’s 5310 stakeholders took place in the summer of Fiscal Year 2013 to 
collaboratively determine the best way to honor eligible administrative activities that MAP 21 allows.  
 
This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) defines responsibilities for one of three options that were 
identified at the collaborative dialogue. The Option is called the “Administrative Hybrid – Partnership” 
between UZAs/MPOs and Caltrans. This Option retains Caltrans as the Designated Recipient.  However, 
UZA/MPO project scoring, selection and programming decisions will be delegated to UZAs/ MPOs that 
chose this option.  Caltrans DMT will continue to support all other program requirements set by the FTA.  
 
A Summary of Responsibilities follows: 
 
Specific MPO Responsibilities: 
 
Establish administrative systems that deliver: 

 An application –  
o Caltrans DMT will provide the Caltrans template that MPOs /UZAs may use if they 

choose or  
o MPOs/UZAs develop their own project selection criteria that is consistent with their 

coordinated planning process ensuring that it is fair and equitable, and that all 
applicants certify and assure that they will comply with all federal-aid requirements, 
including Title VI,  upon project award 

 A local call for projects date of October 1, 2014 

 Public hearings that are completed before May 1, 2015 (Public Transit Only) 

 Project selection that is conducted in accordance with FTA Circular C9070.1G 

  Certififcation that a minimum of 55% of funds shall be made available for Traditional 5310 
Projects with priority given to nonprofits; a maximum of 45% of the funds may be allocated to 
Expanded 5310 projects. 

 Project selection that is consistent with the FTA Circular C9070.1G and the 5310 Ineligible 
Expenses Lists attached to this MOU as an Addendum. 

 Project Selection submitted to Caltrans on the Project Selection template provided by Caltrans. 
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 MPO Certifications and Assurances (template provided by Caltrans) and Resolution to Adopt 
Project Selection are completed 

 Certifications and Assurances and Resolutions submitted with Project Selection to Caltrans on or 
before May 1, 2015 

 
In the event that before a project is funded, Caltrans finds the project ineligible and/or insufficient to carry 
out the intent of the program, Caltrans reserves the right, in consultation with the MPO to cancel the 
project.   
 
Specific DMT Responsibilities: 
 
Continue administrative systems that ensure or deliver: 

 UZA apportionments are maintained according to FTA notices and/or for apportionment splits 
determined locally 

 UZA’s/MPO’s  Program of Projects are submitted to the California Transportation Commission as 
information only 

  Program of Projects and the Grant Application are submitted to FTA 

 Successful Applicant and Procurement workshops 

 Execute Standard Agreements with subrecipients 

 Ensure subrecipient Certifications and Assurances have been signed and are on file 

 Ensure Title VI Plans and DBE Implementation Agreements  have been accepted are on file with 
Caltrans  

 Finance management 

 Procurement oversight 

 Vehicle procurement and inspections 

 Project monitoring for compliance with federal requirements and the Caltrans Division of Mass 
Transportation State Management Plan 

 Asset management and property disposition 

 FTA compliance audits 

 Invoicing/Reimbursement payment 
 
FTA Section 5310 grant funds will be available to the local agency grantees after DMT receives final grant 
approval from FTA to release the funds. 
 
The suspension or cancellation of this MOU must be negotiated between the involved parties, and 
memorialized in writing.  
 
Approval: 
 
 
                                                                                                                                   
Mark Codey, Acting Chief       Date 
Division of Mass Transportation 
 
                                                                                                                                           
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director      Date 
Kern Council of Governments 
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  June 19, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 
  By:   Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM F. 

PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT  
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Routine report on the monthly project status meeting held to discuss project implementation issues and to 
develop solutions for CMAQ, RSTP, TE, Transit, and TDA Article 3 projects. The Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
On January 3, 2007, the TTAC agreed to meet for monthly project status meetings. This meeting brings 
to the forefront Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ), Regional Surface Transportation Program 
(RSTP), Transportation Enhancement (TE), and Transit Program project delivery commitments in current 
and future fiscal years of the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP). On October 19, 2010, 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 projects were added to the agenda. The forum is ideal to 
discuss new requirements or announcements such as training opportunities or programming approvals. 
Caltrans staff is invited to assist project managers and provide updates on specific requests.   
 
HIGHLIGHTS of May 13, 2014 meeting 
 

1. 2013 FTIP Amendment No. 14 includes the new Regional Surface Transportation Program 
(RSTP) and Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) projects approved by the Kern COG Board 
this year. Amendment No. 14 was federally approved May 12, 2014. The Fiscal Year 14/15 
project list has been prepared and is included with this staff report. 

 
2. Kern COG is asking agencies to review the possibility of early delivery with the potential 

opportunity to receive additional programming in future years. This opportunity will be reviewed 
on a case by case basis. 

 
3. Transportation Development Act Article 3 project applications are due July 15, 2014. 

 
4. May 13, 2014 Score Card – 43% of projects have approved funding authorization; 40% is 

awaiting funding authorization; 17% was not submitted for funding authorization. 
 
Enclosure:  May 13, 2014 Project Accountability Team meeting notes 
             May 13, 2014 Score Card for fiscal year 13/14 
             May 13, 2014 FY 13/14 project list 
             May 13, 2014 FY 14/15 project list 
             May 6, 2014 TDA Article 3 project list 
 
ACTION:  Information. 
 



 
Project Accountability Team Meeting 

 
Tuesday, May 13, 2014 

Meeting held at Kern Council of Governments  
 

Attendees: 
Bob Ruiz, Arvin 
Navdip Grewal, Bakersfield 
Bob Wren, Wasco 
Bob Neath, Kern County 

Todd Wood, Kern County 
Raquel Pacheco, Kern COG 
Joe Stramaglia, Kern COG 
Peter Smith, Kern COG 

 

DRAFT Notes 
1. Introductions confirmed attendees. 
 

2. Review Notes – April 22nd meeting notes were distributed and no changes requested. Ms. 
Pacheco provided an update that there were not enough Local Assistance workshop topics to 
schedule a workshop so it was decided to cancel the May workshop. Attendees requested that at 
the next workshop, Caltrans should explain the process of allocation and request for 
authorization for Active Transportation Program (ATP) projects.   

 
3. Active Transportation Program Applications due May 21st – Ms. Pacheco reminded everyone 

that applications must be submitted to Caltrans with a copy to Kern COG by May 21st. Ms. 
Pacheco again provided tentative schedules for inclusion of the statewide program of projects 
and the Kern region program of projects into the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program.  Ms. Pacheco provided a copy of the 5/2/14 Kern COG memo regarding Support Letter 
Protocol and Reference to the KCOG Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). Mr. Stramaglia 
explained the use of references in the RTP. 

 
4. Project Milestone Information Early Delivery – Ms. Pacheco discussed that Kern COG has 

received the Project Milestone Information as requested for Regional Surface Transportation 
Program (RSTP) and Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) projects approved by the Kern 
COG this year. Kern COG is evaluating the information received and plans to report at a future 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee. 

 
Kern COG Project Delivery Policies and Procedures – Ms. Pacheco provided an excerpt from 
the Policy and Procedures document with “Figure 2-A: Project Delivery Timeline.” Ms. Pacheco 
reminded attendees that the Policy states that “request for authorizations” must be submitted by 
January 31st of the year programmed. Kern COG, however, is strongly encouraging agencies to 
advance the delivery of their projects to this fiscal year. Kern COG is asking agencies to review 
the possibility of early delivery with the potential opportunity to receive additional programming in 
future years. This opportunity will be reviewed on a case by case basis.  

 
5. Roundtable presentations – Each agency, represented, gave a project update only if new 

information was available for 2013-2014 projects.  
 
See updates in the project list attached. 

 
2013 FTIP Amendment No. 14 – The RSTP and CMAQ approved by the Kern COG Board this 
year are now officially in the FTIP. Amendment No. 14 was federally approved May 12, 2014.  
  
E-76 Status – Ms. Pacheco presented the new Local Assistance Webpage tool for viewing the 
status of E-76 processing through the Caltrans District office, Caltrans Headquarters office, and 
eventually Federal approval. The tool is available at http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/E-
76-status.php  
 



   

Page 2/May notes 
 

 
6.  TDA Article 3 Project Status – Each agency, represented, gave a project update only if new 

information was available for the project list. 
 

Mr. Smith reported that there were no changes since the last report. 
 
TDA Article 3 applications due July 15, 2014 – Mr. Smith announced that TDA Article 3 
program applications are due July 15, 2014 to Kern COG and the application is now 
available on the homepage of the Kern COG website at http://www.kerncog.org/  

 
7.   Announcements – Caltrans Local Assistance Workshop cancelled  
 
8. Conclude Meeting / Next meeting – June 17, 2014 at Kern COG 



 
 

May 13, 2014 
 

 
TO:  TTAC Members and Project Managers 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner III 
 
RE:  Monthly Project Delivery Score Card 
 
 

Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
 

FY 2013-14
No. of

Projects
Preliminary

Engineering Construction
% of 

funding
RSTP 11 $0 $9,270,116
CMAQ 20 $35,400 $9,684,600
TE 8 $158,387 $2,899,331
Transit 0 $0 $0
Totals 39 $193,787 $21,854,047 100%

1.  Not 
    Submitted

No. of
Projects

Preliminary
Engineering Construction

% of 
funding

RSTP 2 $0 $712,032
CMAQ 8.5 $0 $2,549,604
TE 3 $102,920 $296,000
Transit 0 $0 $0
Total 13.5 $102,920 $3,557,636 17%

2.  Submitted
No. of

Projects
Preliminary

Engineering Construction
% of 

funding
RSTP 2 $0 $3,868,402
CMAQ 5 $0 $3,145,103
TE 4 $0 $1,910,000
Transit 0 $0 $0
Total 11 $0 $8,923,505 40%

3.  State/Federal
    Approvals

No. of
Projects

Preliminary
Engineering Construction

% of 
funding

RSTP 7 $0 $4,689,682
CMAQ 6.5 $35,400 $3,989,893
TE 1 $55,467 $693,331
Transit 0 $0 $0
Total 14.5 $90,867 $9,372,906 43%

       Federal/State $ in FY 13/14

 
 



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Arvin KER120401 STPL‐5370(024)

IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Campus Dr)
$0 $621,765 $707,250

April 2014
2

Bakersfield KER120402

STPL‐5109(204), 

(203)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Panama Ln, Truxtun 

Ave)

$0 $3,353,579 $3,793,000 March 2014

Feb 2014

3

Bakersfield KER120506

CML‐5109(209), 

(208)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Buena Vista Rd, Jewetta at Reina)

$0 $762,683 $861,500 May 2014

April 2014

2,2

Bakersfield KER120507 CML‐5109(206)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Jewetta Ave, Calloway Dr)

$0 $369,869 $417,800

April 2014

2

Bakersfield KER120508 CML‐5109(207)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL 

DEVICES (H St, White Ln, Stine Rd)
$0 $734,040 $829,150

Jan 2014
3

Bakersfield KER120511

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Old River Rd, Cottonwood Rd, Morning Dr)
$0 $695,575 $785,700

June 2014
1

Bakersfield KER121001

RPSTPLE‐

5109(205)

IN BAKERSFIELD: MT VERNON FROM COLUMBUS ST TO 

UNIVERSITY AVE; LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS
$0 $398,000 $515,565 2a

Cal. City KER120403 STPL‐5399(021)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hacienda Blvd)
$0 $238,359 $341,850

April 2014
3

Cal. City KER120513 CML‐5399(022)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: CALIFORNIA CITY BLVD (SOUTH) AT 

HARVARD AVE; CONSTRUCT COLLEGE STATION PARK‐AND‐

RIDE

$0 $297,060 $335,548

June 2014

1

Delano KER120404

STPCML‐5227

(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hiett Ave)
$0 $541,977 $612,196

done
3

Delano KER120514

STPCML‐5227

(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Albany St and Hiett Ave)
$0 $689,101 $778,382

done
3

GET KER120504 PURCHASE TWO REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES CA‐95‐X244 $0 $1,018,095 $1,150,000 March 2014 2

GET KER120502 PASSIVE SOLAR ELECTRIC CONVERSION SYSTEM $0 $1,064,325 $2,474,337 March 2014 2

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

KCOG KER120412 IN KERN COUNTY:  REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM
$0 $79,677 $90,000

Jan 2014
3

KCOG KER120501 CMLNI‐6087(045) IN KERN COUNTY:  RIDESHARE PROGRAM $0 $191,490 $216,300 Jan 2014 3

Kern Co. KER120405 RSTPL‐5950(373)

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Elk Hills Rd)
$0 $3,246,637 $3,672,202

April 2014
2

Kern Co. KER120510

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Merle Haggard Dr at Airport Dr)
$0 $486,800 $550,000

June 2014
1

Kern Co. KER120515 CML‐5950(380)

IN TEHACHAPI: ROOST AVE FROM BEAR VALLEY RD TO END; 

SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $300,000 $375,000

May 2014
2

Kern Co. KER120518 CML‐5950(371)

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Redrock‐Randsburg Rd)
$0 $1,935,036 $2,185,741

Jan 2014
3

Kern Co. KER121002

IN RIDGECREST: COLLEGE HEIGHTS BLVD FROM DOLPHIN AVE 

TO CERRO COSO COMMUNITY COLLEGE; CONSTRUCT 

PEDESTRIAN PATH AND LANDSCAPE IMPROVE

$0 $0 $48,000
PE: done

in‐house

N/A

Kern Co. KER121003

IN BAKERSFIELD:  CHESTER AVE FROM KERN RIVER PARKWAY 

TO OILDALE TOWN CENTER; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK

$0 $296,000 $380,000 1

Kern Co. KER121005

IN ROSAMOND: DIAMOND ST FROM ROSAMOND BLVD TO 

ORANGE ST; CON SIDEWALK & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS, 

STREETLIGHTS, RESTRIPE RD, & BIKE LANES

$0 $1,000,000 $1,300,000
June 2014 

CTC

2a

Kern Co. KER121006

IN AND NEAR LOST HILLS: SR 46 FROM 0.1 MILE WEST OF 

CALIFORNIA AQUEDUCT TO LOST HILLS RD; CONSTRUCT 

SIDEWALK

$0 $264,000 $351,000 June 2014 

CTC

2a

Kern Co. KER121007

IN BAKERSFIELD: BERNARD ST FROM HALEY ST TO MT 

VERNON AVE; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALKS
$0 $248,000 $316,000

May 2014 

CTC
2a

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

McFarland KER120406 STPL‐5343(005)

IN MCFARLAND: W KERN AVE FROM WEST OF FRONTAGE RD 

TO EAST OF 2ND ST; PEDESTRIAN / LANDSCAPE 

IMPROVEMENTS

$0 $293,453 $331,473

Jan 2014

3

Ridgecrest KER120407 STPL‐5385(047)

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (S. China Lake Blvd)

$0 $539,646 $686,754

April 2014

1

Ridgecrest KER120519 CML‐5385(046)

IN RIDGECREST: SOUTH SUNLAND DR FROM UPJOHN AVE TO 

BOWMAN RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET
$0 $440,226 $497,262

May 2014
3

Ridgecrest KER120520

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (China Lake Blvd)
$0 $309,000 $350,000

May 2014
1

Shafter KER120408 STPL‐5281(019)

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (West Los Angeles 

Ave)

$0 $182,637 $307,000

done

3

Taft KER120409 STPL‐5193(035)

IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Center St)
$0 $172,386 $224,274

March 2014
2

Taft KER121008

IN TAFT: SUNSET RAILROAD CORRIDOR FROM 2ND ST TO SR 

119; CONSTRUCT BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH
$86,985 $0 $99,000 2a

Tehachapi KER120523 CML‐5184(021) IN TEHACHAPI: CURRY ST AT VALLEY BLVD; GUTTER REMOVAL
$35,400 $391,300 $482,000

PE‐ done

CON‐ June
3,1

Tehachapi KER121009

RPSTPLE‐

5184(022)

IN TEHACHAPI: TEHACHAPI BLVD FROM SNYDER AVE TO 

DENNISON RD; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK, PEDESTRIAN 

LIGHTING, & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

$15,935 $0 $18,000

April 2014

2a

Wasco KER121010 STPE‐P043(044)

IN WASCO: SR43 FROM POSO DRIVE TO FILBURN AVE; 

CONSTRUCT LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS
$55,467 $693,331 $845,812

done
3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). [Bakersfield, Kern 

County, Ridgecrest]

HSIPL‐5109(202) Bakersfield: 20 pedestrian countdown heads $0 $116,000 $129,000 done 3

HSIPL‐5950(374) Kern County: Patton Way $0 $144,000 $180,000 done 3

HSIPL‐5950(375) Kern County: Roberts Ln/Oildale Dr $0 $109,000 $139,000 done 3

HSIPL‐5385(049) Ridgecrest: China Lake Blvd/Bowman Rd $0 $396,000 $440,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(050) Ridgecrest: Drummond Ave $0 $263,700 $293,000 PE ‐ done 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(051) Ridgecrest: 7 intersections upgrade traffic signals
$0 $383,400 $426,000

PE ‐ done

CON ‐ June 3,1

HSIPL‐5385(052) Ridgecrest: 12 intersections install signs
$0 $475,200 $528,000

PE ‐ done

CON ‐ June 3,1

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐SAFE 

ROUTES TO SCHOOL FEDERAL PROGRAM. [Delano, Kern 

County, Ridgecrest, Taft, Wasco]

Delano: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐001 $0 $393,600 $393,600 April 2014 1

Kern County: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐007 $0 $263,000 $263,000 1

Kern County: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐008 $0 $213,000 $213,000 2

SRTSL‐5385(045) Ridgecrest: Various locations SRTS3‐09‐002 $0 $583,400 $583,400 done 3,3

SRTSLNI‐

5193(034) Taft: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐011
$0 $457,400 $457,400

PE ‐ done

CON‐done 3

SRTSL‐5287(034) Wasco: SRTS Plan SRTS3‐06‐015 $0 $165,000 $165,000 done 3

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). [Arvin, Bakersfield, 

California City, Delano, Tehachapi]

Arvin: Bear Mountain/Derby HSIP6‐06‐001 $0 $163,000 $181,112 May 2014 2

Bakersfield: 60 intersection HSIP6‐06‐002 $0 $171,000 $190,000 March 2014 2

HSIPL‐5399(023) California City: California City Blvd HSIP6‐09‐001 $0 $91,400 $101,556 PE‐ done 3

HSIPL‐5227(047) Delano: Cecil Ave/Albany St HSIP6‐06‐004 $0 $72,200 $80,223 April 2014 3

Tehachapi:  HSIP6‐09‐002 $0 $312,800 $347,556 March 2014 2

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Various KER110601

Various KER110602

Various KER140601
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DRAFT 14/15 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2014/2015
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 14/15

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 14/15

PE

Federal
FY 14/15

CON

FY 14/15
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Arvin KER140401

IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Varsity Ave)
$0 $47,443 $53,590

May 2014
2

Bakersfield KER140402

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Gosford Rd)
$0 $3,810,999 $4,304,755 1

Bakersfield KER140507

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 

IMPROVEMENTS (Harris Rd)
$0 $301,000 $340,000 1

Cal. City KER140403

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hacienda Blvd: 

Redwood)

$0 $38,922 $43,965 1

Delano KER140404

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (High St, Ellington St, 

Fremont St)

$0 $61,971 $70,000 1

GET KER140502

IN BAKERSFIELD:  ON DON HART DR EAST AND KROLL WAY; 

CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC TRANSIT CENTER
$115,960 $0 $130,985 1

KCOG KER140414 IN KERN COUNTY:  REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM
$0 $79,677 $90,000 1

KCOG KER140501 IN KERN COUNTY:  RIDESHARE PROGRAM
$0 $186,724 $210,917 1

KCSS KER140505 IN BAKERSFIELD: CNG FUELING STATION EXPANSION $0 $1,222,230 $1,388,910 1

Kern Co. KER121002

IN RIDGECREST: COLLEGE HEIGHTS BLVD FROM DOLPHIN AVE 

TO CERRO COSO COMMUNITY COLLEGE; CONSTRUCT 

PEDESTRIAN PATH AND LANDSCAPE IMPROVE

$0 $377,000 $425,000 1

Kern Co. KER121004

IN TEHACHAPI: TEHACHAPI CUMMINGS WATER DISTRICT 

PROPERTY FROM HIGHLINE RD TO VALLEY BLVD; CONSTRUCT 

BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH

$0 $396,000 $504,000 1

Kern Co. KER140405

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Old River Rd)
$0 $5,879,762 $6,641,762 1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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Kern Co. KER140504

IN KERN COUNTY: PURCHASE FOUR REPLACEMENT CNG 

COACHES
$0 $1,830,374 $2,067,518 1

Kern Co. KER140506

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 

SIGNALIZATION (Snow Rd at Coffee, Snow Rd at Calloway)

$0 $480,000 $600,000 1

Kern Co. KER140509

IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 

IMPROVEMENTS (Buena Vista Blvd, Garces Hwy, Rowlee Rd, 

Heath Rd, Renfro Rd, California City Blvd, Banducci Rd)

$0 $5,610,149 $6,900,000 1

McFarland KER140406

IN MCFARLAND: KERN AVE: 2ND ST TO 3RD ST; LANDSCAPING 

AND PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS
$35,280 $0 $39,851 1

McFarland KER140510

IN MCFARLAND: ALONG ELMO HWY AND BROWNING RD; 

PAVE SHOULDERS AND INSTALL CLASS II BIKE LANE FACILITIES

$28,428 $0 $32,112 1

Ridgecrest KER140407

IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (S. China Lake: 

Bowman to College Heights)

$0 $89,503 $101,100 1

Ridgecrest KER140512

IN RIDGECREST: NORTH WARNER ST FROM DRUMMOND AVE 

TO WEST HOWELL AVE; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

$40,307 $0 $45,530 1

Shafter KER140408

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR NON‐CAPACITY 

WIDENING (NO ADDITIONAL TRAVEL LANES) (Tulare Ave)

$0 $228,000 $277,000 1

State KER140410

IN MARICOPA: SR 33 AT STANISLAUS ST; INSTALL 

RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASHING BEACON NEAR PEDESTRIAN 

CROSSING

$8,853 $0 $10,000 1

Taft KER121008

IN TAFT: SUNSET RAILROAD CORRIDOR FROM 2ND ST TO SR 

119; CONSTRUCT BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH
$0 $594,000 $671,000 1

Taft KER140411

IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 

AND/OR REHABILITATION (Church St)
$0 $17,230 $19,823 1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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Project No./
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Total
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to Submit

Note

Taft KER140513

IN TAFT: SUPPLY ROW ST BETWEEN S 4TH ST AND S 6TH ST; 

CONSTRUCT PARK‐AND‐RIDE
$86,048 $0 $97,197 1

Tehachapi KER121009

IN TEHACHAPI: TEHACHAPI BLVD FROM SNYDER AVE TO 

DENNISON RD; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK, PEDESTRIAN 

LIGHTING, & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

$0 $465,000 $529,000 1

Tehachapi KER140412

IN TEHACHAPI: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Tehachapi Blvd)

$0 $20,890 $47,047 1

Wasco KER140413

IN WASCO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (7th St and Central 

Ave)

$0 $46,588 $52,625 1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Project Status
Status Code:  1=Not Started  2=Under Construction  3=Completed

Jurisdiction Auth. Auth Project Name Funding Status Code
Date Order

Arvin 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Rack $1,000 1

Bakersfield 9/18/2008 MO#08-06 Bike Bakersfield Safety Program $42,000 2 On-going
Bakersfield 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Columbus from River to Haley (I of II $26,892 2 Partial billing paid
Bakersfield 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Brundage from Oleander to "H" (I of II) $20,733 2 Partial billing paid
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Columbus from River to Haley (II of II) $60,008 2
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Brundage from Oleander to "H" (II of II) $46,267 2
Bakersfield 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Lane on Akers btwn McKee-Wilson (I of II) $112,149 1

California City 9/20/07 MO#07-03 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

California City 10/15/09 MO#09-01 Hacienda Blvd Phase 1 (I of II) $132,082 2
Design Completed, Construction anticipated
in summer 2013

California City 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Hacienda Blvd Phase 1 (II of II) $132,082 2
Design Completed, Construction anticipated
in summer 2014

California City 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Hacienda Blvd Phase 2 $175,000 2
Design Completed, Construction anticipated
in summer 2015

$307,082
Delano  (No Projects)

Kern County 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (I of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Ped Improve on Niles from Virgina to Oswell (I of III $51,862 1 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Oak Creek Bikepath from Koch to Deaver (II of II) $135,000 3 Completed
Kern County 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (II of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 West Side SR 184 Ped Path DiGiorgio to Collison (III of III) $87,000 2 Construction anticipated in Spring 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped Improve on Niles from Virgina to Oswell (II of III) $146,507 2 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014
Kern County 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Ped on Niles btwn Lynwood and Morning (Iof II) $15,000 1 Construction anticipated in Fall 2014

Maricopa 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

McFarland 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Safety Projgram $1,000 1
McFarland 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bicycle Parking $1,000 1

Ridgecrest 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bowman Road Bikepath on Richmond (I of II) $106,275 2 Project going to design
Ridgecrest 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bowman Road Bikepath on Richmond (II of II) $156,109 2

Shafter 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (I of III) $25,617 1 Awaiting funding phasing
Shafter 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (II of III) $79,264 1 Awaiting funding phasing
Shafter 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 SR 43 Sidewalks from Meyer Ave to Tulare (III of III) $79,264 1



Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Project Status
Status Code:  1=Not Started  2=Under Construction  3=Completed

Jurisdiction Auth. Auth Project Name Funding Status Code
Date Order

Taft 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (I of III) $85,190 2 In Design, Billed $41,493.63 on May 31, 2012
Taft 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (II of III) $139,716 2 In Design
Taft 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Rack at Oil Monument $1,000 3 Completed
Taft 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Sunset Railway Rails to Trails Phase 2 (III of III) $139,716 2 In Design
Taft 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Rack $1,000 1

Tehachapi 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Bicycle Parking Rack $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/15/2009 MO#09-01 Bicycle Safety Program $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Bike Rack at Manzanita Park $1,000 3 Completed, awaiting billing
Tehachapi 10/21/2010 MO#10-03 Davis Street Sidewalk $55,000 2 In Design
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Master Plan Implementation Phase I $160,000 1
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Safety Program $1,000 1
Tehachapi 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bicycle Parking Rack $1,000 1
Tehachapi 9/19/2013 MO#13-03 Bike Locker at airport $2,400 1

Wasco 9/15/2011 MO#11-01 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1
Wasco 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Pedestrian Improvements on 7th Street $23,507 1 Funded in full
Wasco 9/20/2012 MO#12-03 Bike Safety Program $1,000 1

Current as of May 6, 2014
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Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

  June 19, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
 

BY: Robert M. Snoddy, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM G.  

Kern Council of Governments’ updated Federal Transit Administration Title VI Policy 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
A review and adoption of Kern Council of Governments’ updated Title VI Policy. Kern County Counsel 
has reviewed these documents. 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
FTA requires that all direct recipients document their compliance by submitting a Title VI Plan to FTA 
every three years.  
 
Kern COG staff has attended a Caltrans’ FTA Title VI workshop for guidance and assistance in updating 
Kern COG’s Title VI Plan. Specifically, Kern COG staff has prepared a Limited English Proficiency (LEP) 
process to include with the Title VI complaint policy and environmental justice policy.  
 
According to United States Department of Transportation Title VI regulations 49 CFR part 21, the Federal 
Transit Administration (FTA) has issued new guidelines for the Title VI compliance requirements. Program 
Objectives include: 
 

A. Insurance that the level and quality of public transportation service is provided in a 
nondiscriminatory manner; 

B. Promotion of full and fair participation in public transportation decision-making without regard to 
race, color, or national origin; and 

C. Ensure meaningful access to transit-related programs and activities by persons with limited 
English proficiency. 

 
Statutory Authority: Section 601 of title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 states the following: 
 
 No person in the United States shall, on the ground or race, color, or national creed origin, be 
excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under and 
program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance. 
 
This Board recently adopted the updated Kern Council of Governments’ Title VI Environmental Justice 
Measures as an appendix to Kern Council of Governments’ Regional Transportation Plan 2014 at its 
March 20, 2014 meeting. This document will be added to Kern Council of Governments’ Title VI Policy.   
 
Enclosure: Kern COG Title VI Complaint Policy, Complaint Form, and Limited English Proficiency Plan 
(LEP). 
 
ACTION: Adopt Resolution No. 14-16 updating Kern COG’s Title VI Program including: KCOG Complaint 
Report 2014, Title VI Complaint Form 2014, Limited English Proficiency Plan (LEP) and KCOG’s adopted 
Title VI Environmental Justice Policy into Kern Council of Governments’ Title VI Policy. ROLL CALL 
VOTE. 
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Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

 

BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-16 
 
In the matter of:  
 

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS TITLE VI PROGRAM UPDATE 2014 
 

 WHEREAS, Kern Council of Governments is a joint powers agency made up of Kern County, the 
cities of Arvin, Bakersfield, California City, Delano, Mariposa, McFarland, Ridgecrest, Shafter, Taft, 
Tehachapi, and Wasco (collectively, :member agencies”, and individually, a “member agency”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, Kern Council of Governments is a recipient of Federal revenues and is required to 
meet federal regulatory requirements pursuant to Title VI of the Civil Act of 1964, 42 U.S. C. § 2000d et 
seq., and create a Title VI program, as established by 49 C.F.R. part 21; and 
 
 WHEREAS, The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) requested that Kern Council of 
Governments provide a Title VI Program update that ensures no person or group of persons on the basis 
of race, color, or national origin is subjected to discrimination in the level and quality of transportation 
services and benefits and that steps are taken to ensure that a person with Limited English Proficiency is 
provided these rights; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Kern Council of Governments’ staff developed an updated Title VI program based on 
best practices that meet FTA Guidelines; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on June 19, 2014, the Kern Council of Government’s Transportation Planning and 
Policy Committee considered the adoption of the updated Title VI Program at the Committee’s open 
public meeting. 
 
 NOW, THERFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Kern Council of Governments’ Transportation 
Planning Policy Committee that the Kern Council of Governments’ Updated Title VI Program as 
presented on June 19, 2014, is hereby adopted. 
 
ADOPTED, SIGNED AND APPROVED THIS 19TH DAY OF JUNE 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES; 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
 
       _________________________ 
       Harold W. Hanson 
       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly adopted at 
a regularly scheduled meeting on the 19th day of June 2014. 
 
_________________________  Date: _________________________ 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments  
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Kern Council of Government’s Plan for 
Special Language Services to 

Limited English Proficient (LEP) Populations 
 

Presidential Executive Order 13166 requires federal agencies to implement measures to ensure that people 
who speak limited English have meaningful access to programs and activities that are conducted and/or 
funded by the federal government, consistent with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. Both the U.S. 
Department of Transportation (US DOT) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) have implemented 
guidance or directives in furtherance of executive Order 13166. 
 
In compliance with guidance and rules issued by US DOT, and Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Kern 
COG continues to take reasonable steps to ensure that all persons have meaningful access to its programs, 
services, and information, at no additional cost. This document is Kern Council of Governments’ (Kern COG) 
Plan for Special Language Services to Limited English Proficient (LEP) Populations, referred to as the LEP 
Plan. In order to prepare this LEP Plan, Kern COG undertook the US DOT’s four-factor analysis, which 
considers the following: 
 

1. The number and proportion of LEP persons served or encountered in the eligible service population. 
2. The frequency with which LEP persons come in contact with Kern COG programs, activities or 

services. 
3. The importance to LEP persons of Kern COG’s program, activities and services. 
4. The resources available to Kern COG and overall cost to provide LEP assistance.  

 
Kern COG is the metropolitan planning organization (MPO) and regional transportation planning agency 
(RTPA) for the Kern region. Kern COG’s service area includes eleven incorporated cities, and numerous 
unincorporated communities, with a population of 839,631 in a range of urban, suburban, and rural settings. 
The population is increasingly diverse, with a portion speaking a language other than English. 
 
In addition to this LEP Plan, a separate but related document, Kern COG’s Public Participation Plan, also 
lays out ways in which Kern COG seeks broad public participation in Kern COG’s work and the transportation 
planning process. Kern COG’s current Public Participation Plan is included as Appendix A. 
 
Part 1. Determination of Need 
 
The following tables, drawn from The U. S. Census Bureau, identify those who speak English “less than very 
well” as Limited English Proficient persons.  
 
Table 1 shows, by county, the ability to speak English and languages spoken at home for persons five years 
of age and older. The five most frequent languages in the region other than English are Spanish (15.7 
percent), Tagalog (1/4 of one percent), Indic (1/4 of one percent), Other Pacific Island Language (1/10 of one 
percent), and Arabic (1/10 of one percent). However, many of these people also speak English very well. 
Table 2 shows that Spanish-speakers are the only population representing more than five percent of the 
county’s population, or of the region’s population, that is identified as not speaking English very well.    
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 Table 1 – Language spoken at Home by Ability to Speak English for the Population 5 Years and Over  

 Kern County, California 

Estimate Margin of Error 

Total: 768,546 +/-81 

Speak only English 450,933 +/-4,887 

Spanish or Spanish Creole: 281,948 +/-4,962 

Speak English “very well” 160,860 +/-4,217 

Speak English less than “very well” 121,088 +/-3,856 

French (incl. Patios, Cajun): 1,065 +/-540 

Speak English “very well” 808 +/-382 

Speak English less than “very well” 257 +/-256 

French Creole” 11 +/-21 

Speak English “very well” 11 +/-21 

Speak English less than “very well” 0 +/-123 

Italian: 479 +/-196 

Speak English “very well” 414 +/-155 

Speak English less than “very well” 65 +/-68 

Portuguese or Portuguese Creole: 212 +/-144 

Speak English “very well” 181 +/-141 

Speak English less than “very well” 31 +/-36 

German: 1,312 +/-350 

Speak English “very well” 1,137 +/-339 

Speak English less than “very well” 175 +/-96 

Yiddish: 0 +/-123 

Speak English “very well” 0 +/-123 

Speak English less than “very well” 0 +/-123 

Other West Germanic languages: 124 +/-105 

Speak English “very well” 101 +/-82 

Speak English less than “very well” 23 +/-35 

Scandinavian languages: 148 +/-101 

Speak English “very well” 148 +/-101 

Speak English less than “very well” 0 +/-123 

Greek: 63 +/-52 

Speak English “very well” 48 +/-46 

Speak English less than “very well” 15 +/-25 

Russian: 819 +/-586 

Speak English “very well” 713 +/-575 

Speak English less than “very well” 106 +/-92 

 Kern County, California 

Estimate Margin of Error 

Polish: 37 +/-41 

Speak English “very well” 37 +/-41 

Speak English less than “very well” 0 +/-123 

Serbo-Croatian: 56 +/-63 

Speak English “very well” 56 +/-63 

Speak English less than “very well” 0 +/-123 

Other Slavic languages 121 +/-106 

Speak English “very well” 86 +/-67 

Speak English less than “very well” 35 +/-54 

Armenian: 224 +/-126 

Speak English “very well” 95 +/-91 

Speak English less than “very well” 129 +/-103 

Persian: 598 +/-278 

Speak English “very well” 427 +/-215 
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Speak English less than “very well” 171 +/-154 

Gujarati: 529 +/-376 

Speak English “very well” 285 +/-222 

Speak English less than “very well” 244 +/-239 

Hindi: 810 +/-382 

Speak English “very well” 757 +/-367 

Speak English less than “very well” 53 +/-69 

Urdu: 82 +/-70 

Speak English “very well” 56 +/-57 

Speak English less than “very well” 26 +/-42 

Other Indic languages: 6,269 +/-2010 

Speak English “very well” 2,992 +/-1,040 

Speak English less than “very well” 3,277 +/-1,144 

Other Indo-European languages: 18 +/-29 

Speak English “very well” 18 +/-29 

Speak English less than “very well” 0 +/-123 

Chinese: 2,174 +/-824 

Speak English “very well” 963 +/-442 

Speak English less than “very well” 1,211 +/-549 

Japanese: 563 +/-315 

Speak English “very well” 440 +/-297 

Speak English less than “very well” 123 +/-87 

 

 Kern County, California 

Estimate Margin of Error 

Korean: 1,768 +/-683 

Speak English “very well” 651 +/-220 

Speak English less than “very well” 1,117 +/-548 

Mon-Khmer, Cambodian: 551 +/-449 

Speak English “very well” 337 +/-288 

Speak English less than “very well” 214 +/-173 

Hmong: 111 +/-141 

Speak English “very well” 26 +/-31 

Speak English less than “very well” 85 +/-136 

Thai: 308 +/-172 

Speak English “very well” 200 +/-120 

Speak English less than “very well” 108 +/-73 

Laotian: 121 +/-92 

Speak English “very well” 65 +/-59 

Speak English less than “very well” 56 +/-72 

Vietnamese: 858 +/-391 

Speak English “very well” 430 +/-190 

Speak English less than “very well” 428 +/-260 

Other Asian languages: 767 +/-400 

Speak English “very well” 404 +/-201 

Speak English less than “very well” 363 +/-257 

Tagalog: 8,610 +/-1,262 

Speak English “very well” 5,274 +/-989 

Speak English less than “very well” 3,336 +/-660 

Other Pacific Island languages: 2,212 +/-675 

Speak English “very well” 1,139 +/-388 

Speak English less than “very well” 1,073 +/-389 

Navajo: 145 +/-191 

Speak English “very well” 145 +/-191 

Speak English less than “very well” 0 +/-123 

Other Native American languages: 353 +/-351 
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Speak English “very well” 296 +/-340 

Speak English less than “very well” 57 +/-66 

Hungarian: 171 +/-127 

Speak English “very well” 108 +/-84 

Speak English less than “very well” 63 +/-80 

 

 Kern County, California 

Estimate Margin of Error 

Arabic: 2,958 +/-945 

Speak English “very well” 2,103 +/-756 

Speak English less than “very well” 855 +/-345 

Hebrew: 119 +/-105 

Speak English “very well” 88 +/-93 

Speak English less than “very well” 31 +/-49 

African languages: 741 +/-332 

Speak English “very well” 570 +/-281 

Speak English less than “very well” 171 +/-141 

Other and unspecified languages: 158 +/-131 

Speak English “very well” 108 +/-109 

Speak English less than “very well” 50 +/-57 

 

Table 2 – Populations speaking English Less than “Very Well” Regionally 

Speaks English Less Than “Very Well”     
Spanish Tagalog Indic 

language
s 

Arabic Other 
Pacific 
Island 
language
s 

Total 
speaking 
English 
Less than 
“Very 
Well” 

Speaks 
English 
“Very 
Well” 

Speaks 
Only 
English 

Total 

121,088 3,336 3,277 855 1,073 135,004 182,549 450,993 768,54
6 

15.7% of 
Kern 
populatio
n 

.004% of 
Kern 
populatio
n 

.004% of 
Kern 
populatio
n 

.001% of 
Kern 
populatio
n 

.001% of 
Kern 
populatio
n 

17.6 of 
Kern 
populatio
n 

23.8% of 
Kern 
populatio
n 

58.6% of 
Kern 
populatio
n 

100% 

 
Factor 2: frequency of LEP populations’ contact with programs, activities, services. 
 
Kern COG’s experience with LEP populations has been primarily with Spanish speakers. However, Kern 
COG has contracted with Language-Line to offer translation services to other languages identified within 
Table 1. Outreach print materials for Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) workshops, unmet transit needs 
hearings, and environmental justice focus groups have regularly been translated into Spanish. Some 
meetings have been conducted with a staff member able to translate the meeting details into Spanish upon 
request.  
 
Factor 3: Importance to LEP population of programs, services, activities. 
 
Kern COG is not a direct provider of transportation services, but instead every four years creates the 
RTP/SCS, a 20-year or longer plan for transportation facilities, programs and services across the region. 
Because of the long-term nature of Kern COG’s RTP/SCS planning, it has often been difficult to engage LEP 
populations in providing input. 
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Some of Kern COG’s programs have a more immediate reach, including an agricultural worker vanpool 
program; annual hearings to identify unmet transit needs in the Kern region, the regions 511 traveler 
information system; CommuteKern’s rideshare service; and motorist-aid-call boxes. These routinely include 
support for languages other than English. 
 
Factor 4: Resources available to Kern COG and overall cost to provide LEP assistance. 
 
Kern COG provides publicity in Spanish for unmet transit needs hearings and offers translation into any 
language upon request to allow LEP populations to participate. Kern COG has also offered translation 
services upon request for community workshops to develop the region’s long-range transportation plan. 
However, there has not been significant demand from LEP residents to participate in these discussions, 
unless Kern COG actively works with community-based organizations to recruit participants from their LEP 
constituency and provide on-site language support. To the extent possible, Kern COG staff also goes out to 
other organization’s meetings or English as a Second Language (ESL) classes involving LEP persons, but 
the resources for doing this type of outreach are very limited. 
 
Kern COG’s Community Outreach Specialist speaks fluent Spanish, answers calls from the main telephone 
line that come in Spanish, and has an outgoing voicemail message in both English and Spanish. Two Kern 
COG staff members speak Spanish fluently and one other speaks Chinese fluently. In some cases, the cost 
to implement multiple language programs, especially to provide translated materials or simultaneous 
translation, is significant and unfunded. 
 
 
Part 2. Implementation Plan on Language Assistance 
 

1. LEP persons who need language assistance 
 
As noted above, the most significant group requiring language assistance has been the Hispanic/Latino 
population, with 15.7 percent of the region’s Spanish-speaking population speaking English less than very 
well. However, Kern COG has also sought to identify other groups needing language assistance. Kern COG 
continues to monitor the needs of LEP persons, and to determine its communications and public participation 
efforts to include people regardless of language barriers. 
 

2. Providing language assistance 
 
Kern COG has a number of techniques or practices to provide meaningful opportunities for LEP residents to 
access transportation-related information and provide input that informs key decisions, including the 
following: 

Transportation Information 
 

 Kern COG’s 511 website for traffic, transit, rideshare and bicycling information can be accessed in 
all languages supported by Google translator, including Spanish and other local applicable 
languages. 
 

 By dialing 511, telephone information on transportation services in the Kern region is available in 
Spanish. 
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 As part of a study of transit needs to reach “lifeline” or essential destinations, Kern COG staff 
interviewed organizations and ESL classes representing LEP populations to identify issues and 
concerns with public transit services and provide more transportation information. 
 

 Kern COG staff has produced and distributed transportation resource sheets to agencies working 
with low-income and LEP populations in the various communities in the region, including where to 
find transit information in languages other than English.  

 
 Kern COG helped with the content and translation into Spanish of materials publicizing to labor 

contractors and potential drivers and riders the availability of reduced cost vanpools for agricultural 
workers in the Kern region.  
 

 Kern COG contracts with the company that answers freeway call boxes and insures that translation 
assistance for any language is for motorists using call boxes, and through freeway service patrol 
dispatchers. 

 
 Kern COG routinely creates publicity materials for annual Unmet Transit Needs hearings in both 

English and Spanish. Hearings are held in at least thirteen locations within the Kern region. Kern 
COG also sends press releases to and purchases advertisements in a non-English language 
newspaper publicizing the hearings. Spanish-speakers with comments by phone are directed to a 
voicemail box with a Spanish greeting, and written or E-mail comments are accepted in any 
language. 

 
 Most of the region’s transit operators already provide transit service information in Spanish. 

Regional Transit also has an arrangement with a translation service for callers in any language. 
Kern COG also maintains an awareness and sensitivity to LEP needs in developing Short-Range 
Transit Plans for transit agencies in the region, including creating on-board surveys in languages 
other than English as needed, and developing new transit marketing strategies and 
recommendations for reaching relevant LEP populations in the transit operator’s area. 

 
 Kern COG’s rideshare program, known as CommuteKern, contracts with Language Line to provide 

additional language services for commuters who are looking for rideshare assistance.  
CommuteKern also advertises its services in both English and Spanish on local radio and television 
stations, as well as print... 

 
 
Regional Transportation Planning 

 
 Kern COG provided opportunities for public input at several stages of development of the recently-

released Draft RTP/SCS. Kern COG publicized community workshops through fliers in English and 
Spanish. Media releases were sent to non-English language media outlets as suggested by 
participants in Kern COG’s Public Participation Plan working group, made up of stakeholders 
representing environmental justice communities. Staff also worked with community-based 
organization that serve LEP populations to support outreach and participation in the workshops. 
Translation services were offered upon request. 
 

 Radio announcements promoting attendance and participation in the RTP workshops were 
purchased with English and Spanish speaking media.  
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Kern COG plans to continue such measures to insure that those with limited English proficiency can obtain 
information about transportation services in the region, provide meaningful comment on public transit 
services, and participate in Kern COG’s transportation planning process. 
 

3. Training staff 
 
Many of Kern COG’s staff have experience communicating in an ethnically diverse environment. A number 
of staff have come to the job with multi-lingual skills. Agency training and internal planning will continue to 
note the need to consider persons with limited English proficiency in communicating transportation 
information, and providing or partnering for language assistance for LEP persons to support and encourage 
their participation in the RTP/SCS planning process and other key planning activities. This Plan will be 
distributed to all agency staff members. 
 
Given the proliferation of smart phone and expansion of Internet access, even among low-income 
populations, Kern COG is also exploring the potential to use more online community education and 
engagement tools that allow people to participate in the planning process without having to physically attend 
workshops or meetings, and whether those tools can be cost-effectively translated into Spanish or other non-
English languages. 
 

4. Providing notice to LEP persons 
 
Kern COG will continue to inform the public and LEP persons of their rights under Title VI in a number of 
ways: 
 

 Notification of Title VI rights on Kern COG’s website in English and Spanish. 
 Complaint procedures and forms translated into Spanish that are posted on Kern COG’s website 

and available through Kern COG’s offices. 
 Routine use of both English and Spanish on printed or electronic announcements for Unmet Transit 

Needs Hearings and public workshops on key planning efforts that alert interested individuals on 
how to request translation services. 

 Working with community-based organizations and other stakeholders to inform LEP individuals of 
Kern COG’s programs and services, including the availability of language services. 

 
5. Monitoring/updating the plan 

 
While maintaining a basic level of access by LEP populations to Kern COG transportation information and 
services, and public input opportunities into key planning decisions, Kern COG will monitor demographic 
shifts and translation requests and adjust to meet demand. Kern COG’s LEP Plan will be updated as 
necessary to reflect significant changes.  
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TITLE VI COMPLAINT FORM 

 
Title VI of the 1964 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 denied the benefits of, or be subjected to 
discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal financial assistance.” If you feel you have 
been discriminated against in transit services, please provide the following information in order to assist us 
in processing your complaint and send to: 
 
Kern Council of Governments 
ATTN: Kern COG Title VI Coordinator 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
Phone:  (661) 861-2191 
Fax:  (661) 832-7433 
 
Please print clearly: 
Name: 
 

 
Address: 
 

 
City, State, Zip Code: 
 

 
Telephone Number: ____________________ (home) ____________________ (Cell) 
 
Person discriminated against: 
 

 
Address of person discriminated against: 
 

 
City, State, Zip Code: 
 

 
 
Please check off why you believe the discrimination occurred: 
 
_____ race or color 
_____ national origin 
_____ income 
_____ other 
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What was the date of the alleged discrimination? 
 

 
Where did the discrimination take place? 
 

 
Please describe the circumstances as you saw it: 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Please list any and all witnesses’ names and phone number: 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
What type of corrective action would you like to see taken? 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Please attach any documents you have which support the allegation. 
 
Then date and sign this form and send to the Kern Council of Governments’ Title VI Coordinator (address is 
listed on page 1). 
 
Your Signature: ______________________ 
 
Print your name: ______________________ 
 
Date: _______________________________ 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
FTA TITLE VI COMPLIANCE REPORT 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

June 2014 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 

Bakersfield, CA 93301 
(805) 861-2191 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Developed in accordance with FTA Circular 4702.1B, October 1, 2012 
 
 
 

Kern Council
of Governments  



Kern Council of Governments 
 

U.S. Department of Transportation 
Title VI Complaint Procedure 

 
Kern Council of Governments has in place a Title VI Complaint Procedure, which outlines a process for local 
disposition of Title VI complaints and is consistent with guidelines found in Chapter III and IV of the Federal 
Administration Circular 4702.1A, dated May 13, 2007. Kern COG’s Title VI is posted on Kern COG’s website 
at: www.kerncog.org and written copies are available at: 
 
    Kern Council of Governments 
    1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
    Bakersfield, CA 93309 
 
The complaint procedure has five steps outlined below: 
 
1. Submission of Complaint: Any person who feels that he or she, individually, or as a member of any class 
of persons, on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, sex, disability, religion, or low-income status has 
been excluded from or denied the benefits of, or subjected to discrimination under any program or activity 
receiving federal financial assistance through Kern COG may file a written complaint with the Executive 
Director. Such complaint must be filed within 60 days after the date the person believes the discrimination 
occurred. If language or physical disabilities limit or prevent a person from filing a written complaint with Kern 
COG, Kern COG staff will provide technical assistance to ensure the complaint can be received and acted 
upon. 
 
2. Referral to Review Officer: Upon receipt of the Complaint, the Executive Director shall appoint one or 
more staff review officers, as appropriate, to evaluate and investigate the Complaint, in consultation with the 
Office of General Council. The staff review officer(s) shall complete their review no later than 45 calendar days 
after the date Kern COG received the complaint. If more time s required, the Executive Director shall notify the 
Complainant of the estimated time-frame for completing the review. Upon completion of the review, the staff 
review officer(s) shall make a recommendation regarding the merit of the Complaint and whether remedial 
actions are available to provide redress. Additionally, the staff review officer(s) may recommend improvements 
to Kern COG processes relative to Title VI and environmental justice, as appropriate.  
 
3. Request for Reconsideration: If the Complainant disagrees with the Executive Director’s response, he or 
she may request reconsideration by submitting the request, in writing, to the Executive Director within 10 
calendar days after receipt of the Executive Director’s response. The request for reconsideration shall be 
sufficiently detailed to contain any items the Complainant feels were not fully understood by the Executive 
Director. The Executive director will notify the Complainant of his or her decision to accept or reject the 
request for reconsideration within 10 calendar days. In cases where the Executive Director agrees to 
reconsider, the matter shall be returned to the staff review officer(s) to re-evaluate in accordance with 
Paragraph 2, above. 
 
4. Appeal: If the request for reconsideration is denied, the Complainant may appeal the Executive Director’s 
response to the Complaint by submitting written appeal to Kern COG’s Executive Board no later than 10 
calendar days after receipt of the Executive Director’s written decision rejecting reconsideration. 
 
5. Submission of Complaint to the Department of Transportation: If the Complainant is dissatisfied with 
Kern COG’s resolution of the complaint, he or she may submit a complaint to the Department of 
Transportation for investigation. In accordance with Chapters III and IV, Title VI Discrimination Complaints, of 
FTA Circular 4702.1A, such complaint must be submitted within 180 calendar days after the date of the 
alleged discrimination. Chapters III and IV of the FTA Circular 4702.1A, which outlines the complaint process 
to the Department of Transportation, may be obtained by requesting a copy from Kern COG’s Public 
Information Officer at (661) 861-2191.       
 
 
 



 

Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301  (661) 861-2191  Facsimile (661) 324-8215  TTY (661) 832-7433  www.kerncog.org 

 
June 19, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee  
   
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
  

BY: Rob Ball, Director of Planning 
Rochelle Invina, Regional Planner  

 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM H. 

Final Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA)  
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
The Final Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan will be included as an appendix to the 2014 Regional 
Transportation Plan. The Regional Planning Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Recent legislative changes have linked the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) 
and the RHNA. The production of the RHNA is coordinated with the RTP/SCS schedule.  The California Department of 
Housing and Community Development (HCD) determined Kern COG’s regional housing need to be 67,675 for the 11-year 
projection period (January 1, 2013 – December 31, 2023).  Kern COG then allocated the housing units by each city and 
county in the Draft RHNA, and the local jurisdictions review and provide input for the final RHNA. The RHNA represents 
the minimum amount of residential development capacity all jurisdictions must plan to accommodate through zoning and 
appropriate planning strategies. The RHNA is not to be used within local general plans as a maximum amount or cap of 
residential development to plan or approve.  
 
Kern COG and HCD has coordinated throughout the development on the RHNA.  HCD developed a template to help 
determine the sequence of events related to the RHNA. The following is the RHNA development timeline of RHNA 
milestones and tasks (Please note that dates are tentative except indicated Board Meeting dates): 
 
 
RHNA Development Timeline 
August 9, 2012 RHNA Project Steering Committee kick-off meeting 
October 17, 2012 Present RHNA Process to Environment and Social Equity Roundtable 
March 1, 2013 Present Draft RHNA Methodology and Draft Housing Data Report to Environment 

and Social Equity Roundtable 
April 3, 2013 Regional Planning Advisory Committee – Present the Draft RHNA Methodology 

and Draft Housing Data Report 
April 15, 2013 Kern COG request/confirms factor data from local governments (Draft 2013 Kern 

Regional Housing Data Report) – Government Code Section 65584.04(a) 
April 19, 2013 Kern COG issues proposed RHNA methodology (60 day public comment period) 

Government Code Section 65584.04(a) 
May 16, 2013 (Board 
Meeting) 

Kern COG public hearing for proposed RHNA methodology and approve 2013 
Kern Regional Housing Data Report – Government Code Section 65584.04(a) 

July 31, 2013 Kern COG releases Draft Kern Housing Data Report (version 2) 
June 18, 2013 Close of public comment period on RHNA methodology – Government Code 

Section 65584.04(a) 
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December 30, 2013 Kern COG receives HCD RHNA determination – Government Code Section 

65584 (b) & (c) , 65584.02(a)(1) 
February 3, 2014 COG issues DRAFT Allocation of RHNA 

(at least 1 and ½ years prior to Housing Element due date, but before RTP 
adoption date-allowed 30 days between draft RHNA and RTP adoption – 
Government Section 65584.05 (a) 

February 20, 2014 (Board 
Meeting) 

Kern COG board approves RHNA methodology (second review)– Government 
Code Section 65584.04 (h)  

March 12, 2014 – May 6, 
2014 

Kern COG releases DRAFT RTP w/SCS accommodating RHNA 
(not less than 55 days prior to RTP adoption)  and public review for Draft RHNA 
Plan (concurrence with 2014 RTP public review)  

April 4, 2014 Local jurisdictions may request revision of Draft RHNA Allocations  
(within 60 days after receiving draft allocation) 

June 3, 2014 COG accepts, modifies or rejects the local jurisdiction’s revision request  
(within 60 days after request submitted) – Government Code Section 65584.05 (c)  

June 5, 2014  Present Final Draft RHNA Plan to RPAC and recommend approval to TPPC  
June 19, 2014 (Board 
Meeting) 

COG adopts Final RHNA (consistent w/SCS development pattern ),  either:  
(a) upon completion of request for revisions if none received, OR 

(Government Code Section 65584.05 (h))  
(b) within 45 days after the release of the Final RHNA – January 13, 2015 

AND 
at least one year prior to Housing Element due date – December 30, 2014 
(Government Code Section 65584 (b)) 

August 1, 2014* Jurisdictions may appeal (revised) Draft RHNA (date set by COG within 60 days 
after June 3, 2014) 

August 18, 2014 HCD review/approval of Final RHNA Plan within 60 days of receipt 
September 30, 2014* COG responds to appeals of Draft RHNA and holds concurrent hearings (within 

60 days of the date of appeal) - Government Code Section 65584.05 (e) 
November 29, 2014* COG issues proposed FINAL RHNA Plan concurrent with Response 

(within 45 days of 60 day hearing – Government Code Section 65584.05 (f) & (h)   
December 31, 2015 5th cycle local adopted housing element updates are due to HCD (within 18 

months of RTP adoption) - Government Code Section 65588(e)(2) 
*Only applies when the COG revises the Draft RHNA upon receiving and/or accepting requests revisions from a local 
jurisdiction and the local jurisdiction appeals the revised RHNA.  
 
RHNA Methodology 
 
One of the RHNA statutory tasks Kern COG is responsible for is to develop and propose a RHNA methodology for 
distributing the existing and projected housing regional housing need to the cities and counties within the region. On 
February 5, 2014, the Regional Planning Advisory Committee recommended approval of the methodology subject to 
potential future revisions from comments received during the local jurisdiction review periods for the Draft RHNA.  On 
February 20, 2014, the Transportation Policy Planning Committee approved the methodology based on RPAC’s 
recommendation.  
 
Kern Regional Housing Data Report 
Staff has processed data from the 2010 decennial Census and the 2008–2012 American Community Survey, along with 
housing-related statistics from other sources, for the purpose of providing value-added information to member jurisdictions 
and other stakeholders. The Kern Regional Housing Data Report is Appendix E of the Final Draft RHNA Plan. The 
purpose of the data sets is to provide information that may help local jurisdictions in preparing housing element updates. 
HCD reviewed the first version of the Housing Data Report and provided comments, and Kern COG and HCD are 
developing a regional data review process that would mean data drawn from these data sets would not need to be 
reviewed again by HCD when the Housing Element is submitted. Staff will advise its member jurisdictions when approval  
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is obtained. The Housing Data Report is available on Kern COG’s Regional Housing web page: 
http://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing.   
 
RHNA Plan 
The RHNA Plan includes the draft RHNA for each jurisdiction that applies HCD’s determination and the RHNA 
methodology.  The RHNA Plan process requires local governments to be responsible for ensuring that projected housing 
needs can be accommodated for the project period and provides a benchmark for evaluating the adequacy of local zoning 
and regulatory actions. This ensures each local government is providing sufficient and appropriately designated land and 
opportunities for housing development to address population growth and job generation. The RHNA Plan will be an 
appendix to the 2014 RTP/SCS.  Kern COG released the Draft 2014 RTP with SCS and Draft RHNA Plan on March 12, 
2014 for a 55-day public review.  
 
The jurisdictional review period for the Draft RHNA was from February 3 to April 4, 2014, and the public comment period 
for the Draft RHNA Plan was from March 12 to May 6, 2014. Kern COG received comments from local city staff, HCD, 
and organizations. Attachment 2 are the comment letters received during the jurisdictional review period. Comments from 
the public comment period for the Draft RHNA Plan is included in the 2014 RTP comments. Based on the comments and 
consultation with cities and HCD, Kern COG revised the draft RHNA. The major revision was to re-allocate the total 
housing need to match the minimum housing needs determination set by HCD for all income categories (see Table 1 
below).  
   

Table 1: Regional Housing Needs Determination by Income Category for  

Projection Period:  January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2023 

Income Category Percent (minimum) Housing Units (rounded) 

Very-Low  24.9% 16,850 

Low 15.6% 10,555 

Moderate 16.6% 11,235 

Above-Moderate 42.90% 29,035 

Total 100.0% 67,675 
 
 
 
Attachment 1 – Table A compares the Draft RHNA and the Final Draft RHNA. Table B is a preliminary comparison of the 
RHNA Allocation to Vacant Residential Land using a GIS analysis of local General Plan and Zoning maps. Overall, the 
cities and county low income allocation slightly decreased to meet the minimum housing need for the above-moderate. 
The City of Bakersfield’s share remained the same because the City commented on a low share of low-income compared 
to above-moderate and the Draft RHNA share for low-income was higher compared to the revised share.  
 
Staff has updated the RHNA Plan based on comments received during the public comment review and HCD. The Final 
Draft RHNA (see Table 2 below) and the Final Draft RHNA Plan (Attachment 3) is consistent with the RTP and SCS and 
fulfills the requirements of the State housing law for the RHNA. By distributing the overall allocation into four income 
categories, which are defined by state law, reduces the over-concentration of lower income households in one community 
versus another.  The Final RHNA Plan is included as Appendix H to the 2014 RTP scheduled for adoption on June 19, 
2014 subject to any appeals received by August 1, 2014.  
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Table 2: 2013-2023 Final Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation by Income Category 
 
Projection Period 
 January 1, 2013 - 
December 31, 2023 

 
 
Very Low 
 Income 

 
 
 
Low Income 

Affordable 
Allocation 
(Combined 
Low + Very 
Low Income) 

 
 
Moderate 
Income 

 
Above 
Moderate 
Income 

   
Total 
RHNA  

 
Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA 

 
Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA 

 
Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA 

 
Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA 

 
Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA 

Arvin 1,168  398  34.0% 239  20.5% 636  54.5% 183  15.6% 349  29.9% 
Bakersfield 36,290  9,706  26.7% 5,800  16.0% 15,506  42.7% 6,453  17.8% 14,331  39.5% 
California City 1,268  254  20.1% 131  10.3% 385  30.4% 155  12.2% 728  57.4% 
Delano 1,462  396  27.1% 277  18.9% 673  46.0% 243  16.6% 546  37.4% 
Maricopa 35  11  30.0% 5  14.8% 16  44.8% 6  16.3% 14  38.8% 
McFarland 311  93  29.9% 73  23.6% 166  53.5% 66  21.2% 79  25.3% 
Ridgecrest 1,346  159  11.8% 131  9.8% 291  21.6% 207  15.4% 848  63.0% 
Shafter 2,036  417  20.5% 426  20.9% 843  41.4% 397  19.5% 796  39.1% 
Taft 254  52  20.3% 26  10.4% 78  30.7% 30  11.9% 146  57.4% 
Tehachapi 496  127  25.6% 64  13.0% 191  38.6% 88  17.8% 216  43.6% 
Wasco 1,426  350  24.5% 275  19.3% 624  43.8% 280  19.7% 521  36.6% 
Unincorporated 
County  21,583  4,888  22.6% 3,107  14.4% 7,995  37.0% 3,126  14.5% 10,462  48.5% 

  
Total 67,675  16,850  24.9% 10,555  15.6% 27,405  40.5% 11,235  16.6% 29,035  42.9% 
 
 
During the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) meeting on June 5, 2014, staff presented the Final Draft 
RHNA Plan.  The committee made a recommendation to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee to adopt the 2014 
Regional Transportation Plan with the Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan and corresponding Conformity Analysis.  
 
ACTION: Information.  
 
Attachment 1 – Changes between Draft and Final Draft RHNA  
Attachment 2 – Jurisdiction Draft RHNA comment letters  
Attachment 3 – Final Draft RHNA Plan  
 
 
 
 



Total RHNA 

Allocation Draft Units

Final Draft 

Units

% of Total 

Draft RHNA

% of Total 

Final Draft 

RHNA Draft Units

Final Draft 

Units

% of Total 

Draft RHNA

% of Total 

Final Draft 

RHNA Draft Units

Final Draft 

Units

% of Total 

Draft RHNA

% of Total 

Final Draft 

RHNA Draft Units

Final Draft 

Units

% of Total 

Draft RHNA

% of Total 

Final Draft 

RHNA

Arvin 1,168 543 398 46.49% 34.04% 268 239 22.95% 20.46% 177 183 15.15% 15.64% 180 349 15.41% 29.87%

Bakersfield 36,290 9,706 9,706 26.75% 26.75% 5,800 5,800 15.98% 15.98% 6,453 6,453 17.78% 17.78% 14,331 14,331 39.49% 39.49%

California City 1,268 415 254 32.73% 20.06% 179 131 14.12% 10.31% 190 155 14.98% 12.24% 484 728 38.17% 57.38%

Delano 1,462 561 396 38.37% 27.08% 326 277 22.30% 18.94% 255 243 17.44% 16.62% 320 546 21.89% 37.35%

Maricopa 35 15 11 42.86% 30.03% 6 5 17.14% 14.79% 6 6 17.14% 16.34% 8 14 22.86% 38.84%

McFarland 311 124 93 39.87% 29.91% 83 73 26.69% 23.62% 66 66 21.22% 21.21% 38 79 12.22% 25.26%

Ridgecrest 1,346 303 159 22.51% 11.84% 196 131 14.56% 9.76% 264 207 19.61% 15.40% 583 848 43.31% 63.00%

Shafter 2,036 602 417 29.57% 20.48% 516 426 25.34% 20.91% 433 397 21.27% 19.52% 485 796 23.82% 39.09%

Taft 254 84 52 33.07% 20.31% 36 26 14.17% 10.37% 37 30 14.57% 11.88% 97 146 38.19% 57.44%

Tehachapi 496 187 127 37.70% 25.58% 78 64 15.73% 13.00% 97 88 19.56% 17.80% 134 216 27.02% 43.62%

Wasco 1,426 495 350 34.71% 24.52% 325 275 22.79% 19.25% 299 280 20.97% 19.67% 307 521 21.53% 36.55%

Unincorporated 21,583 7,445 4,888 34.49% 22.65% 3,905 3,107 18.09% 14.40% 3,548 3,126 16.44% 14.48% 6,685 10,462 30.97% 48.47%

Total 67,675 20,480 16,850 30.3% 24.9% 11,718       10,555 17.3% 15.60% 11,825 11,235 17.5% 16.6% 23,652 29,035 34.95% 42.90%

Existing Housing 

Units (2013) 

Draft Units 

(2013‐2023)

Final Draft 

Units (2013‐

2023) Zoning3 General Plan4 
Draft Units 

(2013‐2023)

Final Draft 

Units (2013‐

2023) Zoning3 General Plan4 
Draft Units 

(2013‐2023)

Final Draft 

Units (2013‐

2023) Zoning3 General Plan4 

Arvin 4,568 543 398 379 702 625 770 966 2,517 1,168 1,168 1,345 3,219

Bakersfield 123,066 9,706 9,706 35,126 26,791 26,584 26,584 64,675 94,112 36,290 36,290 99,801 120,903

California City 5,226 415 254 52,388 51,264 853 1,014 42,828 38,300 1,268 1,268 95,216 89,564

Delano 10,831 561 396 454 741 901 1,066 1,105 5,472 1,462 1,462 1,559 6,213

Maricopa 464 15 11 637 168 20 24 1,098 644 35 35 1,735 812

McFarland 2,755 124 93 677 413 187 218 784 877 311 311 1,461 1,290

Ridgecrest 12,088 303 159 3,625 2,239 1,043 1,187 5,489 3,511 1,346 1,346 9,114 5,750

Shafter 4,612 602 417 2,016 1,085 1,434 1,619 8,414 19,452 2,036 2,036 10,430 20,537

Taft 2,522 84 52 148 978 170 202 268 4,443 254 254 416 5,421

Tehachapi 3,622 187 127 977 1,254 309 369 3,570 2,702 496 496 4,547 3,956

Wasco 5,649 495 350 626 382 931 1,076 2,268 4,203 1,426 1,426 2,894 4,585

Unincorporated 113,221 7,445 4,888 18,022 65,993 14,138 16,695 101,042 344,204 21,583 21,583 119,064 410,197

Total 288,624 20,480 16,850 115,075 152,010 47,195       50,825 232,507 520,437 67,675 67,675 347,582 672,447

Table B: Preliminary Comparison of RHNA Allocation to Vacant Residential Land 

Table A: 2013‐2023 Draft and Final Draft RHNA Allocations by Income Category 

RHNA Projection Period January 1, 2013 ‐ 

December 31, 2023 Medium and High Density
1 Very‐Low and Low Density 2 Total 

Very Low Income  Low Income 

Projection Period January 1, 2013 ‐ December 

31, 2023 Moderate Income  Above Moderate Income 

1Medium‐High Density includes housing need by Extremely Low and Very Low income categories 
2Very low‐ low density includes housing need by Low, Moderate, Above moderate income categories
3The residential vacant units for Zoning was a GIS analysis using the zoning shapefiles from the cities and county and Kern County Assessor's data. The analysis is an estimate of residential vacant units and may not reflect the 

latest zoning changes and data.  
4The residential vacant units for General Plan was a GIS analysis using the General Plan shapefiles from the cities and county and Kern County Assessor's data. The analysis is an estimate of residential vacant units and may not 

reflect the latest General Plan changes and data.  
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Note: The Regional Housing Needs Allocation may also be discussed as the Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  
State housing element law assigns the responsibility for preparing the Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA) for the Kern County region to Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG). Kern 
COG, and other California councils of governments (COGs), undertake the RHNA process prior to each 
housing element cycle. The current RHNA is for the fifth housing element cycle and covers an 11-year 
projection period (January 1, 2013 – December 31, 2023). 

The Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan (RHNA Plan) for the Kern Council of Governments (Kern 
COG) includes the cities of Arvin, Bakersfield, California City, Delano, Maricopa, McFarland, 
Ridgecrest, Shafter, Taft, Tehachapi, Wasco, and Kern County. The purpose of the RHNA Plan is to 
allocate to the Cities and County their “fair share” of the region’s projected housing need by household 
income group over the projection period covered by the plan. As the RHNA Plan tables demonstrate, 
each jurisdiction received one “overall” allocation, which was then divided into four income categories. 
By distributing the overall allocation into four income categories, which are defined by state law, the 
methodology reduces the over-concentration of lower income households in one community versus 
another. 

The plan is required by state law (Government Code Section 65584) and is based on countywide 
housing projections developed by the California Department of Housing and Community Development 
(HCD). HCD works with regional COGs to determine the amount of housing needed within the region. 
The determination of housing need is based on existing need and estimated population growth. Need is 
determined for households in all income categories: very low, low, moderate and above moderate 
incomes.  On December 30, 2013, HCD provided Kern COG its RHNA determination.  HCD determined 
Kern COG’s regional housing need to be 67,675 for the 11-year projection period.  Appendix B contains 
a copy of the HCD determination letter. 

Once the total regional need is determined, Kern COG works with local governments to allocate the 
total need to individual cities and counties. Local governments are then required to plan where and how 
the allocated housing units will be developed within their communities. This is done through the 
Housing Element of each local government’s General Plan.  The Housing Element Planning Period for 
this cycle is December 31, 2015 to December 31, 2023. Pursuant to SB 375, the start of the planning 
period is 18 months from the estimated adoption date Kern COG’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
and the end of the planning period was calculated 18 months after the adoption of the second RTP 
(Government Code 65588)(e)(3)(A). 
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Table 1: 2013-2023 Final Draft RHNA Allocations by Income Category  

Projection Period January 1, 
2013 - December 31, 2023 

Very Low 
Income  Low Income  

Affordable 
Allocation 
(Combined 
Low + Very 

Low Income) 

Moderate 
Income  

Above Moderate 
Income  

  

Total 
RHNA 

Allocation Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA 

Arvin 1,168  398  34.0% 239  20.5% 636  54.5% 183  15.6% 349  29.9% 
Bakersfield 36,290  9,706  26.7% 5,800  16.0% 15,506  42.7% 6,453  17.8% 14,331  39.5% 

California City 1,268  254  20.1% 131  10.3% 385  30.4% 155  12.2% 728  57.4% 
Delano 1,462  396  27.1% 277  18.9% 673  46.0% 243  16.6% 546  37.4% 

Maricopa 35  11  30.0% 5  14.8% 16  44.8% 6  16.3% 14  38.8% 
McFarland 311  93  29.9% 73  23.6% 166  53.5% 66  21.2% 79  25.3% 
Ridgecrest 1,346  159  11.8% 131  9.8% 291  21.6% 207  15.4% 848  63.0% 

Shafter 2,036  417  20.5% 426  20.9% 843  41.4% 397  19.5% 796  39.1% 
Taft 254  52  20.3% 26  10.4% 78  30.7% 30  11.9% 146  57.4% 

Tehachapi 496  127  25.6% 64  13.0% 191  38.6% 88  17.8% 216  43.6% 
Wasco 1,426  350  24.5% 275  19.3% 624  43.8% 280  19.7% 521  36.6% 

Unincorporated 
County  21,583  4,888  22.6% 3,107  14.4% 7,995  37.0% 3,126  14.5% 10,462  48.5% 

  
Total 67,675  16,850  24.9% 10,555  15.6% 27,405  40.5% 11,235  16.6% 29,035  42.9% 

Note: Percentages may not sum to 100 percent due to rounding.  
Source:  Kern COG
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I. INTRODUCTION   
The Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan (RHNA Plan) for the Kern Council of Governments (Kern 
COG) includes the cities of Arvin, Bakersfield, California City, Delano, Maricopa, McFarland, 
Ridgecrest, Shafter, Taft, Tehachapi, Wasco, and Kern County. The purpose of the RHNA Plan is to 
allocate to the Cities and County their “fair share” of the region’s projected housing need by household 
income group over the 11-year (January 1, 2013 – December 31, 2023) projection period covered by 
the plan.  

The plan is required by state law (Government Code Section 65584) and is based on countywide 
housing projections developed by the California Department of Housing and Community Development 
(HCD). HCD works with regional Councils of Governments (COGs) to determine the amount of housing 
needed within the region. Kern COG is this region’s COG. The determination of housing need is based 
on existing need and estimated population growth. Need is determined for households in all income 
categories: very low, low, moderate and above moderate incomes.  On December 30, 2013, HCD 
provided Kern COG its RHNA determination.  HCD determined Kern COG’s regional housing need to 
be 67,675 for the 11-year projection period.  Appendix B contains a copy of the HCD determination 
letter. 

Once the total regional need is determined, Kern COG works with local governments to allocate the 
total need to individual cities and counties. Local governments are then required to plan where and how 
the allocated housing units will be developed within their communities. This is done through the 
Housing Element of each local government’s General Plan.  The Housing Element Planning Period for 
this cycle is December 31, 2015 to December 31, 2023. Pursuant to SB 375, the start of the planning 
period is 18 months from the estimated adoption date Kern COG’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
and the end of the planning period was calculated 18 months after the adoption of the second RTP 
(Government Code 65588)(e)(3)(A). 

This RHNA Plan summarizes current housing element law, documents the process for determining the 
total regional housing need, and describes the allocation methodology and the rationale for each 
component of the method.  

KERN COUNTY PROFILE  
Kern County spans across the southern end of the Central Valley, covering 8,161 square miles. Kern 
County is seen as the gateway to Southern California, the San Joaquin Valley, the Sierra Nevada and 
the Mojave Desert. The geography of the county is diverse, containing mountainous areas, agricultural 
lands, and desert areas. The population of Kern County was 839,631 in 2010, making it the eleventh 
most populous county in the state.  
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Kern County was initially developed by settlers searching for gold, and the county became known as 
the Golden Empire. In subsequent years, the county developed a large agricultural base, as well as 
significant energy production and resource extraction industries. There is also a strong aviation, space, 
and military presence, such as Edwards Air Force Base and China Lake Naval Air Weapons Station. 

II. THE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PROCESS 

STATE HOUSING ELEMENT LAW 
State law requires each city and county to adopt a general plan. The general plan must contain seven 
elements, including a housing element. Unlike other mandatory general plan elements, the housing 
element, which is required to be updated every eight years, per Senate Bill 375, is subject to detailed 
statutory requirements, housing element law, and a mandatory review by the HCD. 

Housing elements have been mandatory portions of general plans since 1969. This reflects the 
statutory recognition that the availability of housing is a matter of statewide importance. The limitation of 
the state’s housing supply through planning and zoning powers affects the state’s ability to achieve its 
housing goal of “decent housing and a suitable living environment for every California family.” A limited 
housing supply also impacts the state’s ability to remain economically competitive.  

Housing element law requires local governments to plan for their existing and projected housing need. 
It is the state’s primary “market-based strategy” to increase housing supply. The law recognizes that in 
order for the private sector to adequately address housing needs and demand, local governments must 
adopt land use plans and regulations, i.e., zoning, that provide opportunities for housing development, 
rather than constrain opportunities. 

The state is required to allocate the region’s share of the statewide housing need to COGs based on 
Department of Finance population projections and regional population forecasts used in preparing 
regional transportation plans. Kern COG serves as the region’s COG. Housing element law requires the 
COG to develop a RHNA Plan. The plan describes the region’s allocation method and the actual 
allocation of housing need to the cities and counties within the region. This document serves as the 
Kern County’s RHNP. 

According to state housing law (Government Code Section 65584(d)), the RHNA Plan is to promote the 
following objectives: 

1. Increasing the housing supply and the mix of housing types, tenure, and affordability in all cities and 
counties within the region in an equitable manner, which shall result in all jurisdictions receiving an 
allocation of units for low and very low-income households. 
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2. Promoting infill development and socioeconomic equity, the protection of environmental and 
agricultural resources, and the encouragement of efficient development patterns. 

3. Promoting an improved intraregional relationship between jobs and housing.  
4. Allocating a lower proportion of housing need to an income category when a jurisdiction already has 

a disproportionately high share of households in that income category, as a compared to the 
countywide distribution of households in that category from the most recent decennial United States 
census. 

SB 375: INTEGRATING LAND USE, HOUSING, AND TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING 
In 2008, Senate Bill 375 (SB 375) was passed to support the State’s climate action goals that were 
identified in Assembly Bill 32, to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions through coordinated land 
use and transportation planning. SB 375 mandates each of the metropolitan planning organizations 
(MPOs), Kern COG, to prepare a sustainable communities strategy (SCS) as part of its regional 
transportation plan (RTP). The SCS contains land use, housing, and transportation strategies that, if 
implemented, would allow the region to meets its GHG reduction targets. Because SB 375 requires 
better coordination between transportation planning with land use and housing planning, the RHNA 
process is now integrated to the adoption of every two cycles of the regional RTP/SCS. As a result, 
RHNA Plans must be adopted every eight years, following the adoption of the update of the RTP/SCS.  

GROWTH PROJECTIONS FOR THE RTP/SCS AND RHNA  
The 2014 RTP forecast serves as the basis for the RHNA methodology, allocation share, and for the 
2014 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy. The 2014 forecast is a 
locally-driven study that provides housing unit, employment, and population projections for each 
jurisdiction in the Kern region through the year 2040. The RTP forecast complies with all applicable 
statutes and regulations in relation to the RTP, SCS, and RHNA from SB 375 and the California 
Transportation Commission’s RTP Guidelines. Local general plans, specific plans and other community 
plans, growth trends, and jobs/housing balance were just some of the factors that were considered in 
the development of RTP forecasted growth pattern. Consultation with local jurisdiction staff, Regional 
Planning Advisory Committee, and Transportation Modeling Committee was integrated in the 
development of the RTP forecast and growth pattern. There is a difference between the housing units 
projected in the 2014 RTP forecast and the HCD RHNA determination because the two projections 
have different purposes, but still integrate and are consistent with each other in the RHNA process. The 
2014 RTP forecast is oriented toward actual housing production, whereas the RHNA determination is 
focused on planning to meet anticipated housing demand. The RTP forecast reflects the number of 
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housing units that are likely to be built in the region based on market considerations and other policy 
factors. Upon completing the RHNA determination, HCD applied methodology and assumptions 
regarding factors from Government Code Section 65584.01(c)(1), see the Draft RHNA Plan for a copy 
HCD’s Determination Letter to Kern COG. 

KERN COUNTY’S REGIONAL SHARE OF PROJECTED STATEWIDE HOUSING 
NEED 
HCD determines the regional share of the state’s existing and projected housing needs for Kern 
County. Kern COG received the determination from HCD to accommodate housing units during the 
projection period of January 1, 2013 to December 31, 2023.  

As required by state law, the county and eleven cities will have to agree to plan for this region’s share 
of housing. The total number of housing units for the region are further broken down by HCD into four 
income categories: 

 Very Low Income—Four-person household does not exceed 50 percent of the median family 
income of the county. 

 Low Income—Four-person household with income between 51 percent and 80 percent of the 
county median family income. 

 Moderate Income—Four-person household with income between 81 percent and 120 percent 
of the county median family income. 

 Above Moderate Income—Four-person household with income 121 percent or more of the 
county median family income. 
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On December 30, 2013, Kern COG received its 5th cycle regional housing need assessment 
determination from HCD (Appendix B).  HCD is required to determine Kern COG’s existing and 
projecting housing need pursuant to State housing law (Government Code Section 65584, et. seq.). 
The income category percentages reflect the minimum housing need that the RHNA Plan must address 
in total and also for very-low, low, and moderate income categories. Below is a table the Regional 
Housing Needs Determination by Income Category that HCD provided to Kern COG.  

Regional Housing Needs Determination by Income Category for Projection 
Period: 

January 1, 2013 through December 31, 2023 
Income Category Percent (minimum) Housing Units (rounded) 

Very-Low  24.9% 16,850 

Low 15.6% 10,555 

Moderate 16.6% 11,235 

Above-Moderate 42.90% 29,035 

Total 100.0% 67,675 

 Source: California Department of Housing and Community Development  

KERN COG REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ASSESSMENT SCHEDULE 

August 2012 – May 
2014 
December 30, 2013 
April 19, 2013  
 
May 16, 2013 

RHNA development process commenced. Regular RHNA updates were 
provided during RPAC meetings.   

HCD determines Kern County Regional Housing Need  

Kern COG proposes Draft RHNA Methodology (Start 60-day public 
comment period) 

Public hearing held for Draft RHNA Methodology  

February 20, 2014 Kern COG approves Final Methodology 

February 3, 2014 – 
April 4, 2014 
March 12, 2014 – 
May 6, 2014 
April 15, 2014 and 

Kern COG releases Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation to local 
jurisdictions for 60-day comment period 

55-day Public Review of Draft 2015 FTIP, Draft RTP/SCS  with Draft 
RHNA Plan and Draft EIR, Draft Conformity Analysis  

Public Hearings held April 15, 2014 in California City and April 17, 2014 
in Bakersfield for the Draft 2015 FTIP, Draft RTP with Draft RHNA 
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April 17, 2014 Plan and Draft EIR, Draft Conformity Analysis 

June 19, 2014 Kern COG adopts Final Regional Housing Allocation Plan 

August 2014 HCD reviews Proposed Final Regional Housing Allocation Plan 

December 31, 
2015* 

Local Governments complete Housing Element Revisions 

*Estimated Housing Element Planning Period is December 31, 2015 – December 31, 2023 

REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION 
(RHNA) PLAN  
Prior to the approval of a RHNA Plan, specific plan reviews and appeals must be considered. At the 
very minimum, a 60-day public review period as outlined in subsection (b) of Government Code Section 
65584.05 will be provided to local governments. If any local government disagrees with the RHNA 
allocation as determined by Kern COG, a revision of its share may be considered, which will then 
trigger the following actions within the time periods outlined below. 

 Revision Request (60 days)—A jurisdiction may propose to revise the determination of its share of 
the regional housing need in accordance with the considerations set forth in Government Code 
Section 65584(a) within 60 days of receiving the draft allocation. The proposed revised share shall 
be based upon available data and accepted planning methodology, and supported by adequate 
documentation. Any proposed revision to a jurisdiction’s housing need will require a compensating 
adjustment to one or more of the other jurisdiction’s housing needs in order to maintain the total 
housing need within the region. Within this period, a copy of the Draft RHNA may be submitted to 
HCD requesting a review for consistency with the statewide housing need which may result in 
revisions to the Draft RHNA to obtain consistency. 

 Kern COG Action on Revision Requests—Within 60 days of receiving a timely request for 
revision to the Draft RHNA, Kern COG shall either accept the proposed revision and modify the 
Draft RHNA or indicate, based upon available data and accepted planning methodology, why the 
proposed revision is inconsistent with the regional housing need. 

 Appeal Request and Public Hearing—A jurisdiction shall have the right to appeal Kern COG’s 
denial of a revision request within 60 days of the date established by Kern COG to file a timely 
appeal. A public hearing shall be conducted 30–35 days from the date the jurisdiction is notified 
when its appeal will be heard. The appealing jurisdiction shall be notified by certified mail, return 
receipt requested, of at least one public hearing on its appeal 
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 Final Determination—Before making its final determination, Kern COG shall consider comments, 
recommendations, available data, accepted planning methodology, and local geological and 
topographical restraints on the production of housing. If Kern COG accepts a revision or appeal and 
modifies its earlier determination, the city or county shall use the revised determination. If Kern 
COG grants a revised allocation, pursuant to Government Code Section 65584(c)(1), the current 
total housing need must still be maintained. If, however, Kern COG indicates that the revision or 
appeal is inconsistent with the regional housing need, the jurisdictions will be required to use the 
original shares as previously determined. 

PUBLIC OUTREACH 
Government Code Section 65584.04 (c)(4) states that “public participation and access shall be required 
in the development of the methodology and in the process of drafting and adopting the allocation of the 
regional housing needs.”  Kern COG’s public outreach effort for the RHNA process encompassed 
diverse opportunities to obtain public input. 

Website Information  
Public outreach was integrated with the Directions to 2050 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) outreach effort and a separate Internet web tab was created and 
made available on the Kern COG website. The web tab included project background material, 
anticipated schedule, and public participation and contact information.  

Project Steering Committee Meeting 
The Project Steering Committee (PSC) includes members of the Regional Planning Advisory 
Committee that volunteered to participate in the RHNA process and serve as the working group for the 
RHNA project. The PSC members represent the Cities of California City, Delano, McFarland, Taft, and 
Wasco. PSC is notified and invited to all meetings related to the RHNA project.  

PMC facilitated a Project Steering Committee meeting on August 9, 2012 during the drafting of the 
RHNA Plan and Regional Housing Data Report. This meeting was to present the Steering Committee 
with a background on the RHNA and Housing Element process and requirements. PMC also reviewed 
the project schedule. Representatives from both the City of Wasco and City of California City attended 
the meeting.  PSC members were also invited to Environment and Social Equity Stakeholder 
Roundtable meetings held on October 17, 2012 and March 1, 2013.  

Environment and Social Equity Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting 
The Environment and Social Equity Stakeholder group includes varied stakeholders from the 
environment and social sectors of Kern County. Kern COG hosted two roundtable meetings to receive 
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input from the stakeholder groups. Appendix C of this documents contains a copy of the meeting notes 
from the Roundtable Meetings.  

First Meeting 

October 17, 2012 - As part of the Directions to 2050 Cycle 2 stakeholder roundtable meeting, the 
Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) process and Regional Housing Needs Data Report were 
presented and discussed. The presentation included an overview of RHNA requirements and of the 
data that will be included in the Regional Housing Data Report. The importance of the data report was 
also discussed; it was pointed out that by completing this report, Kern COG is assisting each 
jurisdiction with the 5th round Housing Element updates. Housing preference data was also presented 
to show the public’s preferences for housing types in the county.  

Comments Received: 

 The RHNA data report process must ensure that cities and unincorporated communities 
affirmatively further fair housing (AFFH). AFFH can provide cities and counties with an incentive 
and a starting point that will set the stage for AFFH and ensure compliance with Title 6 
requirements. 

 Some communities are already impoverished and should not be required to build more low-
income housing. 

 Make sure each city has a fair share. 

 Housing must be accessible and affordable. 

 Incorporate universal design 

Second Meeting 

March 1, 2013 – As part of the Directions to 2050 Cycle 2 stakeholder roundtable meeting, the draft 
RHNA methodology was presented to the participants.  

Comments Received: 

After a presentation of the RHNA methodology process and housing needs assessment, meeting 
participants were invited to ask questions and share feedback. Meeting participants provided the 
following comments:  

 Ensure the types of housing meet the market demands  

 Address infrastructure in Housing Element updates  
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Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) 
The Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) includes local agency planning representatives 
who provide technical review and recommendation to Kern COG Board of Directors. RPAC meetings 
are held monthly, two weeks prior to the Kern COG Board/ Transportation Planning and Policy 
Committee (TPPC). The RPAC was involved throughout the RHNA development process, and review 
the Draft and Final versions of the 2013 Kern Regional Housing Report, RHNA Methodology, and 
RHNA Plan.  

III. RHNA METHODOLOGY  
One of the critical phases in the RHNA process is the development of the methodology for dividing 
housing units within the region. The meetings of the Regional Planning Advisory Committee, comprised 
of local government planning staff but open to the public, served as the forum for the technical 
development of the methodology. In addition, the RHNA methodology was presented to the 
Environment and Social Equity Stakeholder Roundtable before the RHNA methodology was released 
for public comment.  

RHNA FACTORS  
In the development of the RHNA methodology, state law (Government Code 65584.04(d)) requires 
Kern COG to consider 10 factors. Kern COG addresses these factors as part of the RHNA 
determination with HCD, methodology, SCS, and the regional forecast. Kern COG also conducted a 
Local Government Survey (see Appendix D) where all the local cities and county had the opportunity to 
address these factors prior to the development of the RHNA methodology. The following section 
describes how Kern COG addresses the 10 methodology factors as excerpted from the State law:  

1)  Each member jurisdiction’s existing and projected jobs and housing relationship ~ The 
balance between jobs and housing for all jurisdictions was a component in regional forecast 
process. The RTP/SCS projections represent where growth will likely occur so the RTP forecast 
was used as the basis for the overall RHNA distribution in the RHNA methodology.  

2) The opportunities and constraints to development of additional housing in each member 
jurisdiction, including all of the following: 

a. Lack of capacity for sewer or water service due to federal or state laws, 
regulations or regulatory actions, or supply and distribution decisions made by a 
sewer or water service provider other than the local jurisdiction that preclude the 
jurisdiction from providing necessary infrastructure for additional development 
during the planning period ~ From the jurisdictions that completed the Local 
Government Survey, none of the jurisdictions lack capacity for sewer or water service for 
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the reasons listed above. The RHNA methodology also addressed this factor through the 
RTP forecast and SCS. Both the RTP forecast and SCS incorporate the land use in local 
general plans and community plans. As required by State law, each jurisdiction’s 
circulation and land use element must consider public utilities and facilities, which 
includes capacity for sewer and water service.   

b. The availability of land suitable for urban development or for conversion to 
residential use, the availability of underutilized land, and opportunities for infill 
development and increased residential densities. The council of governments may 
not limit its consideration of suitable housing sites or land suitable for urban 
development to existing zoning ordinances and land use restrictions of a locality, 
but shall consider the potential for increased residential development under 
alternative zoning ordinances and land use restrictions ~ The RHNA methodology 
addressed this factor through the RTP/SCS forecasts. As part of the SCS, COG has to 
identify areas within the region to house all the population and the needs of the areas. 
The RTP/SCS forecasts considered all jurisdiction’s land availability. Table 4-3 of the 
RTP/SCS demonstrates sufficient land available for suitable development.  

c. Lands preserved or protected from urban development under existing federal or 
state programs, or both, designed to protect open space, farmland, environmental 
habitats, and natural resources on a long-term basis ~ The RHNA methodology 
addresses this factor through the RTP/SCS forecasts. The RTP/SCS forecasts 
considered all jurisdictions’ land supplies. The SCS categorizes land preserved or 
protected from urban development as resource areas (see RTP Figure 4-15). Since this 
land is not projected to be developed in local land use plans, the SCS assumes no 
growth on these lands within the RHNA planning period. 

d. County policies to preserve prime agricultural land, as defined pursuant to 
Section 56064, within an unincorporated area ~ The RHNA methodology addressed 
this factor through the RTP/SCS forecasts. The RTP forecast took into consideration 
policies in the County’s General Plan intended to protect agricultural land. 

3) The distribution of household growth assumed for purposes of a comparable period of 
regional transportation plans and opportunities to maximize the use of public 
transportation and existing transportation infrastructure ~ The RHNA methodology 
addressed this factor through the SCS. The SCS development process included a distribution of 
housing and transportation facilities in close proximity to transit service and mixed-used centers 
as illustrated in Figures 4-8 and 4-9 Transit Priority and Strategic Employment Place Types of 
the RTP/SCS.  
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4) The market demand for housing ~ The RTP forecast (see Appendix G of the RTP) considered 
the market demand for housing in Kern and the RTP forecast was the basis for the RHNA 
methodology. In addition, HCD considered this factor in their determination for the housing need 
for the Kern region.  

5) Agreements between a county and cities in a county to direct growth toward 
incorporated areas of the county ~ From the jurisdictions that completed the Local 
Government Survey, the City of Bakersfield has an agreement with the County of Kern to direct 
growth toward incorporated areas, the Cities of Wasco and Arvin follow Local Agency Formation 
Commission (LAFCO) policies and have General Plan policies that guide growth and 
development to existing cities. This factor was addressed through the RTP forecast and SCS by 
considering the County of Kern General Plan policies that encouraged new growth by infilling 
development, redeveloping existing sites, reusing vacant buildings and using under-utilized sites 
more efficiently before developing peripheral agricultural or resource lands.  

6) The loss of units contained in assisted housing developments, as defined in paragraph 
(9) of subdivision (a) of Section 65583, that changed to non-low-income use through 
mortgage prepayment, subsidy contract expirations, or termination of use restrictions. ~ 
Based on local agencies that responded to the Local Government Data Survey, there are no 
risks in the loss of units contained in assisted housing developments. State law requires 
housing elements to address the loss of assisted housing development for lower-income 
households. Multiple programs and funding streams make it difficult for jurisdictions to compute 
accurate lists of assisted properties in each jurisdiction, especially larger jurisdictions; therefore 
Kern COG determined the data available is insufficient and cannot be incorporated in the RHNA 
methodology in a consistent and rationale manner. However, Kern COG requested data of at-
risk assisted housing from the California Housing Partnership Corporation and the data will be 
included in the Housing Data Report .   

7) High-housing cost burdens ~ Based on HCD’s RHNA Determination for the Kern Region for 
the projection period (2013-2023), 40.5% of all units are affordable (i.e., very low- and low-
income).  These affordable units are the minimum required that need to be addressed in the 
RHNA Plan and the RHNA Plan meets this minimum. In addition, the income categories of the 
RHNA are relative to the median income of the Kern region.  

8) The housing needs of farmworkers ~ The RTP forecast serves as the basis of the RHNA 
methodology and allocation share. The RTP forecast takes into account all residents and 
allocation of future growth in the Kern region, and complies with all applicable statutes and 
regulations in relation to the RTP, SCS, and RHNA from SB 375. Farmworker housing and 
related data is included in the Housing Data Report, and the housing need of farmworkers is 
required to be addressed by local jurisdictions in the preparation of their housing elements. 
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9)  The housing needs generated by the presence of a private university or a campus of the 
California State University or the University of California within any member jurisdiction 
~ A majority of the students that attend California State University of Bakersfield (CSUB) or the 
private universities in Kern County live at home. However, the SCS assumes appropriate 
development types adjacent to the local university and college campuses as well as on campus 
housing.  

10) Any other factors adopted by the council of governments. ~ HCD and other agencies 
reviewed the initial version of the Housing Data Report and provided feedback and suggestions 
on additional data sets to include.  The final version of the Housing Data Report will include 
these data sets.  

ALLOCATION METHODOLOGY FOR INCORPORATED CITIES AND COUNTY 
AREAS 
The following method was used by Kern COG to allocate the future housing need to the eleven 
incorporated cities and the unincorporated county. Information used throughout the process, including 
2010 US Census household and population counts, 2020 forecasts, and 2030 forecasts from the 2014 
Preliminary Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), and estimates for 2013 and 2023 housing units 
(informed by California Department of Finance (DOF) population and housing estimates for January 
2012 (E-5), are provided in Table 1 for reference. Numbered steps 1–11 correspond to the labeled 
columns in Table 2 and steps 12–15 correspond to Table 3, Table 4, Table 5, and Table 6. 

1. Calculate a compounding annual growth rate for housing units between 2010 and 2020 utilizing 
the 2010 US Census, and the Kern COG 2014 Preliminary RTP for 2020. 

2. Calculate the base year 2013 housing unit count by using results from column 1.  

3. Calculate a compounding annual growth rate for housing units between 2020 and 2030 utilizing 
the Kern COG 2014 Preliminary RTP for 2030. 

4. Calculate the forecast year 2023 housing unit counts by using results from column 5.  

5. Use the difference between columns 4 and 2 to calculate additional units from 2013–2023. 

6. In order to calculate a healthy vacancy adjustment, sum the number of owner-occupied homes 
and vacant, but sold, homes in 2010. This information comes from the 2010 Census. 

7. Apply the HCD-specified vacancy adjustment factor for owner-occupied homes (1.5%) to 
column 6 to yield these results. 
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8. As with owner-occupied units, sum the number of renter-occupied and renter-vacant homes in 
column 8 using the 2010 Census. 

9. Apply the HCD-specific vacancy adjustment factor for renter-occupied properties (4%) to 
column 8 to yield the results in column 9. 

10. Sum column 7 and column 9 to produce the total number of additional homes needed to 
maintain a healthy vacancy rate. 

11. Add column 5 and 10 to calculate the vacancy-adjusted housing needs for 2013–2023. These 
allocations will be broken into allocations by housing income category as described in steps 13–
16. 

12. To calculate the adjusted minimum additional housing units that is determined by HCD, the 
percent share must be calculated.  Calculate the percent share of additional housing units by 
dividing the jurisdiction’s adjusted additional housing units with the county total from column 11.  
Apply each jurisdiction’s share of additional housing units to HCD’s total housing needs 
determination to yield the results in column 13.  

13. Compile the number of households by US Census income range for each jurisdiction. The 
ranges reported by the US Census are as follows: less than $10,000, $10,000 to $14,999, 
$15,000 to $24,999, $25,000 to $34,999, $35,000 to $49,999, $50,000 to $74,999, $75,000 to 
$99,999, $100,000 to $149,999, $150,000 to $199,999, and $200,000 or more.  

14. Using the median income provided by HCD for a four person home in Kern County, calculate 
the income ranges for extremely low (less than 30% of median), very low (30%–50%), low 
(50%–80%), moderate (80%–120%), and above moderate (120% or more) income households 
for each city.  Four person is the required base for consideration provided in the California Code 
of Regulations, Title 25, § 6932. 

15. Calculate the number of households from each Census income range that fall into the HCD-
defined brackets. By using city-specific Census income ranges and applying them to the 
countywide HCD-defined brackets, the methodology assures that each City’s housing allocation 
is at par with Countywide income levels. In other words, this methodology attempts to bring 
each city to the income level of the county as a whole. In nearly all cases, not all homes in a 
certain census bracket fall into the same HCD bracket. In these cases, the homes which earn 
more than the HCD bracket in question fall into the next highest HCD bracket. For example, 257 
homes in Arvin had a household annual income of less than $20,000 but the HCD bracket for 
extremely low income was $0–$16,900per year. An even distribution of incomes was assumed 
in the Census bracket, leading to a "carryover" of 26 homes. These 26 homes, all of which have 
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income of less than $20,000 dollars per year but more than $16,900, are counted in the next 
highest HCD income break, very low income.  

16. Calculate the percent of total homes which lie in each HCD-defined income bracket and apply 
that percentage to the vacancy-adjusted housing need for each city to show the number of 
homes needed in each income category in 2023. These final results are presented in Section 
IV. 
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Table 1 – Housing Units in Kern COG, 2010–2030 

 Housing Units 

 2010 2013 2020 2023 2030 

Source 2010 US 
Census 

Kern COG 2014 
Preliminary RTP 
with 2012 DOF 

benchmark 

Kern COG 2014 
Preliminary RTP 

Kern COG 2014 
Preliminary RTP 

Kern COG 2014 
Preliminary RTP 

Arvin 4,476 4,568 5,600 6,000 7,100 
Bakersfield 120,725 123,066 155,300 168,300 201,100 

California City 5,210 5,226 6,300 6,800 8,100 

Delano 10,713 10,831 12,100 12,500 13,500 

Maricopa 466 464 500 500 500 

McFarland 2,683 2,755 3,000 3,100 3,200 

Ridgecrest 11,915 12,088 13,200 13,600 14,700 

Shafter 4,521 4,612 6,500 7,200 9,300 

Taft 2,525 2,522 2,700 2,800 3,000 

Tehachapi 3,539 3,622 4,000 4,200 4,700 

Wasco 5,477 5,649 6,900 7,400 8,700 

Unincorporated 
County 

112,117 113,221 136,200 139,400 147,300 

County Total         284,367           288,624           352,300           371,800           421,200  

Source: 2010 US Census, Kern COG 2014 Preliminary RTP, CA Department of Finance 

Note: Numbers are preliminary  
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Figure 1 – Housing Units in Kern County, 2010–2030 
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Table 2 – Kern COG Housing Allocation, 2013–2023 

Column 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

Information 
Housing 

Unit 
Growth 

Housing 
Units 

Housing 
Unit 

Growth 
Housing 

Units 
Additional 

HU 

Owner-
occ 
and 

vacant 
owned 
homes 

1.5% of 
Column 

6 

Renter-
occ 
and 

vacant 
rented 
homes 

4% of 
Column 

8 

Vacancy 
Adjustment 
(column 7 
+ column 

9) 

Adjusted 
Additional 

HU 
(Column 5 
+ column 

10) 

 
Percent 
share of 

additional 
HU 

 
HCD-

Adjusted 
Minimum 
Additional 

HU 

Year 2010-
2020 2013 2020-

2030 2023 2013-2023 2010  2010  2013-2023 2013-2023 
 2013-2023 

Arvin 2.3%  4,568  2.4%  6,000   1,432   2,273   34   1,974   79   113   1,545  1.72% 1,167 
Bakersfield 2.6% 123,066  2.6% 168,300   45,234   66,710   1,001   44,973   1,799   2,800   48,034  53.62% 36,291 
California City 1.9%  5,226  2.5%  6,800   1,574   2,533   38   1,641   66   104   1,678  1.87% 1,268 
Delano 1.2%  10,831  1.1%  12,500   1,669   5,784   87   4,510   180   267   1,936  2.16% 1,463 
Maricopa 0.7%  464  0.0%  500   36   268   4   147   6   10   46  0.05% 35 
McFarland 1.1%  2,755  0.6%  3,100   345   1,488   22   1,116   45   67   412  0.46% 311 
Ridgecrest 1.0%  12,088  1.1%  13,600   1,512   6,565   98   4,312   172   270   1,782  1.99% 1,346 
Shafter 3.7%  4,612  3.6%  7,200   2,588   2,482   37   1,761   70   107   2,695  3.01% 2,036 
Taft 0.7%  2,522  1.1%  2,800   278   1,380   21   894   36   57   335  0.37% 253 
Tehachapi 1.2%  3,622  1.6%  4,200   578   1,849   28   1,298   52   80   658  0.73% 497 
Wasco 2.3%  5,649  2.3%  7,400   1,751   2,680   40   2,457   98   138   1,889  2.11% 1,427 
Unincorporated 
County 

2.0% 113,221  0.8% 139,400   26,179   59,787   897   37,204   1,488   2,385   28,564  31.89% 21,581 

Total  288,624  371,800 83,176 153,799 2,307 102,287 4,091 6,398 89,574  67,675 

Source 
2010 

Census, 
2014 
RTP 

2014 
RTP, 
DOF 

2010 
Census, 

2014 
RTP 

2014 
 RTP 2014 RTP 2010 

Census HCD 2010 
Census HCD   

  

Note: Numbers are preliminary 
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The following tables are presented as examples of the analysis completed for all incorporated cities, Kern County, and the unincorporated 
county. To serve as an example of the calculations performed for those jurisdictions, Table 3-5 show information for Kern County only. As a 
caveat, it should be noted that Table 4 is applicable to all cities within the County and is used in the subsequent analysis for each city. 
Housing unit totals in Table 3 and Table 4 do not match later presentations because the source of information used here is the Census 
American Community Study which presents an estimate based on a 5-year average.

Table 3 – Kern County Households by Census Income Range 

 Kern County 
Less than $10,000 16,811 
$10,000 to $14,999 18,688 
$15,000 to $24,999 31,574 
$25,000 to $34,999 28,807 
$35,000 to $49,999 35,534 
$50,000 to $74,999 45,229 
$75,000 to $99,999 28,284 
$100,000 to $149,999 30,474 
$150,000 to $199,999 10,799 
$200,000 or more 6,978 
Total Households      253,178  
Source: 2008-2012 American Community Survey 5-Year 
Estimates, Table DP-03 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Table 4 – HCD Income Brackets for Kern County 

 Low High 
Extremely Low (<30%) $0 $17,350 
Very Low (30%-50%) $17,351 $28,950 
Low (50%-80%) $28,951 $46,300 
Moderate (80%-120%) $46,301 $69,500 
Above Moderate 
(>120%) $69,501 All else 
Source: State Income Limits 2013. Department of Housing and 
Community Development. February 25 2013 
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Table 5 – Percent of County Households by HCD Income Bracket 

HH in 
Bracket 

Census Income 
Ranges 

Extremely Low Very Low Low Moderate Above 
Moderate 

Number Carryover Number Carryover Number Carryover Number Carryover Number 
16,811 $0 $10,000 16,811 1 - 

      
18,688 $10,000 $14,999 18,688 1 - 

      
31,574 $15,000 $24,999 7,421 24,153 24,153 

      
28,807 $25,000 $34,999 - - 11,380 17,427 17,427 

    
35,534 $35,000 $49,999 - - - - 26,771 8,763 8,763 

  
45,229 $50,000 $74,999 - - - - - - 35,280 9,949 9,949 
28,284 $75,000 $99,999 - - - - - - - - 28,284 
30,474 $100,000 $149,999 - - - - - - - - 30,474 
10,799 $150,000 $199,999 - - - - - - - - 10,799 
6,978 $200,000 $999,999 - - - - - - - - 6,978 

     253,178    
42,920 

 
35,533 

 
44,198 

 
44,043 

 
86,484 

   
17.0% 

 
14.0% 

 
17.5% 

 
17.4% 

 
34.2% 

Note: "carryover" column reflects calculation of households (ratio) counted in next income group. 
Sources: 2008-2012 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates, Table DP-03; 2008-2010 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates, Table DP-03, State Income Limits 
2013. Department of Housing and Community Development. February 25 2013 
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IV. REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION 
In determining the regional housing needs for each jurisdiction, Kern COG applied the allocation 
formula as detailed in Section III of this plan. The applied allocation formula takes into account: 
(1) growth rate and (2) vacancy rates. Table 6 represents each jurisdiction’s share of the 
regional housing needs determination. The total number of new housing units to be planned for 
over the January 1, 2013, to December 31, 2023, planning period is 67,675. Jurisdictions may 
reduce their allocation by net units developed during the interim period (January 1, 2013, until 
the date of housing element preparation). To ensure that a mix of housing types serving all 
income levels is available, the allocation numbers are distributed into income categories. Each 
jurisdiction must plan for the number of new housing units within each income category. Income 
categories are defined below: 

 Very Low Income—Four-person household does not exceed 50 percent of the median 
family income of the county. 

 Low Income—Four-person household with income between 51 percent and 80 percent 
of the county median family income. 

 Moderate Income—Four-person household with income between 81 percent and 120 
percent of the county median family income. 

 Above Moderate Income—Four-person household with income 121 percent or more of 
the county median family income. 
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REGIONAL HOUSING NEED BY JURISDICTION  

Table 6: 2013-2023 Final Draft RHNA Allocations by Income Category  

Projection Period January 1, 
2013 - December 31, 2023 

Very Low 
Income  Low Income  

Affordable 
Allocation 
(Combined 
Low + Very 

Low Income) 

Moderate 
Income  

Above Moderate 
Income  

  

Total 
RHNA 

Allocation Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA Units 

% of 
Total 
RHNA 

Arvin 1,168  398  34.0% 239  20.5% 636  54.5% 183  15.6% 349  29.9% 
Bakersfield 36,290  9,706  26.7% 5,800  16.0% 15,506  42.7% 6,453  17.8% 14,331  39.5% 

California City 1,268  254  20.1% 131  10.3% 385  30.4% 155  12.2% 728  57.4% 
Delano 1,462  396  27.1% 277  18.9% 673  46.0% 243  16.6% 546  37.4% 

Maricopa 35  11  30.0% 5  14.8% 16  44.8% 6  16.3% 14  38.8% 
McFarland 311  93  29.9% 73  23.6% 166  53.5% 66  21.2% 79  25.3% 
Ridgecrest 1,346  159  11.8% 131  9.8% 291  21.6% 207  15.4% 848  63.0% 

Shafter 2,036  417  20.5% 426  20.9% 843  41.4% 397  19.5% 796  39.1% 
Taft 254  52  20.3% 26  10.4% 78  30.7% 30  11.9% 146  57.4% 

Tehachapi 496  127  25.6% 64  13.0% 191  38.6% 88  17.8% 216  43.6% 
Wasco 1,426  350  24.5% 275  19.3% 624  43.8% 280  19.7% 521  36.6% 

Unincorporated 
County  21,583  4,888  22.6% 3,107  14.4% 7,995  37.0% 3,126  14.5% 10,462  48.5% 

  
Total 67,675  16,850  24.9% 10,555  15.6% 27,405  40.5% 11,235  16.6% 29,035  42.9% 

Note: Numbers may not sum up to 100 percent due to rounding. 
Source: Kern COG  
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APPENDIX A – EXCERPTS FROM HOUSING ELEMENT LAW, 
CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 65584 AND 
65584.04 
California Government Code Section 65584 
 
(a)(1) For the fourth and subsequent revisions of the housing element pursuant to Section 
65588, the department shall determine the existing and projected need for housing for each 
region pursuant to this article. For purposes of subdivision (a) of Section 65583, the share of a 
city or county of the regional housing need shall include that share of the housing need of 
persons at all income levels within the area significantly affected by the general plan of the city 
or county. 
 
(2) While it is the intent of the Legislature that cities, counties, and cities and counties should 
undertake all necessary actions to encourage, promote, and facilitate the development of 
housing to accommodate the entire regional housing need, it is recognized, however, that future 
housing production may not equal the regional housing need established for planning purposes. 
 
(b) The department, in consultation with each council of governments, shall determine each 
region's existing and projected housing need pursuant to Section 65584.01 at least two years 
prior to the scheduled revision required pursuant to Section 65588. The appropriate council of 
governments, or for cities and counties without a council of governments, the department, shall 
adopt a final regional housing need plan that allocates a share of the regional housing need to 
each city, county, or city and county at least one year prior to the scheduled revision for the 
region required by Section 65588. The allocation plan prepared by a council of governments 
shall be prepared pursuant to Sections 65584.04 and 65584.05 with the advice of the 
department. 
 
(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the due dates for the determinations of the 
department or for the council of governments, respectively, regarding the regional housing need 
may be extended by the department by not more than 60 days if the extension will enable 
access to more recent critical population or housing data from a pending or recent release of the 
United 
States Census Bureau or the Department of Finance. If the due date for the determination of the 
department or the council of governments is extended for this reason, the department shall 
extend the corresponding housing element revision deadline pursuant to Section 65588 by not 
more than 60 days. 
 
(d) The regional housing needs allocation plan shall be consistent with all of the following 
objectives: 
 

(1)Increasing the housing supply and the mix of housing types, tenure, and affordability 
in all cities and counties within the region in an equitable manner, which shall result in 
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each jurisdiction receiving an allocation of units for low- and very low income 
households. 

 
(2)Promoting infill development and socioeconomic equity, the protection of 
environmental and agricultural resources, and the encouragement of efficient 
development patterns. 
 
(3)Promoting an improved intraregional relationship between jobs and housing. 
 
(4)Allocating a lower proportion of housing need to an income category when a 
jurisdiction already has a disproportionately high share of households in that income 
category, as compared to the countywide distribution of households in that category from 
the most recent decennial 
United States census. 

 
(e) For purposes of this section, "household income levels" are as determined by the 
department as of the most recent decennial census pursuant to the following code sections: 

(1)Very low incomes as defined by Section 50105 of the Health and Safety Code. 
(2)Lower incomes, as defined by Section 50079.5 of the Health and Safety Code. 
(3)Moderate incomes, as defined by Section 50093 of the Health and Safety Code. 
(4)Above moderate incomes are those exceeding the moderate-income level of Section 
50093 of the Health and Safety Code. 

  
(f)Notwithstanding any other provision of law, determinations made by the department, a council 
of governments, or a city or county pursuant to this section or Section 65584.01, 65584.02, 
65584.03, 65584.04, 65584.05, 65584.06, 65584.07, or 65584.08 are exempt from the 
California Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing with Section 21000) of the 
Public Resources Code). 
 
California Government Code Section 65584.04 
 
(a) At least two years prior to a scheduled revision required by Section 65588, each council of 
governments, or delegate subregion as applicable, shall develop a proposed methodology for 
distributing the existing and projected regional housing need to cities, counties, and cities and 
counties within the region or within the subregion, where applicable pursuant to this section. The 
methodology shall be consistent with the objectives listed in subdivision (d) of Section 65584. 
 
(b)(1)No more than six months prior to the development of a proposed methodology for 
distributing the existing and projected housing need, each council of governments shall survey 
each of its member jurisdictions to request, at a minimum, information regarding the factors 
listed in subdivision (d) that will allow the development of a methodology based upon the factors 
established in subdivision (d). 
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(2)The council of governments shall seek to obtain the information in a manner and format that 
is comparable throughout the region and utilize readily available data to the extent possible. 
 
(3)The information provided by a local government pursuant to this section shall be used, to the 
extent possible, by the council of governments, or delegate subregion as applicable, as source 
information for the methodology developed pursuant to this section. The survey shall state that 
none of the information received may be used as a basis for reducing the total housing need 
established for the region pursuant to Section 65584.01. 
 
(4)If the council of governments fails to conduct a survey pursuant to this subdivision, a city, 
county, or city and county may submit information related to the items listed in subdivision (d) 
prior to the public comment period provided for in subdivision (c). 
 
(c)Public participation and access shall be required in the development of the methodology and 
in the process of drafting and adoption of the allocation of the regional housing needs. 
Participation by organizations other than local jurisdictions and councils of governments shall be 
solicited in a diligent effort to achieve public participation of all economic segments of the 
community. The proposed methodology, along with any relevant underlying data and 
assumptions, and an explanation of how information about local government conditions 
gathered pursuant to subdivision (b) has been used to develop the proposed methodology, and 
how each of the factors listed in subdivision (d) is incorporated into the methodology, shall be 
distributed to all cities, counties, any subregions, and members of the public who have made a 
written request for the proposed methodology. The council of governments, or delegate 
subregion, as applicable, shall conduct at least one public hearing to receive oral and written 
comments on the proposed methodology. 
 
(d)To the extent that sufficient data is available from local governments pursuant to subdivision 
(b) or other sources, each council of governments, or delegate subregion as applicable, shall 
include the following factors to develop the methodology that allocates regional housing needs: 
 

(1)Each member jurisdiction's existing and projected jobs and housing relationship. 
 
(2)The opportunities and constraints to development of additional housing in each 
member jurisdiction, including all of the following: 
 
(A)Lack of capacity for sewer or water service due to federal or state laws, regulations or 
regulatory actions, or supply and distribution decisions made by a sewer or water service 
provider other than the local jurisdiction that preclude the jurisdiction from providing 
necessary infrastructure for additional development during the planning period. 
(B)The availability of land suitable for urban development or for conversion to residential 
use, the availability of underutilized land, and opportunities for infill development and 
increased residential densities. The council of governments may not limit its 
consideration of suitable housing sites or land suitable for urban development to existing 
zoning ordinances and land use restrictions of a locality, but shall consider the potential 
for increased residential development under alternative zoning ordinances and land use 
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restrictions. The determination of available land suitable for urban development may 
exclude lands where the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) or the 
Department of Water Resources has determined that the flood management 
infrastructure designed to protect that land is not adequate to avoid the risk of flooding. 
(C)Lands preserved or protected from urban development under existing federal or state 
programs, or both, designed to protect open space, farmland, environmental habitats, 
and natural resources on a long-term basis. 
(D)County policies to preserve prime agricultural land, as defined pursuant to Section 
56064, within an unincorporated area. 
 
(3)The distribution of household growth assumed for purposes of a comparable period of 
regional transportation plans and opportunities to maximize the use of public 
transportation and existing transportation infrastructure. 
 
(4)The market demand for housing. 
 
(5)Agreements between a county and cities in a county to direct growth toward 
incorporated areas of the county. 
 
(6)The loss of units contained in assisted housing developments, as defined in 
paragraph (9) of subdivision (a) of Section 65583, that changed to non-low-income use 
through mortgage prepayment, subsidy contract expirations, or termination of use 
restrictions. 
 
(7)High-housing cost burdens. 
 
(8)The housing needs of farmworkers. 
 
(9)The housing needs generated by the presence of a private university or a campus of 
the California State University or the University of California within any member 
jurisdiction. 
 
(10)Any other factors adopted by the council of governments. 
 

(e)The council of governments, or delegate subregion, as applicable, shall explain in writing how 
each of the factors described in subdivision (d) was incorporated into the methodology and how 
the methodology is consistent with subdivision (d) of Section 65584. The methodology may 
include numerical weighting. 
 
(f)Any ordinance, policy, voter-approved measure, or standard of a city or county that directly or 
indirectly limits the number of residential building permits issued by a city or county shall not be 
a justification for a determination or a reduction in the share of a city or county of the regional 
housing need. 
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(g)In addition to the factors identified pursuant to subdivision (d), the council of governments, or 
delegate subregion, as applicable, shall identify any existing local, regional, or state incentives, 
such as a priority for funding or other incentives available to those local governments that are 
willing to accept a higher share than proposed in the draft allocation to those local governments 
by the council of governments or delegate subregion pursuant to Section 65584.05. 
 
(h)Following the conclusion of the 60-day public comment period described in subdivision (c) on 
the proposed allocation methodology, and after making any revisions deemed appropriate by 
the council of governments, or delegate subregion, as applicable, as a result of comments 
received during the public comment period, each council of governments, or delegate 
subregion, as applicable, shall adopt a final regional, or subregional, housing need allocation 
methodology and provide notice of the adoption of the methodology to the jurisdictions within 
the region, or delegate subregion as applicable, and to the department. 
 
(i)(1)It is the intent of the Legislature that housing planning be coordinated and integrated with 
the regional transportation plan. To achieve this goal, the allocation plan shall allocate housing 
units within the region consistent with the development pattern included in the sustainable 
communities strategy. 
 
(2)The final allocation plan shall ensure that the total regional housing need, by income 
category, as determined under Section 65584, is maintained, and that each jurisdiction in the 
region receive an allocation of units for low- and very low income households. 
 
(3)The resolution approving the final housing need allocation plan shall demonstrate that the 
plan is consistent with the sustainable communities strategy in the regional transportation plan. 
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APPENDIX B – HCD DETERMINATION LETTER 
On December 30, 2013, Kern COG received its 5th cycle regional housing need assessment 
determination from HCD.  HCD is required to determine Kern COG’s existing and projecting 
housing need pursuant to State housing law, Government Code (GC) Section 65584, et. seq.. 
The income category percentages reflect the minimum housing need that the RHNA Plan must 
address in total and also for very-low, low, and moderate income categories. 
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APPENDIX C – MEETING NOTES FROM ENVIRONMENT AND 
SOCIAL EQUITY ROUNDTABLE  
The Environment and Social Equity Stakeholder group includes varied stakeholders from the 
environment and social sectors of Kern County. Kern COG hosted two roundtable meetings to 
receive input from the stakeholder groups. Appendix C of this documents contains a copy of the 
meeting notes from the Roundtable Meetings.  
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APPENDIX D – LOCAL GOVERNMENT SURVEY DATA  
Pursuant to Government Code 65584.04, Kern COG must confirm with local jurisdictions certain 
factors to develop the RHNA methodology.  Kern COG sent out the 2013 RHNA Data Survey 
and table to all cities and county.  The cities of Arvin, Bakersfield, Delano, and Wasco 
completed and responded to the survey and copies of their responses are included 
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APPENDIX E – KERN REGIONAL HOUSING DATA REPORT  
To comply with Senate Bill 375, the Housing Element planning period has been extended from 
five years to eight years in some jurisdictions to allow for synchronization with the regional 
transportation plan; however, jurisdictions that do not meet the deadline (December 31, 2015) 
for the 2015–2023 Housing Element cycle will revert to a four-year cycle until they have adopted 
two consecutive revisions by the due date. In addition to providing an analysis of sites and 
zoning to accommodate the projected housing need as determined by the Regional Housing 
Needs Assessment (RHNA) Plan, jurisdictions are required to assess their existing housing 
needs.  

Kern COG has processed data from the 2010 decennial Census and the 2008–2012 American 
Community Survey, along with housing-related statistics from other sources, for the purpose of 
providing value-added information to member jurisdictions and other stakeholders. Specifically, 
the purpose of the data sets is to provide information that may help local jurisdictions in 
preparing housing element updates.  

Kern COG also worked with HCD on facilitating the Housing Element data review and approval 
processes. Kern COG and HCD are developing a regional data review process that would mean 
data drawn from these data sets would not need to be reviewed again by HCD when the 
Housing Element is submitted. Kern COG will advise its member jurisdictions when approval is 
obtained. 

The Regional Housing Data Report is available on Kern COG’s Regional Housing web page: 
http://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing.   
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June 19, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
  

BY: Becky Napier, Regional Planner 
Rob Ball, Director of Planning  

 
SUBJECT: TPPC NUMBER V. 

Final 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program, Final 2014 Regional Transportation Plan and 
Final Program Environmental Impact Report, Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan and 
Corresponding Conformity Analysis 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
The Final 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program, 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (2014 RTP) including 
Appendix H to the RTP, the Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan (RHNA Plan), and the Final Program Environmental 
Impact Report (Final PEIR), are submitted for review by the Kern COG Board of Directors and the Transportation 
Planning Policy Committee.  These items have been reviewed by the Regional Planning Advisory Committee and the 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee.   
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The 2014 RTP and related documents represents more than two years of work, extensive coordination with the California 
Air Resources Board, the California Department of Housing and Community Development, Caltrans, Federal Highway 
Administration, federal land management agencies and state and local agencies responsible for land use, conservation 
and environmental protection.  The community engagement strategy used a multifaceted approach to target all sectors of 
the community within the Kern region, including traditionally underrepresented groups.  The Regional Planning Advisory 
Committee was tasked with overseeing the development of the 2014 RTP and was afforded the opportunity, as was the 
public, to review a Preliminary Draft RTP including a Preliminary Draft Sustainable Communities Strategy Chapter, many 
months prior to the document’s release for official public comment.   
 
The 2014 RTP is a long-range regional transportation plan that provides a blueprint to help achieve a coordinated regional 
transportation system by creating a vision for transportation investment throughout the region and identifying regional 
transportation and land use strategies to address mobility needs.  The 2014 RTP includes a policy element that is shaped 
by goals, policies and performance indicators, a description of planning assumptions for regional growth and future needs 
for travel and goods movement, a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) that identifies planning strategies and 
illustrative development patterns that would reduce greenhouse gas emissions and meet the reduction target set by the 
California Air Resources Board (CARB), and a plan of action for the region to pursue to meet identified transportation 
needs.  The 2014 RTP meets all of the state and federal requirements, including transportation conformity and Senate Bill 
375 (SB 375). 
 
The 2014 RTP includes the RHNA Plan which allocates Kern COG’s share of regional housing need (as determined by 
the California Department of Housing and Community Development) by assigning housing units by income category to 
each city, county, or city and county.  The RHNA Plan was developed in compliance with SB 375 which requires 
consistency between the RHNA process and regional transportation process. 
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The Final PEIR serves as an informational document to inform decision-makers and the public of the potential 
environmental consequences of approving the proposed Plan.  The Final PEIR includes mitigation measures designed to 
help avoid or minimize significant environmental impacts at the regional level and also includes mitigation measures which 
lead agencies may incorporate for California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) streamlining and tiering.  The Final PEIR 
complies with the requirements of CEQA.  
 
The Draft 2014 RTP was circulated for public review on March 12, 2014.  The Draft PEIR was circulated at the same time 
and submitted to the State Clearinghouse Office of Planning and Research. The 55-day comment period concluded on 
May 6, 2014. Comments were received on the RTP, FTIP, RHNA and Draft EIR, including comments provided at public 
hearings held on April 15, 2014 in the City of California City, and April 17, 2014 at the Kern COG Board Meeting. 
 
The 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) is a near-term list of transportation projects.  The Draft 
2015 FTIP public review began on March 12, 2014 and concluded May 6, 2014.  Comments are incorporated, as 
appropriate, into the final documents. 
 
The following documents are available on the Kern COG web site (http://www.kerncog.org/regional-transportation-plan): 
 

 2014 RTP (Including Draft RHNA Plan as Appendix H) 
 2014 RTP Comment Letters and Responses 
 Final Draft RHNA Plan 
 2015 FTIP Comments and Responses   
 Conformity Analysis for the 2015 FTIP and 2014 RTP 
 2014 RTP Draft PEIR and Final PEIR (Including Corrections and Additions, Comment Letters and Responses and 

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program) 
 
 
BRIEF SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND RESPONSES: 
 
Comments received during the 55-day review period on the EIR, the RTP and associated documents were diverse.  
Comments on both documents were divided according to topic area (i.e., comments on the EIR or comments on the RTP) 
and responded to separately.  Three comment letters were received from member agencies, Kern County Planning, City 
of Shafter and City of Tehachapi.  Kern County Planning Department provided a letter regarding mitigation discussed in 
the EIR.  Revisions were made to the measures and EIR text in consultation with county staff and are described in the 
EIR response to comments.  One of the primary concerns was clarification that Kern COG has no land use authority, nor 
authority to impose mitigation measures, except when local projects use CEQA streamlining provisions.  The City of 
Shafter suggested clarifications to the RTP related to the adopted Kern COG SB 375 Framework.  Clarification to the RTP 
text was made and discussed with city staff and are described in the RTP responses.  The City of Tehachapi discussed 
Kern COG’s role in funding transportation related grants that promote the principles of SB 375 and AB 32.  Kern COG 
contacted city staff and provided written responses to the RTP comments as well.  
 
Additional comments were received from the local business community about the fundamental shift in the forecasted 
development pattern but they were generally supportive of the increased expenditures for transit, bike and pedestrian 
facilities.  The business community recommended rejection of alternatives assuming higher density and infill than what 
was in the proposed Plan.  Written responses to both the EIR and RTP comments were provided. 
 
A similar number of comments were received from local and regional environmental groups supporting a greater shift in 
the forecasted development pattern and the associated benefits; however, they also approved of the increased 
expenditures for transit, bike and pedestrian facilities.  Kern COG staff met with many of these groups before and after the 
release of the written response to comments to better address their concerns. 
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Comments received from local and regional social equity groups were, among other issues, concerned with the need for 
more jobs and transportation investment in outlying, disadvantaged communities. Both the social equity and 
environmental groups had concerns about assumptions used in the modeling to demonstrate how the CO2 targets were 
met.  They are concerned with the reporting of oversimplified sensitivity test results in the SCS that showed emission 
reductions coming from recent increases in fuel prices and the economic recession.  It is important to note that at the May 
22, CARB meeting, similar concerns were heard from some board members.  Kern COG has since met with CARB staff 
and has agreed to do additional sensitivity testing to better clarify this issue.  These groups also suggested that 
expenditures for transit, bike and pedestrian projects be frontloaded in the expenditure plan.  Kern COG has pointed out in 
the response to comments that this RTP significantly increases funding for bike, pedestrian and transit infrastructure. 
 
Comments were also received from other members of the public, government agencies and other stakeholders on a 
variety issues.  Kern COG contacted many of the commenters to clarify comments prior to preparation of the responses. 
 
TIMELINE: 
 
Date    Action 
 
June 19, 2014 Transportation Planning Policy Committee review and consider adoption 
June 27, 2014 Final approved documents sent to appropriate state and federal agencies 
December 2014 Anticipated federal approval of Conformity, near-term and long-term documents 
 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS: 
 
Since 2011 the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) and the Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
(RPAC), consisting of representatives from member agency staff and other stakeholders, have met monthly on the 
development of these documents and related issues.  On June 4, 2014, the TTAC and RPAC unanimously recommended 
approval of the documents and certification of the EIR. 
 
ACTIONS: 
 

1. Certify the Final PEIR for the 2014 RTP/SCS and authorize the Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-17 
2. Adopt the CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations, and the Mitigation Monitoring and 

Reporting Program and authorize the Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-17 
3. Adopt the 2015 FTIP, 2014 RTP/SCS, RHNA Plan, and Conformity Analysis for the 2015 FTIP and 2014 

RTP/SCS; and authorize the Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-19 ROLL CALL VOTE; 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 
Attachment A:   Draft RTP Executive Summary 
Attachment B:  Resolution in the matter of:  Final Environmental Impact Report for the 2014 Regional Transportation 

Plan:  (1) Certification of Environmental Impact Report; (2) Adoption of CEQA Findings of Fact; (3) 
Adoption of Statement of Overriding considerations; and (4) Adoption of Mitigation Monitoring 
Program. 

Attachment C:  Resolution In the matter of:  2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program, 2014 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan, 
and Conformity Analysis for the 2015 FTIP and 2014 RTP/SCS.  
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INTRODUCTION 
 
The 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is 
a 26-year blueprint that establishes a set of 
regional transportation goals, policies, and 
actions intended to guide development of the 
planned multimodal transportation systems in 
Kern County.  It has been developed through a 
continuing, comprehensive, and cooperative 
planning process, and provides for effective 
coordination between local, regional, state and 
federal agencies.  New to the 2014 RTP, 
California’s Sustainable Communities and 
Climate Protection Act, or Senate Bill (SB) 375, 
calls for the Kern RTP to include a Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (SCS) that reduces 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from 
passenger vehicles and light-duty trucks by 5 
percent per capita by 2020 and 10 percent per 
capita by 2035 as compared to 2005. In addition, 
SB 375 provides for closer integration of the 
RTP/SCS with the Regional Housing Needs 
Allocation (RHNA) ensuring consistency between 
low income housing need and transportation 
planning.  The 2014 RTP exceeds SB 375 
reduction targets for the region and is consistent 
with the RHNA. 
 
Kern COG is a federally designated Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) and a state 
designated Regional Transportation Planning 
Agency (RTPA).  These designations formally 
establish Kern COG’s role in transportation 
planning.  Preparing an RTP is one of Kern 
COG’s primary statutory responsibilities under 
federal and state law.  
 
Kern COG prepared a Program Environmental 
Impact Report (Program EIR), pursuant to the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), for 
the RTP.  Individual transportation projects are 
preliminarily identified in the 2014 RTP; however, 
the Program EIR analyzes potential 
environmental impacts from a regional 
perspective, providing opportunities for 
streamlining the analysis required in project 
specific environmental documents.  In addition 
the companion RTP conformity document 
demonstrates that the Plan will not delay 
attainment of federal air quality standards in the 
State Implementation Plans for air quality. 
 
 
 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION:  Listening to the 
Citizens and Stakeholders 
 
Public participation is encouraged at every stage 
of the planning process and all meetings are open 
to the public. Community engagement and 
outreach were fundamental to the development of 
the 2014 RTP/SCS.  By nature, this plan 
represents the region’s mutual vision for its future 
and was developed using a grassroots, bottom-
up approach, garnering input from over 8,000 
residents at over 30 meetings and events across 
the region.  Kern COG’s comprehensive 
community engagement process, Directions to 
2050, was designed to solicit input from 
stakeholders and community members on 
priorities for the region’s long-term future.  The 
name “Directions to 2050” was meant to 
encourage participants to think long term into the 
future.  The community engagement process 
extended from September 2011 to August 2013.  
The program provided various opportunities for 
community members, stakeholders, and local 
agencies and jurisdictions to participate.  The 
program provided numerous public workshops, 
community event and interactive and educational 
booths at festivals and fairs, an interactive project 
website, two statistically valid phone surveys and 
presentations to various clubs and groups. 
 
The vast majority of people want to maintain, fix 
and finish what we have.  A discussion of Kern  
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COG’s public participation activities is provided in 
Chapter 2 of the RTP and a Summary of Findings 
is documented in Appendix C of the RTP. 

OUR VISION: Maintain, Fix and Finish What 
We Have 
 
In the past, Kern COG prepared the RTP with the 
primary goal of increasing mobility for the region’s 
residents and visitors.  While mobility is a vital 
component of the quality of life that the region 
deserves, it is by no means the only component.  
Kern COG has placed a greater emphasis than 
ever before on sustainability and integrated 
planning in the 2014 RTP/SCS.  The intent of the 
SCS is to achieve the state’s emissions reduction 
targets for automobiles and light trucks. The SCS 
will also provide opportunities for a stronger 
economy, healthier environment, and safer 
quality of life for community members in Kern 
County.  
 
The RTP/SCS seeks to: improve economic 
vitality; improve air quality; improve the health of 
communities; improve transportation and public 
safety; promote the conservation of natural 
resources and undeveloped land; increase 
access to community services; increase regional 
and local energy independence; and increase 
opportunities to help shape our community’s 
future.   

Kern County is unlike any other region in 
California.  Kern’s large size and diverse valley, 
desert and mountain environs are dominated by 
agriculture, oil production, renewable energy, 
aerospace, military, recreation, transportation 
linkages and other activities that warrant unique 
and different approaches to address the SCS 
goals.  These economic pursuits are the basis for 
dispersed rural centers and strategic locations for 
developments within the County that are unlike 
other areas of the State.  Accordingly, unique 
strategies are needed to support Kern’s 
economic, transportation and other needs.  This 
uniqueness is reflected in the General Plans and 
programs of Kern County’s local governments.   

The 2014 RTP/SCS supports an improved quality 
of life for our residents by providing more choices 
for where they will live, work, and play, and how 
they will move around.  The safe, secure, and 
efficient transportation systems will provide 
improved access to opportunities, such as jobs, 

education and healthcare.  The emphasis on 
transit and active transportation will allow our 
residents to lead a healthier, more active lifestyle.   
 
CHALLENGES 
 
Solutions for the Economy and Air Quality 
 
Even though Kern County has already recovered 
all the jobs lost during the great recession, Kern 
continues to suffer from double-digit 
unemployment.  The Federal Highway 
Administration estimates that every $1 billion 
spent on transportation infrastructure creates 
10,870 job years of which up to 4,000 can persist 
long after construction, generated by increased 
labor from better mobility and more efficient 
goods movement.  This 26-year investment plan 
is projected to add over 80,000 job years (3,100 
26-year jobs) from construction, maintenance, 
and better mobility, a 40% jump over the 2011 
RTP.  The plan could ultimately add 28,000 
permanent jobs to the region increasing Kern’s 
economic base, adding capacity to re-invest in an 
ever more efficient/cleaner transportation 
system, triggering an upward economic spiral for 
future generations. 

Since the 1990s, the Kern region has achieved 
consistent improvements in the number of days 
exceeding federal standards for ozone and 
particulate matter, generally defined as “fine 
dust”.  In 2012, Kern demonstrated attainment of 
the 1-hour ozone standard, and has made 
significant progress on the new 8-hour ozone and 
PM2.5 standards (figure ES-1).  However, the air 
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quality modeling forecast for this RTP showed 
that by 2040, if things didn’t change and 
population and travel continue to grow, the NOx 
precursor component to PM2.5 begins to creep 
back up.  To combat this effect the plan focuses 
new efforts to achieve and maintain the federal 
air quality standards, and in doing so also makes 
significant progress toward the new state climate 
change goals.  These strategies such as 
improving transit, bike, walk, and housing options 
are included in the SCS in Chapter 4.  

 
 
Financial Challenges 
 
Of all the challenges facing us today, there is 
none more critical than funding.  With the 
projected growth in population, employment and 
demand for travel, the costs of our multimodal 
transportation needs surpass projected revenues 
available from our historic transportation funding 
source – the gas tax.  Maintaining the local 
transportation infrastructure is of critical 
importance for the entire region, and was ranked 
as the highest priority based on public outreach.  
Funding from the federal gas tax has traditionally 
been used to support the maintenance of these 
facilities; over time, however, gas tax revenues 
have failed to keep up with inflation. The increase 

in the number of electric and hybrid vehicles that 
pay significantly less gas tax per mile traveled 
only exacerbates the problem. 
 
As a result of years of underinvestment, a 
significant number of our roadways and bridges 
have fallen into a state of disrepair.  It is 
imperative that this situation be addressed.  The 
rate of deterioration will only accelerate with 
continued deferral, significantly increasing the 
cost of bringing our transportation assets back 
into a state of good repair.  Furthermore, with 
recent declines in transit funding, the region’s 
transit operators continue to face major obstacles 
to providing frequent and convenient transit 
services. 
 
The region must consider ways to stabilize 
existing revenue sources and supplement them 
with reasonably available new sources.  This 
region needs a long-term, sustainable funding 
plan that ensures the region receives its fair share 
of funding, supports an efficient and effective 
transportation system that grows the economy, 
provides mobility choices, and improves our 
quality of life. 
 
PLANNING FOR OUR POPULATION 
 
Population, Housing and Employment Forecasts 
 
Population in the 8,200 square mile County of 
Kern surpassed 856,000 according to the 2011 
American Community Survey, and Kern County 
was in the top ten fastest growing counties in 
California from 2012 to 2013.  About one of every 
44 people in California lives in Kern County.  The 
Kern region is California’s eleventh most 
populated of 58 counties, recently surpassing 
San Francisco and Ventura counties.  The Kern 
region is forecasted to grow by more than ½ 
million persons to 1,444,100 in the forecast year 
2040. 
 
According to the California Employment 
Development Department (EDD) Kern County 
gained 75,000 jobs since 2000 and experienced 
an increase in per capita income.  However, the 
unemployment in the Kern region in 2012 (13.3%) 
remains consistently higher than the state 
average (10.5%). 
 
The jobs/housing balance, which has historically 
fluctuated around 1.1 and 1.3 jobs per household,



DRAFT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
February 2014 

ES-4 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301 

The source of specific funding and Kern COG are not responsible for any misuse or misinformation contained in the report. 
 

is anticipated to continue to vary based on 
several factors including:  fluctuations in the 
number of out-of-county commuter households; 
when employment levels do not keep up with 
baby booms; and Kern’s latent supply of second 
homes in the mountain communities.  Over the 
long term, we anticipate the jobs/housing balance 
to settle down to 1.1.  Total employment is 
anticipated to grow to just over 500,000 by 
forecast year 2040. 
 
Over the past decade, growth has concentrated 
in Metropolitan Bakersfield and the communities 
of Delano, Wasco, Ridgecrest, California City, 
Arvin, Shafter, Tehachapi, McFarland and the 
unincorporated communities around Tehachapi, 
Rosamond and Frazier Park. 
 
Much of Kern’s employment is dispersed, 
consequently, the Metropolitan Bakersfield area 
experiences a “reverse commute” whereby a 
segment of workers commute to outlying areas 
such as farm fields, food processing facilities, 
warehousing, wind farms, oil fields, prisons, 
power plants, and government installations. 
 
Development 
 
Land use is one of the most important elements 
of effective transportation planning.  Kern COG 
does not have jurisdiction over land use planning, 
but the agency does advise and encourage 
dialogue among those involved in the decision 
making process.  The RTP/SCS was developed 
in consultation with local jurisdictions and is 
consistent with existing adopted General Plans 
and Zoning.  Kern COG will continue to use the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to 
communicate with Kern cities and the county on 
issues of land use, transportation and air quality, 
to ensure that land use projects are 
environmentally sound. 
 
At the core of the 2014 RTP are seven goals: 
 
1. Mobility – Improve the mobility of people and 

freight; 
2. Accessibility – Improve accessibility to 

major employment and other regional activity 
centers; 

3. Reliability – Improve the reliability and safety 
of the transportation system; 

4. Efficiency – Maximize the efficiency of the 
existing and future transportation system; 

5. Livability – Promote livable communities; 
6. Sustainability – Minimize effects on the 

environment; and 
7. Equity – Ensure an equitable distribution of 

the benefits among various demographic and 
user groups. 

 
 
 
STRATEGIC INVESTMENTS 
 
The 2014 RTP/SCS financial plan identifies how 
much money is available to support the region’s 
transportation investments.  The plan includes a 
core revenue forecast of existing local, state and 
federal sources along with funding sources that 
are considered to be reasonably available over 
the time horizon of the RTP/SCS.  These new 
sources include adjustments to state and federal 
gas tax rates based on historical trends and 
recommendations from two national 
commissions (National Surface Transportation 
Policy and Revenue Study Commission and 
National Surface Transportation Infrastructure 
Financing Commission), leveraging of local sales 
tax measures, local transportation impact fees, 
potential national freight program/freight fees, 
future state bonding programs and mileage-
based user fees. 
 
The 2014 RTP promotes a more efficient 
transportation system that calls for fully funding 
alternative transportation modes, while 
emphasizing transportation demand and 
transportation system management approaches 
for new highway capacity.  The Constrained 
Program of Projects includes projects that move 
the region toward a financially constrained and 
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balanced system.  Constrained projects have 
undergone air quality conformity analyses to 
ensure that they contribute to the Kern region’s 
compliance with state and federal air quality 
rules. 
 
MULTI-FUNCTIONING DOCUMENT 

 
The RTP fulfills several requirements with one 
document: 
 
 Congestion Management Program 
 Sustainable Communities Strategy & Rural 

Urban Connectivity Strategy 
 Regional Housing Needs Allocation 
 Safety/Security Action Element 
 Environmental Justice & Performance 

Measure Analysis 
 
As the Congestion Management Agency, Kern 
COG has responsibility to ensure that all cities 
and the county are following the Congestion 
Management Program (CMP).  Kern COG 
completes a coordinated and comprehensive 
review of current traffic data during each RTP 
update.  Through the Kern Regional Traffic Count 
Program, the cities, County and Caltrans 
undertake annual traffic counts on their roads.  
Use of current peak-hour traffic counts to monitor 
congestion ensures that the review is based on 
observed traffic conditions and includes an 
innovative multi-model level of service analysis 
policy. The SCS includes a Rural Urban 
Connectivity Strategy analysis designed to 
ensure that the economic development of rural 
areas for agriculture, energy, tourism, military and 
other activities are not left out of efforts to provide 
for a more efficient transportation system. 
 

 

To ensure consistency requirements with the 
SCS, the draft Regional Housing Needs 
Allocation (RHNA) is incorporated into this 
document as an appendix.  RHNA provides low 
income housing goals for each community in the 
region. 
 
The Safety/Security Action Element fulfills a 
federal requirement for homeland security 
planning in the RTP as well as forwards the 
region’s safety and emergency planning efforts. 
 
Recognized as a national best practice, the Kern 
RTP includes an innovative integration of 
performance measure analysis with the 
environmental justice (EJ) analysis.  The analysis 
advises our decision makers on the progress we 
are making toward our goals, while ensuring 
disadvantaged communities are not left behind.   
 
MONITORING PROGRESS 
 
Transportation planning for the Kern region 
requires continually improved information on the 
condition and use of the transportation system.  
The Highway Performance Monitoring System is 
a federally mandated program designed by the 
Federal Highway Administration to assess the 
performance of the nation’s highway system.  
Chapter 8 discusses an array of monitoring 
efforts. 
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ATTACHMENT B 

 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-17 



BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-17 

In the matter of: 
 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN:  
(1) CERTIFICATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; (2) ADOPTION OF CEQA FINDINGS 
OF FACT; (3)  ADOPTION OF STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS; AND (4) 
ADOPTION OF MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM. 
   

WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Cal. Pub. Res. Code § 
21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs., Tit. 14, § 15000 et seq.), Kern Council 
of Governments (Kern COG) is the Lead Agency responsible for preparing the Final Program 
Environmental Impact Report for the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (RTP/SCS); 
 
 WHEREAS, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is a public document used by governmental 
agencies to analyze the significant environmental impacts of a project. CEQA Guidelines §15168 
specifies that a Program EIR can be prepared on a series of actions that can be characterized as one 
large project related either geographically, as logical parts in the chain of contemplated actions, in 
connection with issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria to govern the conduct of a 
continuing program, or as individual activities carried out under the same authorizing statutory regulatory 
authority and having generally similar environmental effects which can be mitigated in similar ways;  
 
 WHEREAS, the Program EIR for the 2014 RTP/SCS (PEIR) is a programmatic document that 
provides a region-wide assessment of the potential significant environmental effects of implementing the 
projects, programs and policies included in the 2014 RTP/SCS (including the new SCS portion of the 
Plan);  
 
 WHEREAS, Kern COG has determined that the PEIR is appropriate to assess the environmental 
impacts of the 2014 RTP/SCS;  
 
 WHEREAS, the PEIR undertakes quantitative modeling of projects in the 2014 RTP financially 
constrained plan, and does not model strategic plan projects because funding for these projects is 
speculative and implementation of these projects is not yet reasonably foreseeable;  
 
 WHEREAS, the PEIR identifies feasible mitigation measures necessary to avoid or substantially 
lessen significant impacts of the 2014 RTP and a reasonable range of alternatives capable of eliminating 
or reducing these effects in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Sections 15126.4 and 15126.6;  
 
 WHEREAS, the PEIR is a program level document which analyzes environmental impacts of the 
2014 RTP constrained plan on a regional/programmatic level, and does not analyze project-specific 
impacts.  These impacts should be analyzed in detail by project proponents at the local jurisdiction level;  
 
 WHEREAS, Kern COG issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Draft PEIR on January 30, 
2013, and circulated the NOP for a period of 30 days pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §§15082(a), 15103 
and 15375; 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15082 and Government Code Section 
65080(b) et seq., on February 13, 2013, Kern COG publicly noticed and held one scoping meeting for the 
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purpose of inviting comments from responsible and trustee agencies, regulatory agencies, interested 
persons, and others on the scope and content of the environmental information to be addressed in the  
PEIR; 
 
 WHEREAS, once the Draft PEIR was completed on March 12, 2014, Kern COG filed a Notice of 
Completion with the State Office of Planning and Research (OPR) in the manner prescribed by CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15085;  
 
 WHEREAS, on March 12, 2014, Kern COG initiated the 55-day public review and comment 
period by issuing a Notice of Availability of the Draft PEIR to responsible and trustee agencies, 
organizations and individuals who requested such notice, and others; and on the same date, published 
the Notice of Availability in eight newspapers of general circulation throughout the region. In addition, 
Kern COG placed paper copies of the Draft PEIR in its offices and at the main public library in Kern 
County, and posted an electronic copy of the Draft PEIR on the Kern COG website;  
 
 WHEREAS, during the public review period for the Draft PEIR, Kern COG requested comments 
from and consulted with responsible and trustee agencies, regulatory agencies, and others, pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15086;  
 
 WHEREAS, the 55-day public review and comment period ended on May 6, 2014, in compliance 
with CEQA Guidelines Section 15105;  
 
 WHEREAS, approximately 33 written comments on the Draft PEIR were received by Kern COG 
during the comment period; 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15088(a), Kern COG evaluated comments on 
environmental issues received from persons who reviewed the Draft PEIR and provided a written 
response to each comment, which are included in the Final PEIR, Chapter 3.0;  
 

WHEREAS, the “Final PEIR” consists of:  (1) the Draft PEIR; (2) all appendices to the Draft PEIR 
(Appendices 1.0 and 4.7); (3) Chapter 1, “Introduction”; (4) Chapter 2, “Corrections and Additions”; (5) 
Chapter 3, “Response to Comments”; (6) Chapter 4, “Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program”;   
 
 WHEREAS, Chapters 2 and 3 of the Final PEIR specifically include Kern COG’s written, master 
responses to comments; a list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft 
PEIR; Kern COG’s written responses to specific comments on significant environmental points raised in 
the review and consultation process; and copies of comments, as required by CEQA Guidelines Section 
15132;  
  
 WHEREAS, the changes to the Draft PEIR in response to comments received and the corrections 
and additions included  in the Final 2014 RTP and Final PEIR, have not produced significant new 
information requiring recirculation or additional environmental review under CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088.5;  
 
 WHEREAS, Kern COG has no authority to impose mitigation measures on individual projects for 
which it is not the lead agency. As such, all project-level mitigation measures in the Final PEIR are 
subject to a city or county’s independent discretion as to whether measures are applicable to projects in 
their respective jurisdictions. Lead agencies may use, amend, or not use measures identified in the Final 
PEIR as appropriate to address project-specific conditions. The determination of significance and 
identification of appropriate mitigation is solely the responsibility of the lead agency; 
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WHEREAS, mitigation measures in the PEIR that include the language, “Kern COG through its 
Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process will facilitate and encourage 
implementing and local agencies to …” are intended to be used by projects seeking to use this Program 
EIR for CEQA streamlining (under SB 375 and SB 226 – CEQA Streamlining for Infill Projects) and tiering 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15152; 

 
 WHEREAS, Kern COG has prepared CEQA Findings of Fact (Findings), attached hereto and 
incorporated herein as “Attachment 1,” for every significant environmental impact of the 2014 RTP 
identified in the PEIR and for each alternative evaluated in the PEIR, including an explanation of the 
rationale for each finding, in compliance with Public Resources Code §§21081 and 21081.5 and CEQA 
Guidelines § 15091. 
 
 WHEREAS, implementation of the 2014 RTP will result in  significant environmental impacts that 
cannot be fully mitigated to less than significant, and Kern COG has issued a Statement of Overriding 
Considerations, attached hereto and incorporated herein as “Attachment 2,” setting forth specific 
economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits of the 2014 RTP that outweigh the significant 
and unavoidable environmental impacts identified in the PEIR, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15093(b); and 
 

WHEREAS, when making the Findings, the agency must also adopt a mitigation monitoring 
program to ensure compliance with the mitigation measures identified in the PEIR which avoid or 
substantially lessen significant effects, and which are fully enforceable through permit conditions, 
agreements, or other measures, as required by CEQA Guidelines Section  15091(d);  
 
 WHEREAS, Kern COG has adopted a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting  
Program in compliance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15091(d), which is incorporated into the Final EIR 
as Chapter 4; 
 
 WHEREAS, Kern COG made the proposed Final PEIR, publicly available on its website on June 
9, 2014; 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.5 and CEQA Guidelines Section 
15088, Kern COG provided proposed written responses to all persons who submitted comments on the 
Draft PEIR at least 10 days prior to certification of the PEIR;  
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15089(a), Kern COG, as the Lead Agency, must 
prepare and certify a Final PEIR before approving the Final 2014 RTP/SCS; and 
  
 WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have occurred; 
   
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the Final PEIR prepared for the 2014 RTP/SCS was 
completed in compliance with CEQA; and 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the PEIR for the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan has been 
presented to the Kern COG Policy Board as the decision-making body of the Lead Agency prior to 
approving the 2014 RTP/SCS, and that Kern COG has independently reviewed and evaluated the 
information contained in both the Draft and Final EIR and written and oral testimony; and 
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 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG, as the decision-making body for the Lead Agency, 
hereby certifies that the EIR for the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan has been completed in 
compliance with CEQA and CEQA Guidelines; and 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG finds that certain changes or mitigation measures 
will substantially lessen or avoid potentially significant environmental effects identified in the Final EIR 
and will be incorporated into the Regional Transportation Plan as conditions of future entitlements, 
permits, and agreements that are under the authority of Kern COG; and 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG finds that certain changes or mitigation measures 
that will substantially lessen or avoid potentially significant effects of individual projects are not under the 
jurisdiction of Kern COG and that such measures would be imposed as appropriate, and at the discretion 
of, individual local agencies on projects seeking to tier from the PEIR; and 
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that certain unavoidable significant environmental effects, resulting 
from Plan implementation even with mitigation measures to reduce these effects, have been identified in 
the EIR, but it is infeasible to avoid or substantially lessen these effects because of specific economic, 
social or other considerations; and  
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that as required by CEQA, Kern COG has balanced the benefits of 
the Plan against unavoidable significant environmental effects in determining whether to approve the 
Plan, and Kern COG has independently determined that the benefits of the Plan outweigh the 
unavoidable significant environmental effects for the reasons stated in the Statement of Overriding 
Considerations; and  
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG adopts the CEQA Findings of Fact (Attachment 1); 
Statement of Overriding Considerations (Attachment 2); and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program (Chapter 4 of the Final PEIR). 
 
 AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 19th DAY OF JUNE, 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
       ________________________________ 
       Harold Hanson, Chairman 
       Kern Council of Governments 
ATTEST: 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the 19th day of June 2014. 
 
 
_____________________________________           _________________________________   
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director      Date:    
Kern Council of Governments  
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INTRODUCTION 

Section  21081  of  the  California  Public  Resources  Code  (“PRC”)  and  Section  15091  of  the  California 

Environmental Quality Act  (“CEQA”) Guidelines  require  that  the Kern Council  of Governments  (“Kern 

COG”), as  the Lead Agency  for  the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan  (2014 RTP, RTP, Plan, or Project), 

identify  significant  impacts  on  the  environment  and make  one  or more written  findings  for  each  of  the 

significant  impacts.    In addition, pursuant  to CEQA Guidelines Section 15093 and PRC Section 21081,  the 

existence of significant unavoidable  impacts resulting from the 2014 RTP requires Kern COG to prepare a 

Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations  explaining  why  the  agency  is  willing  to  accept  the  residual 

significant impacts. The CEQA Findings of Fact (Findings) reported in the following pages incorporate the 

facts  and  discussions  of  environmental  impacts  that  are  found  in  the  2014  RTP  Draft  Program 

Environmental Impact Report (Program EIR, PEIR or EIR).  The Statement of Overriding Considerations set 

forth in Attachment 2 describes the economic, social, environmental and other benefits of the 2014 RTP that 

override the significant environmental impacts. 

For each of the impacts associated with the 2014 RTP, the following are provided: 

 Description of Impacts – A specific description of the environmental impact identified in the PEIR. 

 Mitigation – Identified mitigation measures or actions that are proposed for implementation as part 

of the project.  

 Findings  and  Rationale  –  Explanation  regarding  the  adoption  of  mitigation  measures,  their 

implementation, and the acceptability of any residual adverse impacts.     

CEQA also requires a mitigation monitoring or reporting program to be adopted by the Lead Agency.  Kern 

COG  thus  prepared  a Mitigation Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  in  compliance with  the 

requirements of Section 21081.6 of CEQA to assess and ensure the efficacy of proposed mitigation measures.  

The  PEIR  identifies  the  potentially  significant  environmental  impacts  associated  with  the  project  and 

specifies measures designed to mitigate adverse environmental impacts. The MMRP is included in the Final 

PEIR.  This MMRP  relates  directly  to  the  procedures  to  be  used  to  implement  the mitigation measures 

adopted  in  connection with  the  certification  of  the  2014 RTP  PEIR  and  the methods  of monitoring  and 

reporting. 

The PEIR presents a  region‐wide assessment of existing conditions and potential  impacts associated with 

implementation of the 2014 RTP. As such, this PEIR identifies programmatic mitigation measures for which 

Kern COG would be responsible on a regional scale.  Mitigation measures phrased, “Kern COG, through its 

Environmental  Review  Program/Intergovernmental  Review  process  will  facilitate  and  encourage 

implementing and local agencies to…” are specifically intended for use by local agencies and implementing 

agencies  in undertaking streamlined environmental review  in accordance with SB 375 and SB 226 and for 

tiering pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15152.   

Kern COG has no authority to require specific mitigation measures at the project  level, and  local agencies 

have the sole discretion and authority to determine which mitigation measures are applicable and feasible 

based on  the  location‐specific  circumstances, Kern COG  cannot make a  finding  that  specific project‐level 

mitigation measures be implemented by the local agencies.   

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY 

The 2014 RTP is a long‐range comprehensive plan for the region’s multi‐modal transportation system. As a 

Metropolitan Planning Organization  (“MPO”), preparing an RTP  is one of Kern COG’s primary statutory 

responsibilities under federal and state law. Implementation of an RTP is the mechanism used in California 
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Findings of Fact ‐ 2 

 

by both MPOs and Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (“RTPAs”) to conduct long‐range planning 

(at least 20‐years in to the future) in their regions. Kern COG must adopt an updated RTP every four years, 

or more  frequently,  if  the  region  is  to  receive  federal  and  state  transportation dollars  for  public  transit, 

streets/roads, and bicycle and pedestrian  improvements. Kern COG adopted the 2011 RTP  in  July 2010;  it 

provides  a  long‐range  plan  for  transportation  in Kern County  and was  informed  by  the Kern Regional 

Blueprint (Blueprint), as will be explained in more detail below. In 2008, California enacted the Sustainable 

Communities and Climate Protection Act, also known as Senate Bill 375 (SB 375), which requires MPOs to 

include a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) element in their RTP updates (alternatively an MPO can 

prepare an Alternate Planning Strategy if it is unable to meet applicable greenhouse reduction targets). The 

2014 RTP is the first plan to include the SCS as the California Air Resources Board adopted the greenhouse 

gas reductions targets for the state in February 2011.  In preparation for the 2014 RTP, Kern COG undertook 

a public outreach effort entitled Directions to 2050 Principles for Growth that provided the Blueprint for the 

2014 RTP. The Directions to 2050 effort built upon the Blueprint from the 2011 RTP. The name “Directions to 

2050” was  intended  to  encourage  participants  to  think  long‐term  into  the  future. However, Kern COG 

anticipates incorporating data from the current, and possibly 2018 RTPs, before planning for the year 2050. 

The horizon year for the current RTP is 2040. 

PROJECT OBJECTIVES 

At the core of the 2014 RTP are seven goals: 

1.  Mobility – Improve the mobility of people and freight. 

2.  Accessibility – Improve accessibility to, and the economic wellbeing of, major employment and other 

regional activity centers. 

3.  Reliability – Improve the reliability and safety of the transportation system. 

4.  Efficiency  – Maximize  the  efficiency  and  cost  effectiveness  of  the  existing  and  future  transportation 

system. 

5.  Livability – Promote livable communities and satisfaction of consumers with the transportation system. 

6.  Sustainability – Provide for the enhancement and expansion of the system while minimizing effects on 

the environment. 

7.  Equity – Ensure an equitable distribution of the benefits among various demographic and user groups. 

While  all  goals  are  considered  interrelated  and  important,  improving mobility  is  considered  the  Plan’s 

highest goal. Another important goal of the 2014 RTP is to achieve SB 375 targets as established by the Air 

Resources Board  (“ARB”). Kern COG has made  certain  land use  assumptions based on  the policies  and 

projects  contained  within  the  RTP  and  market  demand  (within  existing  zoning)  in  order  to  model 

anticipated development  in  the year 2040. However,  it will be up  to  individual  jurisdictions  to determine 

consistency of individual projects with the RTP (including the SB 375 goals). It is not the intent of the RTP or 

associated modeling effort to impose land use requirements on local jurisdictions. 

TYPE OF EIR 

The 2014 RTP EIR is a program EIR. CEQA Guidelines Section 15168 specifies that a PEIR can be prepared 

on  a  series  of  actions  that  can  be  characterized  as  one  large  project.  The  PEIR  can  serve  as  a  first‐tier 



ATTACHMENT 1:  FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
 

 
Findings of Fact ‐ 3 

 

document  for  later CEQA  review  of  individual  projects  included  in  the  program.  These  project‐specific 

CEQA  reviews will  focus  on  project‐specific  impacts  and mitigation measures,  and  need  not  repeat  the 

broad analyses contained  in  the PEIR. As such,  the  focus of  the environmental analysis  in  the PEIR  is on 

regional‐scale and cumulative  impacts of  implementation of the Plan and the alternatives. The  long‐range 

planning horizon of more  than 20 years necessitates  that many of  the highway, arterial goods movement, 

and transit projects included in the Plan (and the alternatives) are identified at the conceptual level. 

PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

Kern COG prepared and circulated the Draft PEIR beginning on March 12, 2014 and ending on May 6, 2014. 

Kern COG placed the Draft PEIR at the office of Kern COG and at local libraries in the County, and posted 

an electronic copy of the Draft PEIR on the Kern COG website. A public hearing on the Draft PEIR was held 

on April 15, 2014 in California City and a second public hearing was held on April 17, 2014 at Kern COG’s 

offices in Bakersfield. Additionally, a Notice of Availability of the Draft PEIR was transmitted to responsible 

and  trustee agencies,  regulatory agencies and other  to  request  comments on  the Draft PEIR, pursuant  to 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15086. Comments on the Draft PEIR were received during the comment period, 

and those comments are responded to in the Final PEIR. The Final PEIR, together with the proposed project, 

will be submitted to Kern COG Board (Kern COG Board) for review, and the Kern COG Board will consider 

certification of the Final PEIR and approval of the RTP.  

On May 29, 2014, Kern COG posted the responses to comments on the Draft EIR on Kern COG’s website as 

part of  the Regional Planning Advisory Committee Agenda and again on  June 9 as part of  the Final EIR; 

Kern COG provided written proposed responses to all public agencies that commented on the Draft PEIR at 

least 10 days prior to certifying the PEIR, as part of the Final PEIR, Chapter 4. 

On June 19, 2014, the Kern COG Board is meeting to consider the Final PEIR including the Draft PEIR, and 

adopting  the  Findings,  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations,  and  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and 

Reporting Program.  

INCORPORATION OF FINAL PEIR BY REFERENCE 

The Final PEIR consists of:  (1) the Draft PEIR, (2) all appendices to the Draft PEIR (Appendices 1.0 and 4.7); 

(3) Chapter 1, “Summary”;  (4) Chapter 2, “Corrections and Additions”  (to  the Draft PEIR);  (5) Chapter 3, 

“Responses to Comments on the Draft PEIR” “List of Commenters”; (6) Chapter 4, “Mitigation Monitoring 

and Reporting Program.” The Final PEIR Chapters 2 and 3 specifically include Kern COG’s written, master 

responses to comments; a list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft PEIR; 

Kern  COG’s written  responses  to  specific  comments  on  significant  environmental  points  raised  in  the 

review and consultation process; and copies of comments, as required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15132.  

The Final PEIR consisting of the aforementioned components is hereby incorporated by reference into these 

Findings. 

I.        CEQA FINDINGS: GENERAL 

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines Section §15091, no public agency 

shall  approve  or  carry  out  a  project  for which  an  EIR  has  been  certified which  identifies  one  or more 

significant effects on the environment that would occur if the project is approved or carried out unless the 

public agency makes one or more of the following findings with respect to each significant impact: 

1.  Changes or alterations have been  required  in, or  incorporated  into,  the project which mitigate or 

avoid the significant effects on the environment. 
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2.   Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency 

and have been, or can and should be, adopted by that other agency. 

3.   Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including considerations for 

the  provision  of  employment  opportunities  for  highly  trained workers, make  infeasible  the mitigation 

measures or  alternatives  identified  in  the  environmental  impact  report.  (The  concept of  infeasibility  also 

encompasses whether a particular alternative or mitigation measure promotes the Project’s underlying goals 

and objectives, and whether an alternative or mitigation measure is impractical or undesirable from a policy 

standpoint. See California Native Plant Society v. City of Santa Cruz  (2009) 177 Cal.App.4th 957.); City of Del 

Mar v. City of San Diego (1982) 133 Cal.App.3d 410. 

Kern  COG  has made  one  or more  of  these  specific written  findings  regarding  each  significant  impact 

associated with  the  Project.  Those  findings  are  presented  below,  along with  a  presentation  of  facts  in 

support of the findings. The Kern COG certifies these findings are based on full appraisal of all viewpoints, 

including all comments received up to the date of adoption of these findings, concerning the environmental 

issues identified and discussed. 

The 2014 RTP Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) has been prepared as a program EIR pursuant 

to CEQA Guidelines Section 15168. The degree of specificity in the PEIR corresponds to the specificity of the 

regional goals, policies, and  investment  strategies of  the 2014 RTP.   The PEIR  included an appropriately 

detailed  (conservative)  analysis  of  impacts  in  20  environmental  topics,  analyzing  the  Project  and 

alternatives, including a No Project Alternative. The PEIR disclosed the environmental impacts expected to 

result from the adoption and implementation of the 2014 RTP. Feasible mitigation measures were identified 

to avoid or minimize significant environmental effects. 

The mitigation measures adopted as part of  the 2014 RTP are  feasible, as appropriate  for a PEIR, and  the 

2014 RTP mitigates the environmental impacts to the maximum extent feasible as discussed in the findings 

made  below.  The  adopted  mitigation  measures  directed  at  Kern  COG  are  particularly  suitable  on  a 

regional/programmatic level for the 2014 RTP. The Findings in Section IV below indicate where mitigation 

measures are not capable of reducing impacts to levels of insignificance. 

It  is  the  finding  of  the  Kern  COG  Board  that  the  proposed  Final  PEIR  fulfills  environmental  review 

requirements for the 2014 RTP, that the document constitutes a complete, accurate, adequate, and good faith 

effort at full disclosure under CEQA, and reflects the independent judgment of the Kern COG Board.  

In response to comments received, Kern COG made clarifying changes to the structure of the Draft PEIR.  In 

addition,  the  Final  PEIR  includes  a  number  of  corrections  and  additions  that  correct minor  errors  and 

amplify and/or clarify information in the Draft PEIR.   All such changes made to the Draft PEIR are shown 

in the Final PEIR (Chapter 2, “Corrections and Additions”) in strikethrough and underline text.   Thus it is 

the  finding  of  the  Kern  COG  Board  that  such  clarifying  changes  and  the  corrections  and  additions  as 

described in the Final PEIR, have not presented any new, significant information requiring recirculation or 

additional environmental review under CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5.  

 

A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (“MMRP”) for the 2014 RTP has been adopted pursuant to 

the  requirements  of  Public  Resources  Code  Section  21081.6  to  ensure  implementation  of  the  adopted 

mitigation measures  to  reduce  significant  effects  on  the  environment,  and  is  included  in  the  Final PEIR 

document dated June 2014. Kern COG is the custodian of the documents and other material that constitute 

the record of the proceedings upon which certification of the PEIR for the 2014 RTP is based, as described 

below in Section VII, Finding Regarding Location and Custodian of Record. 
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It  is  the  finding  of  the  Kern  COG  Board  that  the  proposed  Final  PEIR  fulfills  environmental  review 

requirements for the 2014 RTP, that the document constitutes a complete, accurate, adequate, and good faith 

effort at full disclosure under CEQA, and reflects the independent judgment of the Kern COG Board.  

II. MASTER FINDING 

Master Finding No. 1: 

The Kern COG  Board  finds  that  for  all  impacts  identified  in  the  Program  EIR,  some  or  all, mitigation 

activities  must  occur  at  the  project‐level.    However,  Kern  COG  has  no  authority  to  require  specific 

mitigation measures at the project level given that local lead agencies have the sole discretion to determine 

which  mitigation  measures  are  applicable  and  feasible  based  on  the  location‐specific  circumstances.  

Nevertheless, Kern COG reasonably assumes that local lead agencies do and will continue to exercise their 

discretionary authority (through  local  land use and other project permits and approvals) to  implement all 

feasible mitigation measures  (and alternatives)  identified  through  the CEQA process  to reduce significant 

environmental impacts.   The Kern COG Board finds it has no authority to impose mitigation measures on 

individual projects  for which  it  is not  the  lead agency.  Mitigation measures  in  the PEIR  that  include  the 

language, “Kern COG through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process will 

facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to …” are intended to be used by projects seeking 

to use the PEIR for CEQA streamlining (under SB 375 and SB 226 ‐‐ CEQA Streamlining for Infill Projects) 

and  tiering.    For  projects  seeking  to  use CEQA  streamlining  and/or  tier  from  the  2014 RTP  PEIR,  such 

mitigation  measures  included  in  the  PEIR  (or  equivalent)  would  be  required  by  the  lead  agency  as 

appropriate  and  applicable.    Many  lead  agencies  have  existing  regulations,  policies  and/or  standard 

conditions of approval that address potential impacts.   

Nothing  in  the PEIR  is  intended  to supersede existing regulations and policies of  individual  jurisdictions.  

SB 375 specifically provides that nothing in a SCS supersedes the land use authority of cities and counties, 

and  that cities and counties are not  required  to change  their  land use policies and  regulations,  including 

their  general  plans,  to  be  consistent  with  the  SCS  or  an  alternative  planning  strategy  (Govt.  Code 

§65080(b)(2)(K)).   Moreover, cities and counties have plenary authority  to regulate  land use  through  their 

police powers granted by the California Constitution, art. XI, §7, and under several statutes, including the 

local  planning  law  (Govt.  Code  §§65100‐65763),  the  zoning  law  (Govt.  Code  §§65800‐65912),  and  the 

Subdivision Map Act (Govt. Code §§66410‐66499.37).  With respect to the transportation projects in the 2014 

RTP, these projects would be  implemented by Caltrans,  local transit agencies, and  local governments (i.e., 

cities  and Kern County),  and  not Kern COG.   As  such, Kern COG  also  has  no  authority/jurisdiction  to 

require these agencies to implement project‐specific mitigation measures.   

III.   FINDINGS  THAT  SIGNIFICANT  UNAVOIDABLE  IMPACTS  ARE  MITIGATED  TO  THE 

MAXIMUM EXTENT FEASIBLE 

Kern COG’s Board hereby finds that the 2014 RTP PEIR  identifies 52  individual significant environmental 

impacts within twenty issue areas, which cannot be fully mitigated and are therefore considered significant 

and unavoidable impacts. To the extent these impacts remain significant and unavoidable, such impacts are 

acceptable when weighed against the overriding social, economic, legal, technical, and other considerations 

set forth in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. The significant and unavoidable impacts identified 

in the PEIR are discussed below, along with the appropriate findings per CEQA Guidelines Section15091. 
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A. AESTHETICS 

Impact AES‐1:  Impair views of scenic resources (i.e., mountains, ocean, rivers, or significant man‐made 

structures) as  seen  from existing  transportation  facilities and other key public vantage 

points in Kern County and/or alter the appearance of designated scenic resources along 

or near a state‐designated or county‐designated scenic highway or vista point. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measures AES‐1 through AES‐3 impacts would remain significant and 

unavoidable at the regional  level, although within Transit Priority Areas (“TPAs”),  impacts would be  less 

than significant. 

AES‐1:  Impacts  to  aesthetic  resources  should  be  minimized  through  cooperation,  information 

sharing, and Kern COG’s ongoing regional planning efforts.  

AES‐2:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  identify  and  protect 

panoramic views and significant  landscape  features or  landforms and  implement project‐

specific  mitigation  as  applicable.  If  it  is  determined  that  a  project  would  significantly 

obstruct scenic views, implementing and local agencies should consider alternative designs 

that  seek  to  avoid  and/or  minimize  obstruction  of  scenic  views  to  the  extent  feasible. 

Project‐specific design measures may include reduction in height of improvements or width 

of  improvements  to reduce obstruction of views, or relocation of  improvements  to reduce 

obstruction of views.  

AES‐3:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to protect panoramic views 

and  views  of  significant  landscape  features  or  landforms  and  implement  project‐specific 

mitigation as applicable and feasible. Kern COG will encourage and facilitate implementing 

and local agencies to consider taking the following (or equivalent) actions: 

 require that the scale and massing of new development in higher‐density areas provide 

appropriate transitions in building height and bulk that are sensitive to the physical and 

visual  character of  adjoining neighborhoods  that have  lower development  intensities 

and  building heights;  ensure  building heights  stepped  back  from  sensitive  adjoining 

uses to maintain appropriate transitions in scale and to protect scenic views;  

 avoid siting electric towers, solar power facilities, wind power facilities, communication 

transmission facilities and/or above ground lines along scenic roadways and routes, to 

the maximum feasible extent; 

 prohibit projects and activities that would obscure, detract from, or negatively affect the 

quality of views from designated scenic roadways or scenic highways; and comply with 

other local general plan policies and local control related to the protection of panoramic 

or scenic views or views of significant landscape features or landforms.  
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Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures AES‐1  through AES‐3  require  the exercise of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local  lead  agencies.  The  Kern  COG  Board  hereby  incorporates Master  Finding  No.  1  with  respect  to 

mitigating Impact AES‐1.   

The Kern COG Board finds that Impact AES‐1 can only be reduced by project‐level mitigation. 

While  project‐specific mitigation may  provide  a  reduction  in  visual  impacts,  it  is  unknown whether  all 

future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact AES‐2:  Create  significant  contrasts,  with  the  scale,  form,  line,  color,  and/or  overall  visual 

character of the existing landscape setting. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure AES‐4 through AES‐6 impacts would remain significant and 

unavoidable at the regional level, although within TPAs, impacts would be less than significant. 

AES‐4:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  design  projects  to  be 

visually compatible with surrounding areas that possess high aesthetic value. Implementing 

and  local  agencies  should  design  projects  to  minimize  contrasts  in  scale  and  massing 

between  the  project  and  surrounding  natural  forms  and  development.  The  design  of 

projects should minimize  intrusion  into  important viewsheds and use contour grading  to 

better match surrounding terrain. To the extent feasible, landscaping should be designed to 

add significant natural elements and visual interest to soften hard edges. Projects should, to 

the extent feasible, avoid large cuts and fills when the visual environment (natural or urban) 

would be substantially disrupted.  

AES‐5:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  establish  development 

standards  for visually sensitive areas. Prior  to approval of  individual projects, Kern COG 

will encourage and facilitate  implementing and  local agencies  to apply such development 

standards  to  maintain  compatibility  with  surrounding  natural  areas,  including  site 

coverage,  building  height  and  massing,  building materials  and  color,  landscaping,  site 

grading, etc. 

AES‐6:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to ensure that sites should be 

kept in a blight/nuisance‐free condition.  
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Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures AES‐4  through AES‐6  require  the exercise of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

Individual  impacts  of  planning,  development  and  transportation  projects  will  remain  significant  and 

unavoidable because some of the projects and expected development are located in areas where changes to 

the existing visual landscape cannot be avoided. While project‐level mitigation may reduce visual impacts, 

it is unknown whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce this impact to a less than significant level, the impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact AES‐3: Create  a new  source  of  substantial  light or glare, which  could  affect day  or nighttime 

views and/or causes a public hazard. Potential for shadow‐sensitive uses to be shaded by 

project‐related structures for more than  three hours  in  the winter or for more than four 

hours during the summer. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure AES‐7 impacts would remain significant and unavoidable at 

the regional level, although within TPAs, impacts would be less than significant. 

AES‐7:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to design measures to reduce 

glare,  light,  and  shadow.  As  part  of  planning,  design,  and  engineering  for  projects, 

implementing and local agencies should ensure that projects proposed near light‐sensitive 

uses avoid substantial spillover lighting. Design measures could include the following:  

 Luminaries will  be  cutoff‐type  fixtures  that  cast  low‐angle  illumination  to minimize 

incidental  spillover  of  light  onto  adjacent  private  properties  and  undeveloped  open 

space. Fixtures that project light upward or horizontally will not be used. 

 Luminaries will be directed  away  from habitat  and open  space  areas  adjacent  to  the 

project site. 

 Luminaries will provide good color rendering and natural light qualities. Low‐pressure 

sodium and high‐pressure sodium fixtures that are not color corrected will not be used. 

Intensity will be approximately 10 lux for roadway intersections. 

 Luminary mountings will be downcast and the height of the poles minimized to reduce 

potential  for backscatter  into  the nighttime  sky  and  incidental  spillover of  light onto 

adjacent private properties  and undeveloped  open  space. Light poles will  be  20  feet 

high or shorter. Luminary mountings will have non‐glare finishes. 
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 Exterior lighting features shall be directed downward and shielded in order to confine 

light to the boundaries of the subject project. Where more intense lighting is necessary 

for safety purposes,  the design shall  include  landscaping  to block  light  from sensitive 

land uses, such as residences. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure AES‐7  requires  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1 with respect to mitigating Impact 

AES‐3.   

The 2014 RTP anticipates that  implementation of  land use and transportation network  improvements will 

result a more urbanized region that necessarily results in significant changes to the existing visual character 

of some areas. While mitigation may provide a reduction in visual impacts, it is unknown whether all future 

project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce this impact to a less than significant level, the impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

B.  AGRICULTURAL RESOURES 

Impact  AG‐1:  Convert  prime  farmland,  unique  farmland,  or  farmland  of  statewide  importance 

(farmland),  as  shown  on  the maps  prepared  pursuant  to  the  farmland mapping  and 

monitoring program of the California Resources Agency, to non‐agricultural use. 

Impact AG‐2  Conflict  with  existing  zoning  or  land  use  designation  for  agricultural  use,  or  a 

Williamson Act contract.  

Impact AG‐4:  Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, 

could result in conversion of farmland, to non‐agricultural use. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation of Mitigation Measures AG‐1  through AG‐4  impacts would remain significant and 

unavoidable at the regional level, although within TPAs, impacts would be less than significant. 

AG‐1:  Kern COG shall prepare an educational presentation to be delivered to the Kern COG Board 

and other  local  jurisdictions, addressing  the values of  farmland regionally,  the  impacts  to 

farmland from  local  land use decisions, and programs, policies, ordinances to prevent the 

conversion of farmland and mitigate for the loss of farmland that is converted. Kern COG, 

through  its  Environmental  Review  Program/Intergovernmental  Review  process  will 

facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to establish preservation ratios to 

minimize  loss  of  prime,  unique,  and  statewide  importance  farmland,  such  as  the 
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preservation of  1  acre of  agricultural  land being permanently  conserved  for  each  acre of 

agricultural land as consistent with local agencies best practice. 

AG‐2:  Kern COG shall prepare an educational presentation to be delivered to the Kern COG Board 

and  other  local  jurisdictions,  addressing  the  importance  of mixed‐use  development  and 

identifying strategies  to  facilitate mixed‐use development  in each  jurisdiction. Kern COG, 

through  its  Environmental  Review  Program/Intergovernmental  Review  process  will 

facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to encourage urban development. 

The Kern Region has both urban and rural centers that will be the focus for growth while 

also recognizing  the  importance of  farmland conservation. Local  jurisdictions should seek 

funding  to  prepare  specific  plans,  large  scale  conservation  planning  efforts  and  related 

environmental  documents  to  facilitate  mixed‐use  development  to  address  conservation 

planning  opportunities  and  constraints  away  from  environmentally  sensitive  lands  and 

rural areas outside established spheres of influence and urban service district boundaries. 

AG‐3:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  identify  and minimize 

impacts to agricultural resources through project design. 

  Prior  to  the design approval of RTP projects,  the  implementing agency  should assess  the 

project  area  for  agricultural  resources  and  constraints.  For  federally  funded  projects, 

implementing  and  local  agencies  are  required  to  follow  the  rules  and  regulations  of 

Farmland  Protection  Policy  Act  including  determining  the  impact  by  completing  the 

Farmland Conversion  Impact Rating  form  (AD  1006).  For  non‐federally  funded projects, 

implementing  and  local  agencies  should  assess  projects  for  the  presence  of  important 

farmlands  (prime  farmland, unique  farmland,  farmland  of  statewide  importance),  and  if 

present, perform a Land Assessment and Site Evaluation (LESA). 

AG‐4:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  minimize  and  avoid 

agricultural resources located within the limits of a proposed project. 

  If  significant  agricultural  resources  are  identified  within  the  limits  of  a  project, 

implementing  and  local  agencies  should  consider  alternative  designs  that  seek  to  avoid 

and/or minimize impacts to the agricultural resources. Design measures could include, but 

are  not  limited  to,  reducing  the  footprint  of  a  roadway  or  development  or 

relocating/realigning  a  project  to  avoid  important  and  significant  farmlands.  If  a  project 

cannot  be  designed without  complete  avoidance  of  important  or  significant  farmlands, 

implementing and local agencies should compensate for unavoidable conversion impacts in 

accordance with  the  Farmland  Protection  Policy  Act  and  local  and  regional  standards, 

which may  include enrolling off‐site agricultural  lands under a conservation easement, or 

paying mitigation fees. 

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measures AG‐1 and AG‐2 would reduce project impacts to the maximum extent feasible within 

the authority of Kern COG. 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in  Mitigation  Measures  AG‐3  and  AG‐4  requires  the  exercise  of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 
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local  lead  agencies.  The  Kern  COG  Board  hereby  incorporates Master  Finding  No.  1  with  respect  to 

mitigating Impact AG‐1.   

Although mitigation  provided  through measures  AG‐1  and  AG‐2  could  reduce  the  significant  impact 

associated with  Impact AG‐1,  the  impact  could  remain  significant and unavoidable. Some  transportation 

projects  and  expected  development  are  located  in  areas  where  the  loss  of  important  and  significant 

farmlands cannot be avoided. The 2014 RTP anticipates that implementation of land use and transportation 

network improvements will result in a more urbanized region that necessarily results in significant changes 

to the important and significant farmlands of some areas. While mitigation may provide a reduction in the 

loss of important and significant farmlands, it is not known whether all future project‐level impacts can be 

mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce this impact to a less than significant level, the impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact AG‐3  Conflict with  existing  zoning or  land use designation  for, or  cause  rezoning of,  forest 

land  (as defined  in Pub. Resources Code,  §  12220(G)),  timberland  (as defined by Pub. 

Resources Code,  §  4526),  or  timberland  zoned  Timberland  Production  (as  defined  by 

Gov.  Code,  §  51104(G));  and/or  result  in  the  loss  of  “Forest  Land”  as  defined  in  the 

California Forest Legacy Act of 2007 (Pub. Resources Code, § 12220(G)) or conversion of 

Forest Land into non‐forest use. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation  of Mitigation Measures  AG‐2,  and  AG‐5  through  AG‐7  impacts  would  remain 

significant  and  unavoidable  at  the  regional  level,  although  within  TPAs,  impacts  would  be  less  than 

significant. 

Implement Mitigation Measure AG‐2. 

AG‐5:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  establish  preservation 

ratios to minimize loss of forest land, and timberland, such as 1 acre of unprotected forest 

land and timber land to be permanently conserved for each acre of open space developed as 

a result of individual projects affecting more than 100 acres of forest land and timberland. 

AG‐6:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to implement design features 

in  RTP  projects  to  minimize  impacts.  Implementing  agencies  should  consider  corridor 

realignment,  buffer  zones  and  setbacks,  and  berms  and  fencing where  feasible,  to  avoid 

forest lands and timberlands and to reduce conflicts between transportation uses and forest 

and timberlands. 
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AG‐7:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to mitigate  loss of  trees by 

planting new trees at a ratio of at least 1:1.  

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measure  AG‐2  would  reduce  project  impacts  to  the  maximum  extent  feasible  within  the 

authority of Kern COG. 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures AG‐5  through AG‐7  requires  the  exercise  of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local  lead  agencies.  The  Kern  COG  Board  hereby  incorporates Master  Finding  No.  1  with  respect  to 

mitigating Impact AG‐2.   

The 2014 RTP anticipates that  implementation of  land use and transportation network  improvements will 

result  in  increased  urban  development  that  necessarily  results  in  significant  changes  to  timberland  and 

forest land resources of some areas. While mitigation may provide a reduction in the loss of timberland and 

forest land resources, it is unknown whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than 

significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce this impact to a less than significant level, the impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

C. AIR QUALITY 

Impact  AIR‐2:  Projected  short‐term  emissions  of  criteria  pollutants  (construction  of  transportation 

projects  and  anticipated  development)  are  considered  to  be  significant  if  they would 

result in substantial criteria pollutant emissions. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure AIR‐1, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable at 

the regional and TPA level. 

AIR‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  require  contractors  to 

assemble  a  comprehensive  inventory  list  (i.e.,  make,  model,  engine  year,  horsepower, 

emission rates) of all heavy‐duty off‐road (portable and mobile) equipment (50 horsepower 

and  greater)  that  could  be  used  an  aggregate  of  40  or more  hours  for  the  construction 

project and apply the following: 

 Prepare a plan for approval by the applicable air district demonstrating that the heavy‐

duty  (equal  to or greater  than 50 horsepower) off‐road equipment  to be used  in  the 

construction project, including owned, leased and subcontractor vehicles, will achieve 

a  project  wide  fleet‐average  20  percent  NOx  reduction  and  45  percent  particulate 
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reduction compared to the most recent California Air Resources Board (“CARB”) fleet 

average at time of construction.1  

 Ensure that all construction equipment is properly tuned and maintained.  

 Minimize idling time to 5 minutes – saves fuel and reduces emissions. 

 Provide an operational water truck on‐site at all times. Apply water to control dust as 

needed to prevent dust impacts off‐site. 

 Utilize existing power sources (e.g., power poles) or clean fuel generators rather than 

temporary power generators. 

 Develop a traffic plan to minimize traffic flow interference from construction activities. 

The plan may  include advance public notice of routing, use of public  transportation, 

and satellite parking areas with a shuttle service. Schedule operations affecting traffic 

for off‐peak hours. Minimize obstruction of through‐traffic lanes. Provide a flag person 

to guide traffic properly and ensure safety at construction sites. 

 As  appropriate  require  that portable  engines and portable  engine‐driven  equipment 

units used at the project work site, with the exception of on‐road and off‐road motor 

vehicles,  obtain  California  Air  Resources  Board  (ARB)  Portable  Equipment 

Registration with the state or a local district permit. Arrange appropriate consultations 

with  the ARB  or  the District  to determine  registration  and permitting  requirements 

prior to equipment operation at the site. 

Findings and Rationale 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure  AIR‐1  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

It is conservatively assumed that short‐term emissions resulting from construction would have a significant 

impact  on  air  quality.  Increased dust  from  construction  activities  could  increase  the  number  of  cases  of 

Valley  Fever,  an  infectious  disease  caused  by  the  fungus  Coccidioides  immitis. While mitigation may 

provide a  reduction  in air quality  impacts,  it  is unknown whether all  future project‐level  impacts  can be 

mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

                                                           
1  A Construction Mitigation Calculator (MS Excel) may be downloaded from the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 

Management District (SMAQMD) web site to perform the fleet average evaluation http://www.airquality.org/ceqa/index.shtml. 
Acceptable options for reducing emissions may include use of late model engines, low-emission diesel products, alternative 
fuels, engine retrofit technology (Carl Moyer Guidelines), after-treatment products, voluntary off-site mitigation projects, 
provide funds for air district off-site mitigation projects, and/or other options as they become available. The air district should 
be contacted to discuss alternative measures. 
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Impact AIR‐3: Projected  long‐term  emissions of  toxic  air  contaminants  (diesel particulate matter  from 

heavy‐duty diesel  trucks and other emissions  from  industrial activities) are considered 

significant if they would be greater than current emission levels. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation  of Mitigation Measures AIR‐2  and AIR‐3  impacts would  remain  significant  and 

unavoidable at the regional and TPA level. 

AIR‐2:  Kern COG  shall  continue  to  encourage  and  facilitate  transportation projects  that  include 

Vehicle Miles Traveled (“VMT”) reduction, emissions reduction, and promote livability. 

AIR‐3:  Kern COG,  through  its Environmental Review  Program/Intergovernmental Review  process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to implement measures adopted 

by the Air Resources Board (“ARB”) designed to attain federal air quality standards for PM2.5. 

ARB’s strategy includes the following elements: 

 Set technology forcing new engine standards; 

 Reduce emissions from the in‐use fleet; 

 Require clean fuels, and reduce petroleum dependency; 

 Work with US Environmental Protection Agency  (“USEPA”)  to  reduce  emissions  from 

federal and state sources; and 

 Pursue long‐term advanced technology measures. 

 Proposed  new  transportation–related  State  Implementation  Plan  (“SIP”)  measures 

include:2 

On‐road Sources 

o Improvements and Enhancements to California’s Smog Check Program 

o Expanded Passenger Vehicle Retirement 

o Modifications to Reformulated Gasoline Program 

o Cleaner In‐Use Heavy‐Duty Trucks 

o Ship Auxiliary Engine Cold Ironing and Other Clean Technology  

o Cleaner Ship Main Engines and Fuel 

o Port Truck Modernization 

o Accelerated Introduction of Cleaner Line‐Haul Locomotives 

o Clean Up Existing Commercial Harbor Craft 

Off‐road Sources 

o Cleaner Construction and Other Equipment 

o Cleaner In‐Use Off‐Road Equipment 

o Agricultural Equipment Fleet Modernization 

                                                           
2  ARB. April 26, 2007. Proposed New SIP Measures – Descriptions. http://www.arb.ca.gov/planning/sip/2007sip/ 

apr07draft/sipmeas.pdf. 
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o New Emission Standards for Recreational Boats 

o Off‐Road Recreational Vehicle Expanded Emission Standards 

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measure  AIR‐2  would  reduce  project  impacts  to  the  maximum  extent  feasible  within  the 

authority of Kern COG. 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures AIR‐3  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The  individual  impacts of  transportation projects and anticipated development  in  the  region will  remain 

significant and unavoidable because construction projects would create substantial emissions. Each project 

would result  in  long‐term emissions,  including an  increase  in diesel particulate matter  (“DPM”), which  is 

often  found  in higher  concentrations  in  areas with  significant  truck  traffic; however, other  areas  such as 

industrial  sites  can  also  result  in  high  local  concentrations  of  DPM. While  mitigation  may  provide  a 

reduction in air quality impacts, it cannot be known at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can 

be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact AIR‐4: Localized concentrations of toxic air contaminants at sensitive receptors (short‐term and/or 

long‐term) are considered significant if they would exceed existing conditions. 

Impact  AIR‐5:  Projected  long‐term  emissions  from  all  sources  (stationary  and  mobile)  would  be 

considered  to  be  significant  if  they  are  not  consistent with  the  applicable  air  quality 

management plans and state implementation plans. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure AIR‐4 through AIR‐8, impacts would remain significant and 

unavoidable at the regional and TPA level due to the lack of a timeframe or plan to meet State standards. 

AIR‐4:   Kern  COG  shall  pursue  the  following  activities  in  reducing  the  impact  associated with 

health risk within 500 feet of freeways and high‐traffic volume roadways:  

 Participate in on‐going statewide deliberations on health risks near freeways and high‐

traffic volume roadways. This involvement includes inputting to the statewide process 

by providing available data and information such as the current and projected locations 

of sensitive receptors relative to transportation infrastructure;  

 Work with air agencies including CARB and the air districts in the Kern COG region to 

support  their work  in monitoring  the progress on  reducing  exposure  to  emissions of 
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PM10 and PM2.5 for sensitive receptors, including schools and residents within 500 feet 

of high‐traffic volume roadways; 

 Work  with  stakeholders  to  identify  planning  and  development  practices  that  are 

effective in reducing health impacts to sensitive receptors; and 

 Share information on all of the above efforts with stakeholders, member cities, counties 

and the public. 

AIR‐5:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  comply with  the CARB 

recommendations to achieve an acceptable interior air quality level for sensitive receptors, 

project  sponsors  can  and  should  identify  appropriate measures,  to  be  incorporated  into 

project building design  for  residential, school and other sensitive uses  located within 500 

feet  (or  other  appropriate  distance  as may  be  identified  by CARB)  of  freeways,  heavily 

travelled arterials, railways and other sources of DPM and other known carcinogens. The 

measures should include one or more of the following methods as appropriate:  

a.   The project sponsor should retain a qualified air quality consultant to prepare a health 

risk assessment (“HRA”) in accordance with the California Air Resources Board and the 

Office of Environmental Health and Hazard Assessment requirements to determine the 

exposure of project residents/occupants/users to stationary air quality polluters prior to 

issuance of a demolition, grading, or building permit. The HRA should be submitted to 

the  Lead  Agency  for  review  and  approval.  The  sponsor  should  implement  the 

approved HRA recommendations, if any. If the HRA concludes that the air quality risks 

from nearby sources are at or below acceptable levels, then additional measures are not 

required.  

b.   The project sponsor should  implement the following features that have been found to 

reduce the air quality risk to sensitive receptors and should be included  in the project 

construction plans. These should be submitted to the appropriate agency for review and 

approval  prior  to  the  issuance  of  a  demolition,  grading,  or  building  permit  and 

ongoing.  

i.  Do not locate sensitive receptors near distribution center’s entry and exit points.  

ii.  Do not locate sensitive receptors in the same building as a perchloroleythene dry 

cleaning facility.  

iii.  Maintain a 50‐foot buffer from a typical gas dispensing facility (under 3.6 million 

gallons of gas per year).  

iv.  Install,  operate,  and  maintain  in  good  working  order  a  central  heating  and 

ventilation  (“HV”)  system  or  other  air  take  system  in  the  building,  or  in  each 

individual  residential unit,  that meets  the  efficiency  standard of  the MERV  13. 

The  HV  system  should  include  the  following  features:  Installation  of  a  high 

efficiency  filter  and/or  carbon  filter‐to‐filter  particulates  and  other  chemical 

matter  from  entering  the building. Either HEPA  filters  or ASHRAE  85 percent 

supply filters should be used.  

v.  Retain a qualified HV consultant or HERS  rater during  the design phase of  the 

project  to  locate  the HV  system  based  on  exposure modeling  from  the mobile 

and/or stationary pollutant sources.  

vi.  Maintain positive pressure within the building. 
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vii.  Achieve a performance  standard of at  least one air  exchange per hour of  fresh 

outside filtered air.  

viii.  Achieve  a  performance  standard  of  at  least  four  air  exchanges  per  hour  of 

recirculation  

ix.  Achieve a performance standard of 0.25 air exchanges per hour of  in unfiltered 

infiltration if the building is not positively pressurized.  

c.  Project  sponsor  should  maintain,  repair  and/or  replace  HV  system  or  prepare  an 

Operation  and Maintenance Manual  for  the HV  system  and  the  filter.  The manual 

should include the operating instructions and maintenance and replacement schedule. 

This manual should be included in the CC&R’s for residential projects and distributed 

to  the building maintenance staff.  In addition,  the sponsor  should prepare a separate 

Homeowners  Manual.  The  manual  should  contain  the  operating  instructions  and 

maintenance and replacement schedule for the HV system and the filters. It should also 

include a disclosure to the buyers of the air quality analysis findings.  

d.  To  the  maximum  extent  practicable  the  Lead  Agency  can  and  should  ensure  that 

private  (individual and common) exterior open  space,  including playgrounds, patios, 

and  decks,  should  either  be  shielded  from  stationary  sources  of  air  pollution  by 

buildings  or  otherwise  buffered  to  further  reduce  air  pollution  exposure  for  project 

occupants. 

AIR‐6:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies, as applicable and feasible, to 

address  as  appropriate  (using  for  example  procedures  and  guidelines  for  PM  hotspot 

analysis consistent with USEPA [2010] PM guidance) potential adverse  impacts associated 

with (1) any increases in PM10 and PM2.5 within 500 feet of freeways in their  jurisdiction, 

and  (2) existing sensitive  receptors  in  that area  that do not have adequate air  filtration  to 

reduce  such  impacts  to  a  less  than  significant  level.  To  the  extent  that existing sensitive 

receptors  are  identified  that do  not  have  adequate  air  filtration,  local  jurisdictions  could 

establish a program by which project sponsors could mitigate significant increases in PM10 

and PM2.5  (e.g., by providing a  retrofit program  for older higher emitting vehicles, anti‐

idling  requirements  or  policies,  controlling  fugitive  dust,  routing  traffic  away  from 

populated  zones,  replacing  older  buses  with  cleaner  buses,  and  paying  in  to  a  fund 

established  to  retrofit  sensitive  receptors with HEPA  filters when  sensitive  receptors  are 

located  within  500  feet  of  freeways  and  high‐traffic  volume  roadways  that  generate 

substantial diesel particulate emissions).  

AIR‐7:   Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies, as applicable and feasible, to 

plant appropriate vegetation  to  reduce PM10/PM2.5  impacts on  sensitive  receptors when 

constructing sensitive uses (residential, schools, hospitals, etc.) within 500 feet of freeways 

and high‐traffic volume roadways generating substantial diesel particulate emissions. 

AIR‐8:   Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  for major  transportation 

projects  (especially  those  that  generate  substantial  diesel  particulate  emissions)  in  the 

region,  if health risks are shown  to  increase significantly at sensitive receptors within 500 

feet of a transportation facility, to consider applicable mitigation. Examples include planting 
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appropriate vegetation and  retrofitting existing sensitive uses with air  filtration  to  reduce 

potential health risk impacts to a less than significant level. 

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measure  AIR‐4  would  reduce  project  impacts  to  the  maximum  extent  feasible  within  the 

authority of Kern COG. 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures AIR‐5  through AIR‐8  require  the  exercise of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The  individual  impacts of  transportation projects and anticipated development  in  the  region will  remain 

significant and unavoidable because construction of transportation‐related projects would create substantial 

emissions.  Each  project would  result  in  long‐term  emissions,  including  an  increase  in  diesel  particulate 

matter  (“DPM”),  which  is  often  found  in  higher  concentrations  in  areas  with  significant  truck  traffic; 

however, other  areas  such  as  industrial  sites  can  also  result  in high  local  concentrations of DPM. While 

mitigation may provide a  reduction  in air quality  impacts,  it  is unknown whether all  future project‐level 

impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

D. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES AND OPEN SPACE 

Impact BIO‐1:  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modification, on any 

species  identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special‐status species  in  local or regional 

plans,  policies,  or  regulations  or  by  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife 

(“CDFW”) or US Fish and Wildlife Service (“USFWS”). 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO‐1 through BIO‐4 impacts would remain significant and 

unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level. 

BIO‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to document Special‐Status 

Plant Populations as follows: 

  Retain  a  qualified  botanist  to  document  the  presence  or  absence  of  special‐status  plants 

before project  implementation.  Implement  the  following steps  to document special‐ status 

plants: 

 Review  Existing  Information.  The  botanist  should  review  the most  current  existing 

information to develop a list of special‐status plants that have a potential to occur in the 

specific  project  area.  Sources  of  information  consulted  should  include  CDFW’s 

California Natural Diversity Database (“CNDDB”), previously prepared environmental 
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documents,  city and  county general plans, Habitat Conservation Plans  (“HCPs”) and 

Natural Community Conservation Planning (“NCCP”), and the California Native Plant 

Society (“CNPS”) electronic inventory. 

 Coordinate  with  Agencies.  The  botanist  should  coordinate  with  the  appropriate 

agencies (CDFW, USFWS, Caltrans) to discuss botanical resource issues and determine 

the appropriate level of surveys necessary to document special‐status plants. 

 Conduct Field Studies. The botanist should evaluate existing habitat conditions for each 

project  and determine what  level  of botanical  surveys may  be  required. The  type  of 

botanical survey should depend on species richness, habitat type and quality, and the 

probability of  special‐status  species occurring  in a particular habitat  type. Depending 

on  these  factors  and  the proposed  construction  activity, one or  a  combination of  the 

following levels of survey may be required: 

 Habitat  Assessment.  A  habitat  assessment will  be  conducted  to  determine whether 

suitable habitat is present. This type of assessment can be conducted at any time of year 

and is used to assess and characterize habitat conditions and determine whether return 

surveys are necessary. If no suitable habitat is present, no additional surveys should be 

required. 

 Species‐Focused Surveys. Species‐focused surveys (or target species surveys) should be 

conducted  if  suitable  habitat  is  present  for  special‐status  plants. The  surveys  should 

focus on special‐status plants  that could grow  in  the region, and would be conducted 

during a period when the target species are evident and identifiable. 

 Floristic  Protocol‐Level  Surveys.  Floristic  surveys  that  follow  the  CNPS  Botanical 

Survey Guidelines should be conducted in areas that are relatively undisturbed and/or 

have a moderate to high potential to support special‐status plants. The CNPS Botanical 

Survey  Guidelines  require  that  all  species  be  identified  to  the  level  necessary  to 

determine  whether  they  qualify  as  special‐status  plants,  or  are  plant  species  with 

unusual or significant range extensions. The guidelines also require  that  field surveys 

be conducted when special‐status plants  that could occur  in  the area are evident and 

identifiable. To account  for different special‐status plant  identification periods, one or 

more series of field surveys may be required in spring and summer months. 

  Special‐status plant populations identified during the field surveys should be mapped and 

documented as part of CEQA and NEPA process, as applicable. 

BIO‐2:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to avoid or Minimize Impacts 

on  Special‐Status Plant Populations  by Redesigning  the Project, Protecting  Special‐Status 

Plant Populations, and Developing a Transplantation Plan  (If necessary and approved by 

resource agencies) 

  If special‐status plants are identified in their project area, the proponents of specific projects 

included in the proposed RTP should implement the following measures, as appropriate, to 

avoid and minimize impacts on special‐status plants: 

 Redesign or modify their project to avoid direct and indirect impacts on special status 

plants, if feasible. 

 Protect  special‐status  plants  near  their  project  site  by  installing  environmentally 

sensitive area fencing (orange construction barrier fencing) around special‐status plant 
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populations. The environmentally sensitive area fencing should be installed at least 20 

feet from the edge of the population. The  location of the fencing should be marked  in 

the  field  with  stakes  and  flagging  and  shown  on  the  construction  drawings.  The 

construction  specifications  should  contain  clear  language  that prohibits  construction‐

related activities, vehicle operation, material and equipment storage, and other surface‐

disturbing activities within the fenced environmentally sensitive area. 

  Coordinate with the appropriate resource agencies and local experts to determine whether 

transplantation is feasible. If the agencies concur that transplantation is a feasible mitigation 

measure,  the  botanist  should  develop  and  implement  a  transplantation  plan  through 

coordination with  the  appropriate  agencies. The  special‐status plant  transplantation plan 

should  involve  identifying a  suitable  transplant  site; moving  the plant material and  seed 

bank  to  the  transplant  site;  collecting  seed material and propagating  it  in a nursery; and 

monitoring the transplant sites to document recruitment and survival rates. 

BIO‐3:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to document  special‐status 

wildlife species and their habitats as follows: 

  Retain a qualified wildlife biologist to document the presence or absence of suitable habitat 

for special‐status wildlife in the highway project study area. The following steps should be 

implemented  to  document  special‐status  wildlife  and  their  habitats  for  each  highway 

project: 

 Review Existing Information. The wildlife biologist should review existing information 

to develop a  list of special‐status wildlife species  that could occur  in  the project area. 

The  following  information  should  be  reviewed  as  part  of  this  process:  the  USFWS 

special‐status species list for the project region, CDFW’s CNDDB, previously prepared 

environmental  documents,  city  and  county  general  plans,  HCPs  and  NCCPs  (if 

applicable), and USFWS issued biological opinions for previous projects. 

 Coordinate with State and Federal Agencies. The wildlife biologist should coordinate 

with  the  appropriate  agencies  (CDFW,  USFWS,  and  Caltrans)  to  discuss  wildlife 

resource  issues  in  the project  region  and determine  the  appropriate  level  of  surveys 

necessary to document special‐status wildlife and their habitats. 

 Conduct  Field  Studies.  The  wildlife  biologist  should  evaluate  existing  habitat 

conditions and determine what level of biological surveys may be required. The type of 

survey required should depend on species richness, habitat  type and quality, and  the 

probability of  special‐status  species occurring  in a particular habitat  type. Depending 

on  the  existing  conditions  in  the project  area and  the proposed  construction  activity, 

one or a combination of the following levels of survey may be required: 

 Habitat  Assessment.  A  habitat  assessment  determines  whether  suitable  habitat  is 

present. This  type of assessment can be conducted at any  time of year and  is used  to 

assess and characterize habitat conditions and to determine whether return surveys are 

necessary. If no suitable habitat is present, no additional surveys should be required. 

 Species‐Focused Surveys. Species‐focused surveys (or target species surveys) should be 

conducted if suitable habitat is present for special‐status wildlife and if it is necessary to 

determine the presence or absence of the species in the project area. The surveys should 

focus on  special‐status wildlife  species  that have  the potential  to occur  in  the  region. 
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The surveys should be conducted during a period when the target species are present 

and/or active. 

 Protocol‐Level Wildlife Surveys. The project proponent should comply with protocols 

and guidelines issued by responsible agencies for certain special‐status species. USFWS 

and  CDFW  have  issued  survey  protocols  and  guidelines  for  several  special‐status 

wildlife species that could occur in the project region, including (but not limited to) the 

California red‐legged frog, blunt‐nosed leopard lizard, desert tortoise and San Joaquin 

kit fox. The protocols and guidelines may require that surveys be conducted during a 

particular time of year and/or time of day when the species is present and active. Many 

survey protocols  require  that  only  a USFWS permitted  or CDFW‐approved biologist 

perform  the  surveys.  The  project  proponent  should  coordinate with  the  appropriate 

state or federal agency biologist before the initiation of protocol‐level surveys to ensure 

that the survey results would be valid. Because some species can be difficult to detect or 

observe, multiple field techniques may be used during a survey period and additional 

surveys may be required in subsequent seasons or years as outlined in the protocol or 

guidelines for each species. 

  Special‐status  wildlife  or  suitable  habitat  identified  during  the  field  surveys  should  be 

mapped and documented as part of the CEQA and NEPA documentation, as applicable. 

BIO‐4:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  avoid  and Minimize 

Impacts on Special‐Status Wildlife Species by Redesigning  the Project, Protecting Special‐

Status Wildlife Habitat, and Developing a Mitigation Monitoring Plan (If Necessary) 

 This mitigation measure  focuses  on  avoiding  and minimizing  all direct  and  indirect 

effects  on  special‐status  wildlife.  Implement  the  following  measures  to  avoid  and 

minimize impacts on special‐status wildlife and their habitats: 

 Redesign or modify  the project  to avoid direct and  indirect  impacts on  special‐status 

wildlife or their habitats, if feasible. 

 Protect  special‐status  wildlife  and  their  habitat  near  the  project  site  by  installing 

environmentally  sensitive  area  fencing  around  habitat  features,  such  as  seasonal 

wetlands,  burrows,  and  nest  trees.  The  environmentally  sensitive  area  fencing  or 

staking  should  be  installed  at  a  distance  from  the  edge  of  the  resource  determined 

through coordination with state and federal agency biologists (USFWS and CDFW). The 

location  of  the  fencing  should  be marked  in  the  field with  stakes  and  flagging  and 

shown  on  the  construction  drawings.  The  construction  specifications  should  contain 

clear language that prohibits construction‐related activities, vehicle operation, material 

and  equipment  storage,  and  other  surface‐disturbing  activities  within  the  fenced 

environmentally sensitive area. 

 Restrict  construction‐related  activities  to  the  non‐breeding  season  for  special‐status 

wildlife  species  that  could  occur  in  the  project  area.  Timing  restrictions  may  vary 

depending on the species and could occur during any time of the year. Coordinate with 

the appropriate resource agencies to determine whether a monitoring plan for special‐

status wildlife  is  necessary  as  part  of  all  highway  projects.  If  a monitoring  plan  is 

required,  it  should be developed  and  implemented  in  coordination with  appropriate 

agencies and should include 
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o a description of each of  the protected wildlife species and any suitable habitat  for 

special‐status species that could occur at the project site; 

o the locations of known occurrences of special‐status wildlife species within 1.0 mile 

of the project site; 

o the  location and  size of no‐disturbance zones  in and adjacent  to environmentally 

sensitive areas for wildlife; 

o directions on the handling and relocating of special‐status wildlife species found on 

the project site that are in immediate danger of being destroyed; and 

o notification and reporting requirements for special‐status species that are identified 

on the project site. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures BIO‐1  through BIO‐4  require  the  exercise of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The  individual  impacts of  local planning, development and transportation projects will remain significant 

and unavoidable due to the regional scale of the Plan and projects and development anticipated in the Plan.  

It is possible that impacts to sensitive species would not be limited to the locations of reported sightings, as 

mapped  by  California Natural Diversity Database  (“CNDDB”).  The  CNDDB  system  relies  on  reported 

sightings of sensitive species, and it is not a complete inventory of sensitive species habitat.  Proponents of 

specific projects  in  the RTP  cannot guarantee  that  special‐status  species  can be avoided as part of  future 

projects. While mitigation may provide a reduction  in  impacts  to sensitive species,  it cannot be known at 

this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable.  The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact BIO‐2  Have  a  substantial  adverse  effect  on  any  riparian  habitat  or  other  sensitive  natural 

community  identified  in  local or  regional plans, policies,  regulations,  or by CDFW  or 

USFWS. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO‐5 through BIO‐7 impacts would remain significant and 

unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level. 

BIO‐5:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  identify  and document 

Riparian Habitat as follows: 

  Retain a qualified biologist to document the location, type, extent, and habitat functions and 

values  for  riparian  communities  that  occur  in  the  site‐specific  project  area  and  could  be 
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affected by  their project. This  information  should be mapped and documented as part of 

CEQA and NEPA documentation, as applicable. 

BIO‐6:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  avoid  and Minimize 

Disturbance of Riparian Communities as follows: 

  If  riparian  communities  are  present  in  the  project  area,  avoid  or minimize  impacts  on 

riparian communities by implementing the following measures: 

 Redesign  or  modify  the  project  to  avoid  direct  and  indirect  impacts  on  riparian 

communities, if feasible. 

 Protect  riparian  communities  near  the  project  site  by  installing  environmentally 

sensitive  area  fencing  at  least  20  feet  from  the  edge  of  the  riparian  vegetation. 

Depending on  site‐specific  conditions,  this buffer may be narrower or wider  than  20 

feet. The location of the fencing should be marked in the field with stakes and flagging 

and  shown  on  the  construction  drawings.  The  construction  specifications  should 

contain clear  language  that prohibits construction‐related activities, vehicle operation, 

material  and  equipment  storage,  and  other  surface‐disturbing  activities  within  the 

fenced environmentally sensitive area. 

 Minimize the potential for long‐term loss of riparian vegetation by trimming vegetation 

rather  than  removing  the entire  shrub. Shrub vegetation  should be cut at  least 1  foot 

above  ground  level  to  leave  the  root  systems  intact  and  allow  for  more  rapid 

regeneration  of  the  species. Cutting  should  be  limited  to  a minimum  area  necessary 

within  the construction zone. This  type of  removal should be allowed only  for shrub 

species  (all  trees should be avoided)  in areas  that do not provide habitat  for sensitive 

species (e.g., willow flycatcher). To protect migratory birds, woody riparian vegetation 

should  not  be  removed  March  15  through  September  15,  as  required  under  the 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act. 

BIO‐7:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to compensate for the Loss of 

Riparian Community as follows: 

  If riparian vegetation is removed as part of their project, compensate for the loss of riparian 

vegetation  to  ensure  no  net  loss  of  habitat  functions  and  values.  Compensation  ratios 

should  be  based  on  site‐specific  information  and  determined  through  coordination with 

state  and  federal  agencies  (including  CDFW,  USFWS,  United  States  Army  Corps  of 

Engineers  [“USACE”],  and National Marine  Fisheries  Service  [“NMFS”]). Compensation 

should  be  provided  at  a minimum  1:1  ratio  (1 acre  restored  or  created  for  every  1  acre 

removed) and may be a combination of on‐site restoration/creation, off‐site restoration, or 

mitigation credits. Develop a restoration and monitoring plan  that describes how riparian 

habitat should be enhanced or recreated and monitored over a minimum period of time, as 

determined by  the appropriate  state and  federal agencies.  Implement  the  restoration and 

monitoring plan. 
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Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures BIO‐5  through BIO‐7  require  the  exercise of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

Although  project‐specific mitigation would  reduce  the  significant  impact  on  riparian  habitat  and  other 

sensitive natural community, the impact could remain significant and unavoidable due to the regional scale 

of  the Plan.   While mitigation may provide  a  reduction  in  impacts  to  riparian habitat or other  sensitive 

natural communities, it is unknown whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than 

significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact BIO‐3: Have  a  substantial  adverse  effect on  federally protected wetlands,  as defined by CWA 

Section  404  (including,  but  not  limited  to, marsh,  vernal  pool,  and  coastal wetlands) 

through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO‐8 through BIO‐10 impacts would remain significant and 

unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level. 

BIO‐8:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  identify  and Delineate 

Waters of the United States (Including Jurisdictional and Isolated Wetlands). 

  Wetlands  should  be  identified  using  both  the USACE  and USFWS/CDFW definitions  of 

wetlands. USACE jurisdictional wetlands should be delineated using the methods outlined 

in  the  USACE  1987  Wetlands  Delineation  Manual  and  the  Arid  West  Manual.  The 

jurisdictional boundary for other waters of the United States should be identified based on: 

 The  shore  established  by  the  fluctuations  of  water  and  indicated  by  physical 

characteristics such as clear, natural  line  impressed on  the bank, shelving, changes  in 

the  character  of  soil,  destruction  of  terrestrial  vegetation,  the  presence  of  litter  and 

debris, or other appropriate means that consider the characteristics of the surrounding 

area (33 CFR 328.3[e]). 

  This  information  should  be mapped  and  documented  as  part  of  the  CEQA  and NEPA 

documentation, as applicable, and in wetland delineation reports.  

BIO‐9:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  avoid  and Minimize 

Disturbance of Waters of the United States, Including Wetland Communities. 

  Avoid and minimize  impacts on wetlands and other waters of  the United States  (creeks, 

steams, and rivers) by implementing the following measures: 
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 Redesign or modify the project to avoid direct and indirect impacts on wetland habitats. 

 Protect wetland habitats  that occur near  the project site by  installing environmentally 

sensitive area fencing at least 20 feet from the edge of the wetland. Depending on site‐

specific conditions and permit requirements, this buffer may be wider than 20 feet (e.g., 

250  feet  for  seasonal wetlands  that are  considered  special‐status  shrimp habitat). The 

location  of  the  fencing  should  be marked  in  the  field with  stakes  and  flagging  and 

shown  on  the  construction  drawings.  The  construction  specifications  should  contain 

clear language that prohibits construction‐related activities, vehicle operation, material 

and  equipment  storage,  and  other  surface‐disturbing  activities  within  the  fenced 

environmentally sensitive area. 

 Avoid  installation  activities  in  saturated  or  ponded wetlands during  the wet  season 

(spring  and  winter)  to  the  maximum  extent  possible.  Where  such  activities  are 

unavoidable, protective practices, such as use of padding or vehicles with balloon tires, 

should be used. 

 Where determined necessary by resource specialists, use geotextile cushions and other 

materials  (e.g.,  timber  pads,  prefabricated  equipment  pads,  or  geotextile  fabric)  in 

saturated conditions to minimize damage to the substrate and vegetation. 

 Stabilize exposed  slopes and  stream banks  immediately on  completion of  installation 

activities.  Other  waters  of  the  United  States  should  be  restored  in  a  manner  that 

encourages vegetation to reestablish to its pre‐project condition and reduces the effects 

of erosion on the drainage system. 

 In highly erodible stream systems, stabilize banks using a non‐vegetative material that 

will bind the soil initially and break down within a few years. If the project engineers 

determine  that more aggressive  erosion  control  treatments are needed, use geotextile 

mats, excelsior blankets, or other soil stabilization products. 

 During  construction,  remove  trees,  shrubs,  debris,  or  soils  that  are  inadvertently 

deposited below the ordinary high‐water mark of drainages in a manner that minimizes 

disturbance of the drainage bed and bank. 

  These measures should be incorporated into contract specifications and implemented by the 

construction contractor. In addition, the project proponent should ensure that the contractor 

incorporates all state and federal permit conditions into construction specifications. 

BIO‐10:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to compensate for the Loss of 

Wetland Habitat as follows: 

  If wetlands are filled or disturbed as part of the highway project, compensate for the loss of 

wetland habitat to ensure no net loss of habitat functions and values. Compensation ratios 

should  be  based  on  site‐specific  information  and  determined  through  coordination with 

state  and  federal  agencies  (including  CDFW,  USFWS,  and  USACE).  The  compensation 

should be at a minimum 1:1 ratio (1 acre restored or created for every 1 acre filled) and may 

be a combination of on‐site restoration/creation, off‐site restoration, or mitigation credits. A 

restoration and monitoring plan should be developed and implemented if on‐site or off‐site 

restoration or creation is chosen. The plan should describe how wetlands should be created 

and monitored over a minimum of five years (or as required by the regulatory agencies). 
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Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures BIO‐8  through BIO‐10 require  the exercise of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The  degree  of  site‐specific  impacts  will  depend  on  several  factors,  including  the  amount  and  kind  of 

riparian  and  aquatic  habitat  removed  and  the  ability  of  individual  projects  to  mitigate  their  impacts. 

Although  the  substantial development  under  the  Plan would  be  in  urbanized  areas without  substantial 

amounts of valuable habitat, the large number of projects that would be implemented under the Plan and 

anticipated land consumption could substantially affect riparian and wetland habitat. While mitigation may 

provide a reduction  in  impacts to marshes, vernal pools, and/or seasonal wetlands,  it cannot be known at 

this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level. 

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact BIO‐4:  Interfere  substantially with  the movement  of  any  native  resident  or migratory  fish  or 

wildlife  species or with  established native  resident or migratory wildlife  corridors, or 

impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO‐11, impacts would remain significant and unavoidable at 

the regional level and TPA level. 

BIO‐11:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  incorporate  Design 

Measures to Allow Animal Movement as follows: 

  Prior to design approval of RTP projects that contain movement habitat, the implementing 

agency  should  incorporate  economically  viable  design  measures,  as  applicable  and 

necessary, to allow wildlife or fish to move through the transportation corridor, both during 

construction  activities  and  post  construction.  Such measures may  include  appropriately 

spaced breaks  in a center barrier, or other measures that are designed to allow wildlife to 

move  through  the  transportation  corridor.  If  the  project  cannot  be  designed with  these 

design measures due to traffic safety, etc., the implementing agency should coordinate with 

the  appropriate  regulatory  agency  (i.e., USFWS,  NMFS,  CDFW)  to  obtain  regulatory 

permits  and  implement  alternative  project‐specific mitigation  prior  to  any  construction 

activities. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure BIO‐11  requires  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 
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The degree of site‐specific  impacts will depend on several  factors,  including  the duration and size of  the 

area of construction activities,  the presence of habitat of special status species,  the  timing of construction 

activity,  and  the  final project design. While mitigation may provide  a  reduction  in  impacts  to biological 

resources, it cannot be known at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less 

than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

E. CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Impact CR‐1:   Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical structure as defined 

in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation  of Mitigation Measures  CR‐1  and  CR‐2,  impacts  would  remain  significant  and 

unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level. 

CR‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to require historical resource 

studies and to identify and implement project‐specific mitigation. 

  As part of planning, design, and engineering for projects, implementing and local agencies 

should  ensure  that  historic  resources  are  treated  in  accordance with  applicable  federal, 

state,  and  local  laws  and  regulations. When  a  project  has  been  identified  as  potentially 

affecting a historical  resource,  a historical  resources  inventory  should be  conducted by  a 

qualified  architectural  historian.  The  study  should  comply with  State CEQA Guidelines 

section 15064.5(b), and,  if  federal  funding or permits are required, with section 106 of  the 

National  Historic  Preservation  Act  (“NHPA”)  of  1966  (16  USC  Sec.  470  et  seq.).  As 

applicable, the study should consist of the following elements: 

 a records search at the Southern San Joaquin Valley Information Center (California State 

University, Bakersfield); 

 contact  with  local  historical  societies,  museums,  or  other  interested  parties  as 

appropriate to help determine locations of known significant historical resources; 

 necessary background, archival and historic research; 

 a survey of built environment/architectural resources that are 50 years old or older that 

may be directly or indirectly impacted by project activities; and 

 recordation  and  evaluation  of  built  environment/architectural  resources  that  are 

50 years old or older that may be directly or indirectly impacted by project activities; 

 buildings  should  be  evaluated  under  California  Register  of  Historic  Resources 

(“CRHR”)  and/or  NRHP  Criteria  as  appropriate  and  recorded  on  California 

Department of Parks and Recreation 523 forms. 
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  These  elements  should  be  compiled  into  a  Historical  Survey  Report  that  should  be 

submitted  to  the  Southern  San  Joaquin  Valley  Information  Center  (California  State 

University,  Bakersfield)  and  should  also  be  used  for  State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

(“SHPO”) consultation if the project is subject to NHPA section 106. 

  If  architectural  resources  are deemed as potentially  eligible  for  the California Register of 

Historic  Resources  or  the National  Register  of Historic  Places,  implementing  and  local 

agencies should consider avoidance through project redesign as feasible and appropriate. If 

avoidance  is  not  feasible,  implementing  or  local  agencies  should  ensure  that  historic 

resources are formally documented through the use of large‐format photography, measured 

drawings, written architectural descriptions, and historical narratives. The documentation 

should be entered  into  the Library of Congress, and archived  in  the California Historical 

Resources Information System. In the event of building relocation, implementing and local 

agencies should ensure that any alterations to significant buildings or structures conform to 

the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines for Rehabilitating 

Historic Buildings. 

CR‐2:  Kern COG shall cooperate and share information to minimize impacts to cultural resources 

through  Kern  COG’s  ongoing  regional  planning  efforts.  Kern  COG  shall  also  consult 

resource agencies, such as the Office of Historic Preservation, during this process.  

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures  CR‐1  requires  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

Mitigation  Measure  CR‐2  would  reduce  project  impacts  to  the  maximum  extent  feasible  within  the 

authority of Kern COG. 

Development  and  transportation  improvements would  occur where  impacts  to  historic  resources  could 

occur. It cannot be known at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than 

significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact CR‐2  Cause  a  substantial  adverse  change  in  the  significance  of  an  archaeological  resource 

pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation of Mitigation Measure CR‐3  impacts would  remain significant and unavoidable at 

the regional level and TPA level. 
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CR‐3:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  require  consultation, 

surveys, and monitoring for archaeological resources. 

  During environmental review of projects, implementing and local agencies should: 

 Consult with the Native American Heritage Commission to determine whether known 

sacred  sites are  in  the project area, and  identify  the Native American(s)  to  contact  to 

obtain information about the project area. 

 Conduct  a  records  search  at  the  Southern  San  Joaquin  Valley  Information  Center 

(California State University, Bakersfield) to determine whether the project area has been 

previously surveyed and whether resources were identified. 

  In the event the records indicate that no previous survey has been conducted, the Southern 

San Joaquin Valley Information Center (California State University, Bakersfield) will make a 

recommendation on whether a survey is warranted based on the archaeological sensitivity 

of the project area. If recommended, a qualified archaeologist should be retained to conduct 

archaeological surveys. The significance of any resources  that are determined  to be  in  the 

project  area  should  be  assessed  according  to  the  applicable  local,  state,  and  federal 

significance criteria. Implementing and local agencies should devise treatment measures to 

ameliorate  “substantial  adverse  changes”  to  significant  archaeological  resources,  in 

consultation  with  qualified  archaeologists  and  other  concerned  parties.  Such  treatment 

measures may  include avoidance  through project redesign, data recovery excavation, and 

public interpretation of the resource. 

  Implementing and local agencies and the contractors performing the improvements should 

adhere to the following requirements: 

 If a project  is  located  in an area  rich with  cultural materials,  implementing and  local 

agencies should retain a qualified archaeologist to monitor any subsurface operations, 

including  but  not  limited  to  grading,  excavation,  trenching,  or  removal  of  existing 

features of the subject property. 

 If, during  the  course of  construction  cultural  resources  (i.e., prehistoric  sites, historic 

sites,  and  isolated  artifacts  and  features)  are  discovered  work  should  be  halted 

immediately  within  50  meters  (165  feet)  of  the  discovery,  implementing  and  local 

agencies should be notified, and a qualified archaeologist that meets the Secretary of the 

Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards  in prehistoric or historical archaeology 

should be retained to determine the significance of the discovery. 

 Implementing  and  local  agencies  should  consider  mitigation  recommendations 

presented  by  a  professional  archaeologist  that meets  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior’s 

Professional Qualifications  Standards  in  prehistoric  or  historical  archaeology  for  any 

unanticipated  discoveries  and  should  carry  out  the  measures  deemed  feasible  and 

appropriate. Such measures may  include avoidance, preservation  in place, excavation, 

documentation,  curation,  data  recovery,  or  other  appropriate measures.  The  project 

proponent should be required to implement any mitigation necessary for the protection 

of cultural resources. 
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Findings and Rationale 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure  CR‐3  requires  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The  Plan  encompasses  projects  that  take  place  in  previously  undisturbed  areas,  where  archeological 

resources, such as Native American villages and burial grounds, are generally more likely to be discovered. 

Soil removal of any kind could potentially disturb undiscovered archeological resources, particularly as the 

location  of many  archeological  sites  is  confidential  and/or  unknown. While mitigation may  provide  a 

reduction in impacts to cultural resources, it cannot be known at this time whether all future project‐level 

impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact CR‐3  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation  of Mitigation Measures  CR‐2  and  CR‐4  impacts  would  remain  significant  and 

unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level. 

CR‐2:  Kern COG shall cooperate and share information to minimize impacts to cultural resources 

through  Kern  COG’s  ongoing  regional  planning  efforts.  Kern  COG  shall  also  consult 

resource agencies, such as the Office of Historic Preservation, during this process.  

CR‐4:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  identify,  survey,  and 

evaluate paleontological resources to avoid potential impacts. 

  During  environmental  review  implementing  and  local  agencies  should  retain  a qualified 

paleontologist  to  identify, survey, and evaluate paleontological  resources where potential 

impacts are considered high. All construction activities should avoid known paleontological 

resources, if feasible, especially if the resources in a particular lithologic unit formation have 

been determined to be unique or likely to contain paleontological resources. If avoidance is 

not  feasible, paleontological  resources  should  be  excavated  by  a  qualified  paleontologist 

and given  to  a  local  agency, State University, or other  applicable  institution, where  they 

could be curated and displayed for public education purposes. 

Findings and Rationale 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in  Mitigation  Measures  CR‐2  and  CR‐4  require  the  exercise  of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 
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Excavation and soil removal of any kind, particularly in previously undisturbed areas, have the potential to 

impact resources of paleontological significance.  The extensive distribution of resources makes it difficult to 

predict which areas are paleontologically sensitive.   New lanes and transit projects require earthwork that 

could affect paleontological  resources  in both previously undisturbed  and urban  areas. While mitigation 

may provide a reduction in impacts to cultural resources, it cannot be known at this time whether all future 

project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.   

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

F. GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL RESOURCES 

Impact GEO‐1: Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of 

loss, injury, or death, involving: (a) a rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated 

on  the most  recent  Alquist‐Priolo  Earthquake  Fault  Zoning Map  issues  by  the  State 

Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault; (b) Strong 

seismic  ground  shaking;  (c) Seismic‐related  ground  failure,  including  liquefaction;  (d) 

Landslides. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO‐1 impacts would remain significant and unavoidable at 

the regional level and TPA level. 

GEO‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to conduct  site‐specific, 

design  level  geotechnical  investigation  for individual  projects.  Investigations  should 

include  an  analysis  of  expected  ground motions  from  known  active  faults.  The analyses 

should be  in  accordance with  applicable  regulations  and  consistent with  the most  recent 

version  of  the  California  Building  Code,  which  requires  structural  design  that  can 

accommodate  ground  accelerations  expected  from  known  active  faults.  In addition, 

investigations should determine final design parameters for walls, foundations, foundation 

slabs,  and  surrounding  related  improvements  (utilities,  roadways,  parking  lots  and 

sidewalks).  Investigations should be  reviewed and approved by a  registered geotechnical 

engineer. All recommendations by project engineers and geotechnical engineers should be 

included in final designs. Final seismic considerations should be submitted to and approved 

by the appropriate local jurisdiction prior to the commencement of a project.  

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure GEO‐1  requires  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 
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Some proposed projects would be located over faults that are susceptible to surface rupture, such as within 

the White Wolf,  Garlock  and/or  San  Andreas  Fault  Zones.  Other  projects  would  be  located  in  areas 

susceptible to severe grounds shaking, earth movement, liquefaction, or landslides. Specific information on 

areas prone to seismic and liquefaction hazards is not yet available for the entire Kern COG region or may 

change  over  time. While mitigation may  provide  a  reduction  in  impacts  to  geology,  soils  and mineral 

resources, it is unknown whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant 

level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact GEO‐2  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO‐2 impacts would remain significant and unavoidable at 

the regional level and TPA level. 

GEO‐2:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to require  the development 

and  implementation  of  detailed  erosion  control measures,  consistent with  the California 

Building Code  (“CBC”)  and Uniform Building Code  (“UBC”)  regulations  and guidelines 

and/or local NPDES, to address erosion control specific to the project site; revegetate sites to 

minimize  soil  loss  and  prevent  significant  soil  erosion;  avoid  construction  on  unstable 

slopes  and  other  areas  subject  to  soil  erosion  where  possible;  require  management 

techniques  that minimize  soil  loss and erosion; manage grading  to maximize  the  capture 

and  retention  of  water  runoff  through  ditches,  trenches,  siltation  ponds,  or  similar 

measures; and minimize erosion through adopted protocols and standards in the industry. 

The  implementing  and  local  agencies  should  also  require  land  use  and  transportation 

projects  to  comply  with  locally  adopted  grading,  erosion,  and/or  sediment  control 

ordinances  beginning when  any  preconstruction  or  construction‐related  grading  or  soil 

storage first occurs, until all final improvements are completed. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure GEO‐2  requires  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

Anticipated development under the Plan as well as new facilities proposed under the Plan would require 

substantial construction, much of which would occur within previously undisturbed areas where  there  is 

potential  to  result  in  soil  erosion,  loss  of  topsoil  and  would  contribute  to  long‐term  erosion.  Some 

improvements to existing rights of ways, such as road cuts, could expose soils to erosion over the life of the 

project, creating potential landslide and falling rock hazards. While mitigation may provide a reduction in 
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impacts to geology, soils and mineral resources, it is unknown whether all future project‐level impacts can 

be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact GEO‐3  Locate projects on a geologic unit  that  is unstable, or  that would become unstable as a 

result of the project, and potentially result in on‐ or off‐site landslide, lateral spreading 

subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. 

Impact GEO‐4: Locate projects on expansive  soil, as defined  in Table 18‐1‐B of  the Uniform Building 

Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure GEO‐1 impacts would remain significant and unavoidable at 

the regional level and TPA level. 

GEO‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to conduct  site‐specific, 

design  level  geotechnical  investigation  for individual  projects.  Investigations  should 

include  an  analysis  of  expected  ground motions  from  known  active  faults.  The analyses 

should be  in  accordance with  applicable  regulations  and  consistent with  the most  recent 

version  of  the  California  Building  Code,  which  requires  structural  design  that  can 

accommodate  ground  accelerations  expected  from  known  active  faults.  In addition, 

investigations should determine final design parameters for walls, foundations, foundation 

slabs,  and  surrounding  related  improvements  (utilities,  roadways,  parking  lots  and 

sidewalks).  Investigations should be  reviewed and approved by a  registered geotechnical 

engineer. All recommendations by project engineers and geotechnical engineers should be 

included in final designs. Final seismic considerations should be submitted to and approved 

by the appropriate local jurisdiction prior to the commencement of a project.  

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure GEO‐1  requires  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

Anticipated development under the Plan as well as new facilities proposed under the Plan would require 

significant  earthwork  and  road  cuts,  increasing  the  potential  for  slope  failure.    Excavation  related  to 

construction projects or as needed to construct anticipated development could result in unstable soils. The 

Kern COG  region  has  historically  experienced  subsidence due  to  groundwater  overdraft  and petroleum 

extraction. While mitigation may provide a reduction in impacts to geology, soils and mineral resources, it is 

unknown whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  
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The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact GEO‐5  Result in the loss of availability of known aggregate and mineral resources that would be 

of value to the region and residents of the state. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation of Mitigation Measures GEO‐3 and GEO‐4  impacts would  remain  significant  and 

unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level. 

GEO‐3:  Kern COG  shall  coordinate with  the Department  of Conservation, California Geological 

Survey to maintain a database of (1) available resources in the Kern COG region including 

permitted and un‐permitted and (2) the anticipated 50‐year demand. Based on the results of 

this survey Kern COG should work with local agencies on strategies to address anticipated 

demand,  including  identifying  future  sites  that may  seek  permitting  and working with 

industry experts to identify ways to encourage and increase recycling to reduce the demand 

for aggregate. 

GEO‐4:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  local  jurisdictions  to  develop  a  long‐range  plan  to  address 

aggregate demand. Local  jurisdictions should review availability of aggregate and mineral 

resources in their jurisdiction and should develop a long‐range plan to meet demand. 

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measure GEO‐3 would  reduce  project  impacts  to  the maximum  extent  feasible within  the 

authority of Kern COG.    

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure GEO‐4  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

due to the substantial growth and large number of projects anticipated in the Plan.  It is anticipated that the 

projects  included  in  the  Plan  as well  as  anticipated  development would  require  substantial  amounts  of 

aggregate  resources. Proposed  projects  and  anticipated development  also  have  the  potential  to  occur  in 

previously undisturbed areas and mineral resource zones, thus impacting the availability of these resources. 

While mitigation may provide a reduction in impacts to geology, soils and mineral resources, it is unknown 

whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 
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COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

G.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

Impact GHG‐1  Increase Greenhouse Gas (“GHG”) emissions compared to existing conditions (2013). 

Mitigation 

With  implementation of Mitigation Measures GHG‐1  through GHG‐6  impacts would  remain significant 

and unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level 

GHG‐1:  Kern  COG  shall  update  future  Regional  Transportation  Plans  (including  Sustainable 

Community  Strategies)  to  incorporate  policies  and measures  that  build  upon  successful 

GHG reduction strategies from the 2014 RTP and lead to further reduced GHG emissions. 

Such  policies  and measures may  be  derived  from  the General  Plans,  local  jurisdictions’ 

Climate  Action  Plans  (“CAPs”),  and  other  adopted  policies  and  plans  of  its  member 

agencies that include GHG mitigation and adaptation measures or other sources. 

GHG‐2:  Kern COG  shall,  through  its  ongoing  outreach  and  technical  assistance  programs, work 

with and encourage local governments to adopt policies and develop practices that lead to 

GHG emission reductions. These activities should include, but are not limited to, providing 

technical assistance and information sharing on developing local Climate Action Plans. 

GHG‐3:  Kern COG shall prepare an educational presentation to be delivered to the Kern COG Board 

and  other  local  jurisdictions  to  engage  local  jurisdictions  on ways  to  reduce VMT. Kern 

COG shall  identify  in  the presentation ways  to reduce VMT  including actions  that can be 

taken at  the  local  level,  including parking management options. Kern COG shall continue 

the Regional Energy Action Planning,  as  funding  allows,  and  assist member  agencies  in 

adopting  regional  energy  action  plans  and  community  climate  action  plans  to  advance 

regional  climate  strategies.  These  plans  should  assess  the  cost  effectiveness  of  local 

jurisdictions’ GHG  reduction measures and prioritize strategies  that have greatest overall 

benefit to the economy. 

GHG‐4:  Consistent with the Congestion Management Program (“CMP”), Kern COG shall encourage 

and  work  with  local  governments  to  develop  multimodal  performance  standards  to 

determine how much traffic, during peak hours, is acceptable on state freeways, highways, 

and major streets within Kern County. Local  jurisdictions should  incorporate multimodal 

level  of  service  standards  in  their  circulation  plans  consistent with  AB  1358  California 

Complete Streets Act of  2008  and  as appropriate  for  each  community  facility  type, place 

type, and corridor type, as recommended in the latest Highway Capacity Manual update. 3 

In addition, Kern COG will work with  local agencies to  identify frequency and routing of 

transit  service,  in  order  to  assist  in  coordinating  transit  service  provided  by  separate 

operators throughout Kern County. 

                                                           
3  The 2012 update to the project selection criteria includes consideration of highway, bike and pedestrian level of service. To refer 

to the Kern COG Project Delivery Policies and Procedures please use the following link: 

www.kerncog.org/images/docs/policies/Project_Selection_Process_2012.pdf. 
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GHG‐5:  Kern  COG  will  continue  to  promote  GHG  and  criteria  pollutant  emission  reductions 

through the VMT Reduction Progress Tracking & Assistance Program4 by providing  local 

jurisdictions with  regular progress  reports  on  changes  in  observed VMT,  and  providing 

planning  assistance  and  resources  to  make  progress  toward  reduction  goals.  Other 

resources  being  provided  to  local  planners  include  the  San  Joaquin  Valley  Planners 

Toolkit.5 

GHG‐6:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to build on the work done for 

the Kern County GHG  inventory.  Implementing  agencies  and  local  agencies  should  also 

adopt and implement Climate Action Plans (CAPs, also known as Plans for the Reduction 

of Greenhouse Gas Emissions as described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5 Tiering and 

Streamlining the Analysis of Greenhouse Gas Emissions) that do the following: 

a)  Quantify  GHG  emissions,  both  existing  and  projected  over  a  specified  period, 

resulting from activities within each agency’s jurisdiction; 

b)  Establish a level, based on substantial evidence, below which the contribution to GHG 

emissions from activities covered by the plan would not be cumulatively considerable; 

c)  Identify and analyze the GHG emissions resulting for specific actions or categories of 

actions anticipated within their respective jurisdictions; 

d)  Specify  measures  or  a  group  of  measures,  including  performance  standards,  that 

substantial  evidence  demonstrates,  if  implemented  on  a  project‐by‐project  basis, 

would collectively achieve the specified emissions level; 

e)  Establish a mechanism to monitor the plan’s progress toward achieving that level and 

to require amendment if the plan is not achieving specified levels; and 

f)  Be adopted in a public process following environmental review. 

  CAPs  should, when  appropriate,  incorporate  planning  and  land  use measures  from  the 

California Attorney General’s  latest  list of  example policies  to  address  climate  change  at 

both  the plan and project  level. Specifically, at  the plan  level,  land use plans and should, 

when  appropriate  and  feasible,  incorporate  planning  and  land  use  measures  from  the 

California Attorney General’s  latest  list  of  example  policies  to  address  climate  change,6 

including, but not limited to policies from that web page such as: 

 Smart  growth,  jobs/housing  balance,  transit‐oriented  development,  and  infill 

development  through  land use designations,  incentives  and  fees,  zoning,  and public 

private partnerships 

 Create  transit,  bicycle,  and  pedestrian  connections  through  planning,  funding, 

development  requirements,  incentives  and  regional  cooperation,  and  create 

disincentives for auto use 

 Energy  and  water‐efficient  buildings  and  landscaping  through  ordinances, 

development  fees,  incentives,  project  timing,  prioritization,  and  other  implementing 

tools 

                                                           
4  http://www.kerncog.org/images/agendas/COG/TPPC_agenda_20140116.pdf p. 84 
5   http://www.valleyblueprint.org/planners‐toolkit.html 
6    http://ag.ca.gov/globalwarming/pdf/GP_policies.pdf 
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 In  addition,  implementing  and  local  agencies  should  incorporate,  as  appropriate, 

policies  to encourage  implementation of  the Attorney General’s  list of project‐specific 

mitigation measures,7  including, but not  limited to measures from the web page, such 

as: 

 Adopt  a  comprehensive  parking  policy  that  discourages  private  vehicle  use  and 

encourages the use of alternative transportation 

 Build or fund a major transit stop within or near development 

 Provide  public  transit  incentives  such  as  free  or  low‐cost monthly  transit  passes  to 

employees, or free ride areas to residents and customers 

 Incorporate  bicycle  lanes,  routes  and  facilities  into  street  systems,  new  subdivisions, 

and large developments 

 Require  amenities  for  non‐motorized  transportation,  such  as  secure  and  convenient 

bicycle parking 

  They  should  also  incorporate, when  appropriate,  planning  and  land  use measures  from 

additional resources listed by the California Attorney General.8  

  In  addition,  CAPs  should  also  incorporate  analysis  of  climate  change  adaptation,  in 

recognition of the  likely and potential effects of climate change  in the future regardless of 

the  level  of mitigation  and  in  conjunction with Executive Order  S‐13‐08, which  seeks  to 

enhance  the  state’s  management  of  climate  impacts  including  sea  level  rise,  increased 

temperatures,  shifting  precipitation,  and  extreme  weather  events  by  facilitating  the 

development of state’s first climate adaptation strategy. 

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measures  CR‐2  would  reduce  project  impacts  to  the  maximum  extent  feasible  within  the 

authority of Kern COG. 

For the significant impact to greenhouse gas emissions associated with Impact GHG‐1, measures Mitigation 

Measures GHG‐1 through GHG‐6 as presented above have been adopted as part of the 2014 RTP to lessen 

this impact. The Kern COG Board finds that some of these mitigation activities are the responsibility of Kern 

COG, while others are the responsibility and jurisdiction of local agencies and other agencies.  

The mitigation activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures GHG‐1 through GHG‐5 require Kern COG to 

coordinate,  collaborate, and  share  information with  resource and  local agencies and others  to  reduce  the 

significant  impact associated with GHG‐1.   The Kern COG Board hereby  finds  that Mitigation Measures 

GHG‐1 through GHG‐5 are feasible and reduce the impact of GHG‐1.    

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure GHG‐6  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The Kern COG Board  finds  that  together with Mitigation Measures GHG‐1  through GHG‐6, Mitigation 

Measure GHG‐6 reduces this significant unavoidable impact to the maximum extent feasible.  

                                                           
7 http://ag.ca.gov/globalwarming/pdf/ GW_mitigation_measures.pdf 
8  http://ag.ca.gov/globalwarming/ceqa/resources.php 
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Although Mitigation Measures GHG‐1  through GHG‐6  reduces  the  significant  impact  associated with 

Impact GHG‐1, such mitigation activities cannot ensure that the impacts of individual projects will result in 

less than significant effects. 

Further,  the  individual  impacts  of  local  planning  and  development  projects will  remain  significant  and 

unavoidable because Kern COG does not have authority to guarantee that some of the measures would be 

implemented, thus there is no guarantee that GHG emissions in 2040 would be reduced to less than or equal 

to 2013. While mitigation may provide a reduction in impacts greenhouse gas emissions, it cannot be known 

at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

In  addition,  the  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other 

considerations,  including  policy  considerations  make  mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures 

directed at  local agencies  infeasible. Since no  specific  feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives 

have been  found  to reduce  the  impact  to a  less  than significant  level,  this  impact remains significant and 

unavoidable. The Kern COG Board  finds  that  the  significant  impact  is  acceptable due  to  the  overriding 

considerations  that  support  adoption  of  the  2014  RTP,  discussed  in  the  Statement  of  Overriding 

Considerations. 

Impact GHG‐2:  Conflict with AB  32  or  other  applicable  plan,  policy  or  regulation  adopted  for  the 

purpose of reducing emissions of greenhouse gases. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation of Mitigation Measures GHG‐1  through GHG‐6  impacts would  remain significant 

and unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level. 

GHG‐1:  Kern  COG  shall  update  future  Regional  Transportation  Plans  (including  Sustainable 

Community  Strategies)  to  incorporate  policies  and measures  that  build  upon  successful 

GHG reduction strategies from the 2014 RTP and lead to further reduced GHG emissions. 

Such  policies  and measures may  be  derived  from  the General  Plans,  local  jurisdictions’ 

CAPs,  and  other  adopted  policies  and  plans  of  its member  agencies  that  include GHG 

mitigation and adaptation measures or other sources. 

GHG‐2:  Kern COG  shall,  through  its  ongoing  outreach  and  technical  assistance  programs, work 

with and encourage local governments to adopt policies and develop practices that lead to 

GHG emission reductions. These activities should include, but are not limited to, providing 

technical assistance and information sharing on developing local Climate Action Plans. 

GHG‐3:  Kern COG  shall  continue  the Regional  Energy Action  Planning,  as  funding  allows,  and 

assist member agencies  in adopting  regional energy action plans and community climate 

action  plans  to  advance  regional  climate  strategies.  These  plans  should  assess  the  cost 

effectiveness of  local  jurisdictions’ GHG  reduction measures and prioritize  strategies  that 

have greatest overall benefit to the economy. 

GHG‐4:  Consistent with the CMP, Kern COG shall encourage and work with local governments to 

develop multimodal performance  standards  to determine how much  traffic, during peak 

hours,  is  acceptable on  state  freeways, highways, and major  streets within Kern County. 

Local  jurisdictions  should  incorporate  multimodal  level  of  service  standards  in  their 

circulation plans  consistent with AB 1358 California Complete Streets Act of 2008 and as 
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appropriate  for  each  community  facility  type,  place  type,  and  corridor  type,  as 

recommended in the latest Highway Capacity Manual update. In addition, Kern COG will 

work with  local agencies  to  identify  frequency and  routing of  transit  service,  in order  to 

assist  in  coordinating  transit  service  provided  by  separate  operators  throughout  Kern 

County. 

GHG‐5:  Kern  COG  will  continue  to  promote  GHG  and  criteria  pollutant  emission  reductions 

through  the VMT Reduction Progress Tracking & Assistance Program by providing  local 

jurisdictions with  regular progress  reports  on  changes  in  observed VMT,  and  providing 

planning  assistance  and  resources  to  make  progress  toward  reduction  goals.  Other 

resources being provided to local planners include the San Joaquin Valley Planners Toolkit. 

GHG‐6:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to build on the work done for 

the Kern County GHG  inventory.  Implementing  agencies  and  local  agencies  should  also 

adopt and implement Climate Action Plans (CAPs, also known as Plans for the Reduction 

of Greenhouse Gas Emissions as described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5 Tiering and 

Streamlining the Analysis of Greenhouse Gas Emissions) that do the following: 

a)  Quantify  GHG  emissions,  both  existing  and  projected  over  a  specified  period, 

resulting from activities within each agency’s jurisdiction; 

b)  Establish a level, based on substantial evidence, below which the contribution to GHG 

emissions from activities covered by the plan would not be cumulatively considerable; 

c)  Identify and analyze the GHG emissions resulting for specific actions or categories of 

actions anticipated within their respective jurisdictions; 

d)  Specify  measures  or  a  group  of  measures,  including  performance  standards,  that 

substantial  evidence  demonstrates,  if  implemented  on  a  project‐by‐project  basis, 

would collectively achieve the specified emissions level; 

e)  Establish a mechanism to monitor the plan’s progress toward achieving that level and 

to require amendment if the plan is not achieving specified levels; and 

f)  Be adopted in a public process following environmental review. 

  CAPs  should, when  appropriate,  incorporate  planning  and  land  use measures  from  the 

California Attorney General’s  latest  list of  example policies  to  address  climate  change  at 

both  the plan and project  level. Specifically, at  the plan  level,  land use plans and should, 

when  appropriate  and  feasible,  incorporate  planning  and  land  use  measures  from  the 

California  Attorney  General’s  latest  list  of  example  policies  to  address  climate  change, 

including, but not limited to policies from that web page such as: 

 Smart  growth,  jobs/housing  balance,  transit‐oriented  development,  and  infill 

development  through  land use designations,  incentives  and  fees,  zoning,  and public 

private partnerships 

 Create  transit,  bicycle,  and  pedestrian  connections  through  planning,  funding, 

development  requirements,  incentives  and  regional  cooperation,  and  create 

disincentives for auto use 

 Energy  and  water‐efficient  buildings  and  landscaping  through  ordinances, 

development  fees,  incentives,  project  timing,  prioritization,  and  other  implementing 

tools 
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 In  addition,  implementing  and  local  agencies  should  incorporate,  as  appropriate, 

policies  to encourage  implementation of  the Attorney General’s  list of project‐specific 

mitigation measures,9  including, but not  limited to measures from the web page, such 

as: 

 Adopt  a  comprehensive  parking  policy  that  discourages  private  vehicle  use  and 

encourages the use of alternative transportation 

 Build or fund a major transit stop within or near development 

 Provide  public  transit  incentives  such  as  free  or  low‐cost monthly  transit  passes  to 

employees, or free ride areas to residents and customers 

 Incorporate  bicycle  lanes,  routes  and  facilities  into  street  systems,  new  subdivisions, 

and large developments 

 Require  amenities  for  non‐motorized  transportation,  such  as  secure  and  convenient 

bicycle parking 

  They  should  also  incorporate, when  appropriate,  planning  and  land  use measures  from 

additional resources listed by the California Attorney General.10  

  In  addition,  CAPs  should  also  incorporate  analysis  of  climate  change  adaptation,  in 

recognition of the  likely and potential effects of climate change  in the future regardless of 

the  level  of mitigation  and  in  conjunction with Executive Order  S‐13‐08, which  seeks  to 

enhance  the  state’s  management  of  climate  impacts  including  sea  level  rise,  increased 

temperatures,  shifting  precipitation,  and  extreme  weather  events  by  facilitating  the 

development of state’s first climate adaptation strategy. 

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measure GHG‐1 through GHG‐5 would reduce project impacts to the maximum extent feasible 

within the authority of Kern COG. 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures GHG‐6  require  the  exercise  of discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

Individual  impacts  of  local  planning  and development  projects will  remain  significant  and  unavoidable 

because  although  the  Plan  successfully  meets  or  exceeds  its  emissions  targets,  given  the  unknowns 

associated with  the other  required  sectors,  such  as  the demand  for water  and  energy,  and  the projected 

population  growth  in  the  region,  estimated  total  emissions  could  result  in  a  significant  impact without 

assuming that the strategies  in the AB 32 Scoping Plan are implemented. While mitigation may provide a 

reduction  in  impacts  to  greenhouse  gas  emissions,  it  cannot  be  known  at  this  time whether  all  future 

project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

                                                           
9 http://ag.ca.gov/globalwarming/pdf/ GW_mitigation_measures.pdf 
10  http://ag.ca.gov/globalwarming/ceqa/resources.php 
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COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

H. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Impact HAZ‐1:  Create  a  significant  hazard  to  the  public  or  the  environment  through  the  routine 

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials. 

Mitigation 

The  improved  roadways  system and  compliance with  existing  regulations would  reduce  this  impact but 

potentially  not  to  a  less  than  significant  level.  Therefore,  this  impact  remains  potentially  significant.  

Existing regulations address this impact. No additional mitigation is available. 

Findings and Rationale 

Existing regulations would reduce the significant impact resulting from foreseeable conditions involving the 

release  of hazardous materials  into  the  environment. However,  the  impact  could  remain  significant  and 

unavoidable  given  the  large  volume  of  hazardous materials  currently  being  transported  throughout  the 

Kern COG region, as well as the improvements to the regional transportation system that would facilitate an 

increase in the transportation of all goods, including hazardous materials.  The increased growth adjacent to 

transit  and  transportation  facilities  causes greater potential  for  accidental  exposure of  sensitive  receptors 

and other users to risks associated with hazardous materials transport. Although individual projects would 

be  required  to  comply with  all  existing  regulations,  due  to  the  volume  of  projects  (transportation  and 

development) contained within the 2014 RTP and inherent unpredictability of accidents,  it  is possible that 

significant impacts could occur. While existing regulations may provide a reduction in impacts to hazardous 

materials, it cannot be known at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less 

than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact HAZ‐2:  Create  a  significant  hazard  to  the  public  or  the  environment  through  reasonably 

foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials 

into the environment. 

Mitigation 

Compliance with existing regulations would reduce this impact but potentially not to a less than significant 

level. Therefore  this  impact  remains potentially  significant.   Existing  regulations address  this  impact. No 

additional mitigation is available. 

Findings and Rationale 
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Existing regulations would reduce the significant impact resulting from foreseeable conditions involving the 

release  of hazardous materials  into  the  environment. However,  the  impact  could  remain  significant  and 

unavoidable  given  the  large  volume  of  hazardous materials  currently  being  transported  throughout  the 

Kern COG region, as well as the improvements to the regional transportation system that would facilitate an 

increase in the transportation of all goods, including hazardous materials.  The increased growth adjacent to 

transit  and  transportation  facilities  causes greater potential  for  accidental  exposure of  sensitive  receptors 

and other users to risks associated with hazardous materials transport. Although individual projects would 

be  required  to  comply with  all  existing  regulations,  due  to  the  volume  of  projects  (transportation  and 

development) contained within the 2014 RTP and inherent unpredictability of accidents,  it  is possible that 

significant  impacts could occur. While existing regulations may provide a reduction in impacts due to the 

presence of hazardous materials, it cannot be known at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can 

be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact HAZ‐4: Be  located on a  site which  is  included on a  list of hazardous materials  sites  compiled 

pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  65962.5  and,  as  a  result,  create  a  significant 

hazard to the public or environment. 

Mitigation 

With implementation of Mitigation Measure HAZ‐1 impacts would remain significant and unavoidable at 

the regional level and TPA level. 

HAZ‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to determine whether specific 

project  sites  are  listed  on  government  lists  of  hazardous  materials  and/or  waste  sites 

compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. Implementing and local agencies 

should require preparation of a Phase I Environmental Site assessment (ESA) for any listed 

sites or sites with the potential for residual hazardous materials and/or waste as a result of 

location  and/or  prior  uses.  Implementing  and  local  agencies  should  require  that 

recommendations of the Phase I ESA be fully implemented. If a Phase I ESA indicates the 

presence or  likely presence of  contamination,  the  implementing  agency  should  require  a 

Phase II ESA, and recommendations of the Phase II ESA should be fully implemented. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure HAZ‐1  requires  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

Impacts could remain significant and unavoidable given the potential for development and transportation 

projects to be located on a site where hazardous materials could be present, including but not limited to a 

greenfield or brownfield site contaminated by previous uses as a result of improper handling of hazardous 
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materials  and/or wastes. While mitigation may  provide  a  reduction  in  impacts  due  to  the  presence  of 

hazardous  materials,  it  cannot  be  known  at  this  time  whether  all  future  project‐level  impacts  can  be 

mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

I. LAND USE AND PLANNING 

Impact LU‐1:   Conflict with  any  applicable  land  use  plan,  policy,  or  regulation  of  an  agency with 

jurisdiction  over  the project  (including, but not  limited  to,  the  general plan,  specific 

plan,  or  zoning  ordinance)  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  or  mitigating  an 

environmental effect. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation of Mitigation Measures LU‐1  through LU‐3  impacts would  remain  significant and 

unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level. 

LU‐1:  Kern  COG  shall  work  with  its  member  agencies  on  the  Regional  Planning  Advisory 

Committee  to  ensure  that  RTP  transportation  projects  and  growth  are  consistent  with 

general plans and associated local government planning assumptions. 

LU‐2:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to  reflect RTP policies and 

strategies in their general plan updates. Kern COG will work to build consensus on how to 

address inconsistencies between general plans and RTP policies. 

LU‐3:  Kern COG shall provide technical assistance and regional leadership to local governments 

to implement the RTP goals and strategies, integrate growth and land use planning with the 

existing and planned transportation network, and in determining consistency with the SCS 

included within the 2014 RTP. 

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measure LU‐1 and LU‐3 would reduce project  impacts to the maximum extent feasible within 

the authority of Kern COG. 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in  Mitigation  Measure  LU‐2  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

because  while  Kern  COG  encourages  local  jurisdictions  to  adopt  and  update  general  plans  that  are 

consistent with the 2014 RTP, local jurisdictions are not required to change their land use plans and policies 

to be consistent with an 2014 RTP/SCS. While mitigation may provide a reduction  in  land use  impacts,  it 



ATTACHMENT 1:  FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
 

 
Findings of Fact ‐ 44 

 

cannot  be  known  at  this  time whether  all  future  project‐level  impacts  can  be mitigated  to  a  less  than 

significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact LU‐2:  Physically divide an established community. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation  of Mitigation Measures  LU‐1  through  LU‐3  and  POP‐1  impacts  would  remain 

significant and unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level. 

LU‐1:  Kern  COG  shall  work  with  its  member  agencies  on  the  Regional  Planning  Advisory 

Committee  to  ensure  that  RTP  transportation  projects  and  growth  are  consistent  with 

general plans and associated local government planning assumptions. 

LU‐2:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to  reflect RTP policies and 

strategies in their general plan updates. Kern COG will work to build consensus on how to 

address inconsistencies between general plans and RTP policies. 

LU‐3:  Kern COG shall provide technical assistance and regional leadership to local governments 

to implement the RTP goals and strategies, integrate growth and land use planning with the 

existing and planned transportation network, and in determining consistency with the SCS 

included within the 2014 RTP. 

POP‐1:  Kern COG, will work with its member agencies to implement growth strategies to create an 

urban  form  designed  to  focus  development  in  TPAs  in  accordance  with  the  policies, 

strategies  and  investments  contained  in  the  2014 RTP,  enhancing mobility  and  reducing 

land consumption, providing urban infrastructure to support growth and ensuring a  jobs‐

housing balance that supports decreases in greenhouse gas emissions.  

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measure LU‐1, LU‐3 and POP 1 would reduce project impacts to the maximum extent feasible 

within the authority of Kern COG.    

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in  Mitigation  Measure  LU‐2  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

Certain communities may be adversely affected by the growth associated with the 2014 RTP, as well as by 

potential gentrification and associated displacement  that may come as a  result of new development near 

transit areas. While mitigation may provide a reduction in land use impacts, it cannot be known at this time 

whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  
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The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact LU‐3:  Incompatibility with adjacent land uses, including impacts to sensitive receptors. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation  of  Mitigation Measures  LU‐4  and  LU‐5  impacts  would  remain  significant  and 

unavoidable at the regional level and TPA level. 

LU‐4:  With each major RTP update Kern COG shall revise the RTP development pattern and land 

use assumptions  consistent with  latest available  local general plan updates  including  the 

currently  scheduled  Kern  County  General  Plan  update.  RTP  updates will  include  local 

government  efforts  to  prioritize  maintenance  of  resource  and  open  space  areas  while 

accommodating future population growth and maintaining the quality of life in the region. 

LU‐5:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  implement  patterns  of 

development consistent with the RTP and SCS.  

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation  Measure  LU‐4  would  reduce  project  impacts  to  the  maximum  extent  feasible  within  the 

authority of Kern COG.      

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures  LU‐5  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

Individual  impacts  of  local  planning  and development  projects will  remain  significant  and  unavoidable 

because  the  Plan  includes  policies  that  would  influence  the  distribution  of  the  growing  population. 

Although measures  included  in  the Plan  encourage use  of underutilized urban  land,  and  in  some  cases 

would help increase the intensity of the use to achieve mobility and other benefits, implementation of some 

strategies  in  the  2012  could  result  in  changing  concentrations of development  throughout  the  six‐county 

region. While mitigation may provide  a  reduction  in  land use  impacts,  it  cannot  be  known  at  this  time 

whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 
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J. NOISE 

Impact NOISE‐1:   Expose persons or generate noise  in  levels  in excess of standards established  in  the 

local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies; and/or 

result  in  a  substantial  temporary  or  periodic  increase  in  ambient  noise  levels  above 

levels existing without the project; and/or result in a substantial permanent increase in 

ambient noise levels above levels existing without the project. 

Mitigation 

Implementation  of Mitigation Measure NOISE‐1 would  reduce  impacts,  though  not  below  a  less  than 

significant level. 

NOISE‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to assess and mitigate to the 

extent feasible short‐ and long‐term noise impacts in accordance with applicable regulations 

and  to  implement  site‐specific  noise  reduction  measures,  including  the  following  as 

applicable: 

 Equipment  and  trucks used  for project  construction  can  and  should utilize  the best 

available noise control techniques (e.g., improved mufflers, equipment redesign, use of 

intake  silencers,  ducts,  engine  enclosures,  and  acoustically  attenuating  shields  or 

shrouds, wherever feasible). 

 Except  as may be  exempted by  the Lead Agency  (or other  appropriate government 

agency), impact tools (e.g., jack hammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) used for 

project construction can and should be hydraulically or electrically powered to avoid 

noise  associated  with  compressed  air  exhaust  from  pneumatically  powered  tools. 

However, where  use  of  pneumatic  tools  is  unavoidable,  an  exhaust muffler  on  the 

compressed air exhaust should be used;  this muffler can  lower noise  levels  from  the 

exhaust by up  to about 10 dB(A). External  jackets on  the  tools  themselves should be 

used, if such jackets are commercially available and this could achieve a reduction of 5 

dB(A).  Quieter  procedures  should  be  used,  such  as  drills  rather  than  impact 

equipment, whenever such procedures are available and consistent with construction 

procedures. 

 Stationary  noise  sources  can  and  should  be  located  as  far  from  adjacent  sensitive 

receptors  as  possible  and  they  should  be muffled  and  enclosed within  temporary 

sheds,  incorporate  insulation  barriers,  or  use  other measures  as  determined  by  the 

Lead Agency  (or other appropriate government agency)  to provide equivalent noise 

reduction. 

 A procedure and phone numbers for notifying the Lead Agency staff and local Police 

Department; (during regular construction hours and off‐hours). 

 A  sign  posted  on‐site  pertaining with  permitted  construction  days  and  hours  and 

complaint procedures and who  to notify  in  the event of a problem. The sign should 

also include a listing of both the Lead Agency and construction contractor’s telephone 

numbers (during regular construction hours and off‐hours). 
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 The designation of an on‐site construction complaint and enforcement manager for the 

project. 

 Notification of neighbors and occupants within 300 feet of the project construction area 

at least 30 days in advance of extreme noise generating activities about the estimated 

duration of the activity. 

 A preconstruction meeting  can  and  should  be  held with  the  job  inspectors  and  the 

general  contractor/on‐site  project  manager  to  confirm  that  noise  measures  and 

practices (including construction hours, neighborhood notification, posted signs, etc.) 

are completed. 

 Use of portable barriers in the vicinity of sensitive receptors during construction. 

 Projects  that  require  pile  driving  or  other  construction  noise  above  90  dB(A)  in 

proximity  to  sensitive  receptors,  should  reduce  potential  pier  drilling,  pile  driving 

and/or other extreme noise generating construction  impacts greater  than 90 dB(A), a 

set  of  site‐specific  noise  attenuation  measures  should  be  completed  under  the 

supervision of a qualified acoustical consultant.  

 Evaluate the feasibility of noise control at the receivers by temporarily improving the 

noise  reduction  capability  of  adjacent  buildings  by  the  use  of  sound  blankets  for 

example  and  implement  such  measure  if  such  measures  are  feasible  and  would 

noticeably reduce noise impacts. 

 Monitor  the  effectiveness  of  noise  attenuation  measures  by  taking  noise 

measurements. 

 Strategically place material stockpiles between the operation and the affected dwelling 

to  minimize  noise  generated  from  any  rock‐crushing  or  screening  operations 

performed within 3,000 feet of any occupied residence.  

 Retain a structural engineer or other appropriate professional to determine threshold 

levels  of  vibration  and  cracking  that  could  damage  any  adjacent  historic  or  other 

structure  subject  to  damage,  and  design  means  and  construction  methods  to  not 

exceed the thresholds. 

 Maximize  the  distance  between  noise‐sensitive  land  uses  and  new  roadway  lanes, 

roadways, rail lines, transit centers, park‐and‐ride lots, and other new noise‐generating 

facilities. 

 Construct  sound  reducing  barriers  between  noise  sources  and  noise‐sensitive  land 

uses.  

 Implement, to the extent feasible and practicable, speed  limits and  limits on hours of 

operation of rail and transit systems, where such limits may reduce noise impacts. 

 Maximize the distance of new route alignments from sensitive receptors.  
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 Locate  transit‐related passenger stations, central maintenance  facilities, decentralized 

maintenance  facilities,  and  electric  substations  away  from  sensitive  receptors  to  the 

maximum extent feasible. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures NOISE‐1 require  the exercise of discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies.   The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.   

Construction  activities  associated  with  the  Plan  would  result  in  temporary  noise  increases  at  nearby 

sensitive  receptors  and  have  the  potential  to  generate  substantial  vibration  in  close  proximity  to 

construction equipment. While mitigation may provide a reduction in noise impacts, it is unknown whether 

all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce  the  impact  to a  less  than  significant  level,  this  impact  remains  significant and unavoidable at  the 

regional  level. The Kern COG Board  finds  that  the  significant  impact  is acceptable due  to  the overriding 

considerations  that  support  adoption  of  the  2014  RTP,  discussed  in  the  Statement  of  Overriding 

Considerations. 

Impact NOISE‐2:  Expose people to or generate excessive groundborne vibration. 

Mitigation 

Implementation  of Mitigation Measure NOISE‐1 would  reduce  impacts,  though  not  below  a  less  than 

significant level. 

NOISE‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to assess and mitigate to the 

extent feasible short‐ and long‐term noise impacts in accordance with applicable regulations 

and  to  implement  site‐specific  noise  reduction  measures,  including  the  following  as 

applicable: 

 Equipment  and  trucks used  for project  construction  can  and  should utilize  the best 

available noise control techniques (e.g., improved mufflers, equipment redesign, use of 

intake  silencers,  ducts,  engine  enclosures,  and  acoustically  attenuating  shields  or 

shrouds, wherever feasible). 

 Except  as may be  exempted by  the Lead Agency  (or other  appropriate government 

agency), impact tools (e.g., jack hammers, pavement breakers, and rock drills) used for 

project construction can and should be hydraulically or electrically powered to avoid 

noise  associated  with  compressed  air  exhaust  from  pneumatically  powered  tools. 

However, where  use  of  pneumatic  tools  is  unavoidable,  an  exhaust muffler  on  the 

compressed air exhaust should be used;  this muffler can  lower noise  levels  from  the 

exhaust by up  to about 10 dB(A). External  jackets on  the  tools  themselves should be 

used, if such jackets are commercially available and this could achieve a reduction of 5 

dB(A).  Quieter  procedures  should  be  used,  such  as  drills  rather  than  impact 
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equipment, whenever such procedures are available and consistent with construction 

procedures. 

 Stationary  noise  sources  can  and  should  be  located  as  far  from  adjacent  sensitive 

receptors  as  possible  and  they  should  be muffled  and  enclosed within  temporary 

sheds,  incorporate  insulation  barriers,  or  use  other measures  as  determined  by  the 

Lead Agency  (or other appropriate government agency)  to provide equivalent noise 

reduction. 

 A procedure and phone numbers for notifying the Lead Agency staff and local Police 

Department; (during regular construction hours and off‐hours). 

 A  sign  posted  on‐site  pertaining with  permitted  construction  days  and  hours  and 

complaint procedures and who  to notify  in  the event of a problem. The sign should 

also include a listing of both the Lead Agency and construction contractor’s telephone 

numbers (during regular construction hours and off‐hours). 

 The designation of an on‐site construction complaint and enforcement manager for the 

project. 

 Notification of neighbors and occupants within 300 feet of the project construction area 

at least 30 days in advance of extreme noise generating activities about the estimated 

duration of the activity. 

 A preconstruction meeting  can  and  should  be  held with  the  job  inspectors  and  the 

general  contractor/on‐site  project  manager  to  confirm  that  noise  measures  and 

practices (including construction hours, neighborhood notification, posted signs, etc.) 

are completed. 

 Use of portable barriers in the vicinity of sensitive receptors during construction. 

 Projects  that  require  pile  driving  or  other  construction  noise  above  90  dB(A)  in 

proximity  to  sensitive  receptors,  should  reduce  potential  pier  drilling,  pile  driving 

and/or other extreme noise generating construction  impacts greater  than 90 dB(A), a 

set  of  site‐specific  noise  attenuation  measures  should  be  completed  under  the 

supervision of a qualified acoustical consultant.  

 Evaluate the feasibility of noise control at the receivers by temporarily improving the 

noise  reduction  capability  of  adjacent  buildings  by  the  use  of  sound  blankets  for 

example  and  implement  such  measure  if  such  measures  are  feasible  and  would 

noticeably reduce noise impacts. 

 Monitor  the  effectiveness  of  noise  attenuation  measures  by  taking  noise 

measurements. 

 Strategically place material stockpiles between the operation and the affected dwelling 

to  minimize  noise  generated  from  any  rock‐crushing  or  screening  operations 

performed within 3,000 feet of any occupied residence.  
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 Retain a structural engineer or other appropriate professional to determine threshold 

levels  of  vibration  and  cracking  that  could  damage  any  adjacent  historic  or  other 

structure  subject  to  damage,  and  design  means  and  construction  methods  to  not 

exceed the thresholds. 

 Maximize  the  distance  between  noise‐sensitive  land  uses  and  new  roadway  lanes, 

roadways, rail lines, transit centers, park‐and‐ride lots, and other new noise‐generating 

facilities. 

 Construct  sound  reducing  barriers  between  noise  sources  and  noise‐sensitive  land 

uses.  

 Implement, to the extent feasible and practicable, speed  limits and  limits on hours of 

operation of rail and transit systems, where such limits may reduce noise impacts. 

 Maximize the distance of new route alignments from sensitive receptors.  

 Locate  transit‐related passenger stations, central maintenance  facilities, decentralized 

maintenance  facilities,  and  electric  substations  away  from  sensitive  receptors  to  the 

maximum extent feasible. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures NOISE‐1 require  the exercise of discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies.  The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.   

The Plan includes development or expansion of transportation systems that are primary vibration sources, 

such as heavy truck and bus traffic along roadways and train traffic along rail lines. Operation of expanded 

and new  facilities may  expose  sensitive  receptors  to  a  substantial  increase  in vibration  levels  relative  to 

existing conditions. While mitigation may provide a reduction in noise impacts, it cannot be known at this 

time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

K. POPULATION, HOUSING AND EMPLOYMENT 

Impact POP‐1  Induce substantial population growth to areas of the region 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures POP‐1 and POP‐2 would reduce impacts, though not below a less 

than significant level. 
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POP‐1:  Kern COG, as appropriate and feasible, shall work with its member agencies to implement 

strategies  to create an urban  form designed  to  focus development  in TPAs  in accordance 

with the policies, strategies and investments contained in the 2014 RTP to enhance mobility, 

reduce land consumption, and provide an urban infrastructure and a jobs‐housing balance 

that decreases greenhouse gas emissions. 

POP‐2:  Kern COG shall continue to build consensus in the region relating to changes in land use to 

accommodate future population growth while maintaining the quality of life in the region. 

In addition, Kern COG shall work with neighboring planning agencies and MPOs through 

the San Joaquin Valley to ensure plans and strategies can accommodate future population 

growth. 

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measures  POP‐1  and  POP‐2 would  reduce  project  impacts  to  the maximum  extent  feasible 

within the authority of Kern COG. 

Impacts  of  local  planning  and  development  projects  will  remain  significant  and  unavoidable  because 

improved accessibility from the Plan could facilitate population and economic growth to areas of the region 

that  are  currently  not  developed,  thus  resulting  in  growth  in  some  areas  of  the  Kern  COG  region. 

Additionally, growth associated with the Plan may result in potential gentrification and displacement that 

may  come  as  a  result  of  new  development. While mitigation may  provide  a  reduction  in  impacts  to 

population,  housing  and  employment,  it  cannot  be  known  at  this  time whether  all  future  project‐level 

impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact POP‐2:  Require  the acquisition of right‐of‐ways  that would displace a substantial number of 

existing businesses or homes. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures POP‐3 and POP‐4 would reduce impacts, though not below a less 

than significant level. 

POP‐3:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and  encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to  evaluate alternate  route 

alignments  and  transportation  facilities  that  minimize  the  displacement  of  homes  and 

businesses. An iterative design and impact analysis would help where impacts to homes or 

businesses  are  involved. Potential  impacts  should be minimized  to  the  extent  feasible.  If 

possible, existing rights‐of‐way should be used. 

POP‐4:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  mitigate  impacts  to 

affordable housing as  feasible  through construction of affordable units  (deed restricted  to 
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remain affordable for an appropriate period of time) or payment of any fee established to 

address loss of affordable housing. 

Findings and Rationale 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures  POP‐1  and  POP‐2  require  the  exercise  of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.  

Development of some highway, arterial, and  transit projects proposed under  the Plan would result  in  the 

disturbance and/or loss of residential and business.  In general, the Plan attempts to utilize existing ROWs to 

the maximum extent feasible. However, the Plan includes system expansion projects such as new freeway 

lane miles and new transit track miles that have the potential to result in the loss of land currently used for 

residential and business purposes. While mitigation may provide a reduction  in population, housing and 

employment  impacts,  it  cannot  be  known  at  this  time whether  all  future  project‐level  impacts  can  be 

mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

L. PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES 

Impact FIRE‐1:  Create  a  substantial  need  within  the  region  for  construction  of  additional  public 

facilities, including fire facilities. 

Mitigation 

Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  FIRE‐1  would  reduce  impacts,  though  not  below  a  less  than 

significant level.  

FIRE‐1: Kern  COG,  through  its  Environmental  Review  Program/Intergovernmental  Review  process will 

facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to ensure adequate fire protection services 

will be available to satisfy community needs. The implementing local agency should ensure that the 

fire  department  will  be  available  to  continue  to  provide  acceptable  levels  of  service  with 

implementation of each project.  

Findings and Rationale 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures  POP‐1  and  POP‐2  require  the  exercise  of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies.   The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

 

The 2014 RTP anticipates a growth  forecast with  that  emphasizes growth  in TPAs. As  these urban areas 

increase in population, increase development and transportation projects, and use more transit, additional 

fire and emergency services would be required.  
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The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  throughout  the  Kern  COG  region,  emergency  service  providers  have 

historically accommodated increases in demand (with increased staff and facilities funded through general 

funds  of  each  jurisdiction).  New  or  expanded  transportation  facilities  may  increase  the  demand  for 

emergency personnel and facilities potentially without increasing funding, resulting in a significant impact 

related  to  fire  and  emergency  services.    Increased  development  would  increase  demand  for  fire  and 

emergency  services;  frequently  tax  revenues  associated  with  development  pays  for  increased  services.  

Nonetheless tax revenue is not always sufficient and therefore impacts would remain significant.  

 

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact FIRE‐2:  Expose  people  or  structures  to  a  significant  risk  of  loss,  injury,  or  death  involving 

wildland fires, including whether wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where 

residences are intermixed with wildlands. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures FIRE‐2 and FIRE‐3 would reduce impacts, though not below a less 

than significant level. 

FIRE‐2:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to consider site-specific factors 
to reduce fire hazards for development in wildfire zones.  

FIRE‐3:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to ensure  that  in  the event 

that new development occurs in wildfire zones, the projects comply with safety measures as 

specified by CAL FIRE and the Kern County Fire Department. 

Findings and Rationale 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures  FIRE‐2  and  FIRE‐3  require  the  exercise  of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

because new or expanded  transportation  facilities may  require additional  fire and emergency  services as 

projects to close gaps in the highway network provide new sources of access to all parts of the Kern COG 

region.    The Kern COG  region  has  historically  experienced  threat  of wildfires. New  infrastructure  and 

residential development may be  added within  areas  susceptible  to  these hazards,  thereby  increasing  the 

demand on  fire  and  emergency  services. The  effects of  climate  change,  including  the potential  for more 

extreme weather events, would also increase the threat of wildfire  in some parts of the Kern COG region. 

While mitigation may provide a reduction in fire hazard impacts, it is unknown whether all future project‐

level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  
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The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact  POLICE‐1:   Create  a  substantial  need within  the  region  for  construction  of  additional  police 

facilities. 

Mitigation 

Implementation  of Mitigation Measure POLICE‐1 would  reduce  impacts,  though not  below  a  less  than 

significant level. 

POLICE‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  ensure  adequate police 

services will be available to satisfy community service levels as needed. Implementing and 

Local  agencies  should  ensure  that  the  local  police/sheriff’s  department  will  be  able  to 

continue to provide acceptable levels of service with implementation of each project.  

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities identified in Mitigation Measure POLICE‐1 requires the exercise of discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.   

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

because new development and expanded transportation facilities may require additional police services as 

projects to close gaps in the highway network provide new sources of access to all parts of the Kern COG 

region.   

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact EDU‐1:  Create a substantial need within the region for construction of additional schools. 

Mitigation 

Implementation  of Mitigation Measure  EDU‐1  would  reduce  impacts,  though  not  below  a  less  than 

significant level.  

EDU‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to undertake project‐specific 

review  of  the  impacts  to  educational  facilities  as  part  of  project  specific  environmental 
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review.  For  any  identified  impacts,  project  sponsors  should  ensure  that  the  appropriate 

school district fees are paid in accordance with state law.  

Finding and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure  EDU‐1  requires  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.   

The population of school‐aged children is expected to increase in the region. The transportation investments 

and  land use  strategies  in  the Plan  target development  and growth  in urbanized portions of  the  region, 

specifically  near  transit  and  other  existing  infrastructure,  potentially  affecting  the  demand  for  school 

facilities in those areas. While mitigation may provide a reduction in impacts to school facilities, it cannot be 

known at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact REC‐1:  Increase  the  use  of  existing  neighborhood  and  regional  parks  or  other  recreational 

facilities such that substantial deterioration of the facilities would occur. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures REC‐1 and REC‐2 would reduce impacts, though not below a less 

than significant level. 

REC‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

shall encourage member jurisdictions to explore multiple use spaces and redevelopment in 

areas where  it will provide more opportunities  for recreational uses and access  to natural 

areas close to the urban core. 

REC‐2:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

shall  encourage member  jurisdictions  to  work  as  partners  to  address  regional  outdoor 

recreation needs and to acquire the necessary funding for the implementation of their plans 

and programs. This should be done, in part, by consulting with agencies and organizations 

that have active open space work plans. 

  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

shall  support  local  jurisdictions  and  other  service  providers  in  their  efforts  to  develop 

sustainable  communities  and  provide,  equally  to  all members  of  society,  accessible  and 

effective  services  such  as:  public  education,  housing,  health  care,  social  services, 

recreational facilities, law enforcement, and fire protection. 
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Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures  REC‐1  and  REC‐2  requires  the  exercise  of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.   

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

because  many  of  urbanized  areas  within  the  Kern  COG  region  are  currently  deficient  in  park  space. 

Although policies included in the Plan encourage additional parks and other amenities, many of the areas 

where population would be expected to increase would be areas without sufficient park space, resulting in 

increased use and deterioration of existing neighborhood and regional parks. The Plan also includes projects 

that could result  in  the acquisition of parks and recreational  facilities,  further  increasing use at remaining 

facilities  and  further  reducing  the  ratio  of  parks‐to‐people  in  these  urban  areas. While mitigation may 

provide a reduction in impacts to neighborhood and regional parks and recreational facilities, it cannot be 

known at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact REC‐2:  Require  the  construction  or  expansion  of  recreational  facilities  that might  have  an 

adverse physical effect on the environment. 

Mitigation 

Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measure  REC‐3  would  reduce  impacts,  though  not  below  a  less  than 

significant level. 

REC‐3:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

shall  encourage  Lead  Agencies  for  all  park  and  recreation  projects  to  ensure  that  all 

appropriate  and  feasible  mitigation  measures  identified  and  implemented  in  order  to 

minimize construction and operation‐ related impacts to the surrounding environment.  

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure  REC‐3  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

Many  of  urbanized  areas within  the Kern COG  region  are  currently  deficient  in  park  space. Although 

policies  included  in  the Plan  encourage  additional parks  and  other  amenities, many  of  the  areas where 

population  would  be  expected  to  increase  would  be  areas  without  sufficient  park  space,  resulting  in 

increased use and deterioration of existing neighborhood and regional parks. The Plan also includes projects 

that could result  in  the acquisition of parks and recreational  facilities,  further  increasing use at remaining 

facilities  and  further  reducing  the  ratio  of  parks‐to‐people  in  these  urban  areas. While mitigation may 

provide a reduction in impacts to neighborhood and regional parks and recreational facilities, it cannot be 

known at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  
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The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

M. TRANSPORTATION, TRAFFIC AND SAFETY 

Impact TR‐1:  In  terms of transportation performance measures, a significant  impact may be said to 

occur if the Plan results a substantial increase in VMT or hours of congestion. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures TR‐1 through TR‐5 would reduce impacts, though not below a less 

than significant level. 

TR‐1:  Consistent with the CMP, Kern COG should encourage and work with  local governments 

to develop multimodal performance standards to determine how much traffic, during peak 

hours,  is  acceptable on  state  freeways, highways, and major  streets within Kern County. 

Local  jurisdictions  should  incorporate  multimodal  level  of  service  standards  in  their 

circulation plans  consistent with AB 1358 California Complete Streets Act of 2008 and as 

appropriate for each community facility type, place type and corridor type as recommended 

in  the  latest Highway Capacity Manual update. 11  In addition, Kern COG will work with 

local  agencies  to  identify  frequency  and  routing  of  transit  service,  in  order  to  assist  in 

coordinating transit service provided by separate operators throughout Kern County.  

TR‐2:  Kern  COG  should  pursue  funding  for  Tier  2  RTP  projects  and  programs,  beyond  the 

currently financially and institutionally feasible measures included in the 2014 RTP, which 

may  improve  LOS  results  on  roadway  segments  projected  to  be  at  LOS worse  than E, 

consistent with the CMP complete streets and multimodal LOS policies.  

TR‐3:  In  addition  to  the  current Tier  1  and Tier  2 RTP projects Kern COG  should  continue  to 

explore potential measures to reduce vehicular travel. For example, such measures as car‐

sharing  programs,  additional  car‐  and  vanpool  programs,  additional  bicycle  programs, 

additional  land‐use strategies, and  implementation of a universal employee  transit access 

pass programs should be considered. 

TR‐4:  Kern COG will continue  to encourage and  facilitate  transportation projects  that maximize 

efficiency of the transportation system, and include VMT reduction. 

TR‐5:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to evaluate VMT as part of 

project  specific  review and  identify and  implement measures  that  reduce VMT  including 

mixed  use,  alternative  transportation  facilities  (bike  racks,  transit  stops,  and  pedestrian 

amenities) as appropriate for each local agency. 

                                                           
11 The 2012 update to the project selection criteria includes consideration of highway, bike, and pedestrian level 

of service. To refer to the Kern COG Project Delivery Policies and Procedures please use the following link: 
www.kerncog.org/images/docs/policies/Project_Selection_Process_2012.pdf. 
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Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measures TR‐1, TR‐2, TR‐3 and POP‐2 would reduce project  impacts  to  the maximum extent 

feasible within the authority of Kern COG. 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in  Mitigation  Measure  TR‐5  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

because despite regional planning efforts to improve the efficiency of goods movement, increased demand 

for goods will  lead  to substantial  increases  in  total heavy‐duty  trucks on  the roadway network under  the 

Plan. While mitigation may provide a reduction in impacts to VHD, it cannot be known at this time whether 

all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact TR‐2:   Conflict  with  an  applicable  congestion  management  program,  including,  but  not 

limited  to,  level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards 

established  by  the  County  congestion management  agency  for  designated  roads  or 

highways. 

Mitigation 

Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measures  TR‐6  would  reduce  impacts,  though  not  below  a  less  than 

significant level. 

TR‐6:  Kern  COG  should  inform  jurisdictions with  projected  LOS  E  and  F  roadway  segments 

under  the Plan  of  the potential need  to develop  a Deficiency Plan under  the Kern CMP 

before 2040 through the RTP process. Kern COG shall work with these agencies to identify 

and  implement  changes  that would  increase  use  of  alternative  transportation  and  other 

means to reduce congestion consistent with the CMP. 

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation  Measure  TR‐6  would  reduce  project  impacts  to  the  maximum  extent  feasible  within  the 

authority of Kern COG. 

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

because despite  regional planning efforts  to  improve  the efficiency of  transportation  system,  increases  in 

population would result in increased congestion on roadways, it cannot be known at this time whether all 

future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 
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agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

N. UTILITIES 

Impact ENERGY‐1:  Substantially  increase  the  consumption  of  electricity,  natural  gas,  gasoline, 

diesel, or other nonrenewable energy types. 

Mitigation 

Implementation  of Mitigation Measure ENERGY‐1 would  reduce  impacts,  though not  below  a  less  than 

significant level. 

ENERGY‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to implement energy saving 

policies  and projects  that  incorporate  renewable  and  alternative  energy  to  the maximum 

extent feasible.  

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities identified in Mitigation Measure ENERGY‐1 requires the exercise of discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.  

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

because construction projects and development associated with  the Plan would  involve  the use of diesel‐

powered heavy equipment, portable diesel generators, and other battery‐operated support equipment, as 

well as electricity  from  the existing grid.   These activities would result  in  the  irreversible consumption of 

diesel fuel (and other fuels). While regulatory agencies and energy providers are likely to continue efforts to 

meet  long‐term  energy  needs,  reduce  energy  consumption,  and  utilize  alternative  energy  sources,  an 

increase  in  non‐renewable  energy  resources will  be  necessary  to  support  forecasted  population  growth. 

While mitigation may provide a reduction in impacts to non‐renewable energy types, it is cannot be known 

at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact ENERGY‐2:  Use  substantial  amounts  of  electricity  and  natural  gas,  thereby  requiring  the 

construction  of new  facilities  and new  sources  of  energy  or major  improvements  to 

local infrastructure.  
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Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures ENERGY‐2  through ENERGY‐4 would  reduce  impacts,  though 

not below a less than significant level. 

ENERGY‐2:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to streamline permitting and 

provide public  information  to  facilitate  accelerated  construction of geothermal,  solar  and 

wind power generation facilities and transmission line improvements. 

ENERGY‐3:   Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage utilities  to  increase capacity of existing  transmission  lines  to 

meet forecast demand that supports sustainable growth, where feasible and appropriate in 

coordination with local planning agencies. 

ENERGY‐4:  Kern COG shall continue to consider energy uncertainty impacts prior to the development 

of the next RTP/SCS. Topics that shall be considered include: 

 How the price and availability of transportation fuels affects revenues and demand; 

 How increases in fuel efficiency could affect revenues and emissions; 

 How  the  cost  of  commuting  and  personal  travel  affects  mode  choice  and  growth 

patterns; 

 How the cost of goods movement affects international trade and employment; or 

 How  the  escalation  of  fuel  prices  affects  the  cost  of  infrastructure  construction, 

maintenance and operation. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities identified in Mitigation Measure ENERGY‐2 and ENERGY‐3 requires the exercise 

of discretionary authority to implement project‐specific mitigation that is wholly within the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.  

Mitigation Measure ENERGY‐4 would reduce project  impacts to the maximum extent feasible within the 

authority of Kern COG. 

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

because transportation and development project included in the Plan would require electricity and natural 

gas  during  both  construction  and  operational  phases which  could  necessitate  new  infrastructure. While 

mitigation may provide a reduction  in  impacts to electricity and natural gas use, cannot be known at this 

time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 
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Impact ENERGY‐3:  Uncover and potentially sever underground utility lines. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure ENERGY‐2 through ENERGY‐4 would reduce impacts, though not 

below a less than significant level. 

ENERGY‐5:  Kern COG through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  coordinate  with  local 

utility providers while implementing local projects.  

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities identified in Mitigation Measure ENERGY‐5 requires the exercise of discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.  

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

because  transportation  and  development  project  included  in  the  Plan would  require  ground  disturbing 

activities that could uncover utility lines. While mitigation may provide a reduction in impacts, it cannot be 

known at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact WWAT‐1:  Exceed the capacity of existing or planned wastewater treatment systems. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures WWAT‐1 and WWAT‐2 would reduce impacts, though not below 

a less than significant level. 

WWAT‐1:  Kern COG through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to  (1) coordinate with  local 

wastewater  treatment  providers  in  order  to  ensure  that  existing  and/or  planned  sewer 

conveyance  and  treatment  facilities  are  capable  of  meeting  wastewater  flow  capacity 

requirements  for  local  projects;  and  (2)  support  new  development  in  service  areas with 

existing wastewater  infrastructure  and  treatment  capacity, making  greater  use  of  those 

facilities prior to incurring new infrastructure costs. 

WWAT‐2:  Kern COG through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and  encourage wastewater  treatment agencies  to  (1) maximize  efficiency of 

wastewater treatment; and (2) have expansion plans, approvals and financing in place once 

their  facilities  are  operating  near  capacity.  Kern  COG  shall  provide  opportunities  for 

information sharing and program development. 
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Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities identified in Mitigation Measure WWAT‐1 and WWAT‐2 requires the exercise of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.  

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

the Plan includes a growth forecast that focuses development in urban areas. In less developed areas of the 

region, new housing and employment developments would  require additional wastewater  infrastructure 

and  control measures  to minimize  additional  wastewater  generation.  The  higher  density  development 

proposed as part of the 2014 RTP would also require construction of wastewater infrastructure with greater 

conveyance capacity. While mitigation may provide a reduction in impacts, it cannot be known at this time 

whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact SWASTE‐1:  Generate  a  substantial  increase  in  the  amount  of  solid waste  that  exceeds  the 

region’s available landfills’ capacity to handle and dispose of the waste. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures SWASTE‐1  through SWASTE‐3 would  reduce  impacts,  though 

not below a less than significant level. 

SWASTE‐1:  Kern COG through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  diversion  of  solid waste  such  as  recycling  and  composting 

programs. 

SWASTE‐2:  Kern COG through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage local jurisdictions to require project sponsors to integrate green 

building measures  into project design  such  as  those  identified  in  the US Green Building 

Council’s  Leadership  in  Energy  and  Environmental  Design,  energy  Star Homes,  Green 

Point  Rated Homes,  and  the  California  Green  Builder  Program.  These measures  could 

include the following: 

 Reuse and minimization of construction and demolition (C&D) debris and diversion of 

C&D waste from landfills to recycling facilities. 

 The inclusion of a waste management plan that promotes maximum C&D diversion. 

 Source reduction through (1) use of materials that are more durable and easier to repair 

and maintain, (2) design to generate less scrap material through dimensional planning, 

(3)  increased recycled content, (4) use of reclaimed materials, and (5) use of structural 

materials  in  a  dual  role  as  finish material  (e.g.  stained  concrete  flooring,  unfinished 

ceilings, etc.). 
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 Reuse of existing structure and shell in renovation projects. 

 Design for deconstruction without compromising safety. 

 Design  for  flexibility  through  the  use  of  moveable  walls,  raised  floors,  modular 

furniture, moveable task lighting, and other reusable building components. 

 Development of indoor recycling program and space. 

SWASTE‐3:  Kern COG through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  local  jurisdictions  and  waste  management  agencies  to 

discourage  the  siting  of  new  landfills  unless  all  other  waste  reduction  and  prevention 

actions have been fully explored. If landfill siting or expansion is necessary, landfills should 

be  sited  with  an  adequate  landfill‐owned,  undeveloped  land  buffer  to  minimize  the 

potential adverse impacts of the landfill in neighboring communities. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure  SWASTE‐1  through  SWASTE‐3  require  the 

exercise  of  discretionary  authority  to  implement  project‐specific  mitigation  that  is  wholly  within  the 

responsibility of local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.  

The  large volume of anticipated waste will  result  in  the need  to move waste  to  landfills  located at  some 

distance  from where  the waste  is generated. While  the Kern COG  region has  sufficient  capacity  to meet 

anticipated solid waste needs, there may be insufficient waste disposal capacity in the areas where the waste 

is being generated,  in particular  in  the urbanized parts of  the  region. As a  result, waste may need  to be 

shipped  by  truck  or  rail  from  urbanized  areas  to  the  remote  disposal  locations where  capacity  exists, 

resulting in significant truck and rail trips to transport waste. While mitigation may provide a reduction in 

impacts to demand for solid waste services, it cannot be known at this time whether all future project‐level 

impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

O. WATER RESOURCES 

Impact WAT‐1:  Violate  any  water  quality  standards  or  waste  discharge  requirements  or  otherwise 

substantially degrade water quality, or substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 

of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in 

a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on‐ or off‐site. 

Mitigation 

Implementation  of Mitigation Measure WAT‐1  would  reduce  impacts,  though  not  below  a  less  than 

significant level. 
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WAT‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to undergo individual project 

review and comply with NPDES requirements and all applicable storm water regulations.  

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure WAT‐1  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.  

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

due  to  the  regional scale of  the Plan.   Construction activities of projects and developments  related  to  the 

Plan would  increase  impervious  surfaces  in  the Kern COG  region,  thus  potentially  increasing  pollutant 

loads carried by storm water runoff. Additionally, most of the Plan projects would occur within watersheds 

that  have  impaired  water  bodies.    Any  increase  in  contaminant  loading  in  these  water  bodies  by 

constituents of concern as a result of the Plan’s implementation would be considered a significant  impact. 

While mitigation may provide a reduction  in  impacts  to water resources,  it cannot be known at  this  time 

whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact WAT‐2:  Substantially interfere with groundwater recharge.  

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures WAT‐2 through WAT‐5 would reduce impacts, though not below 

a less than significant level. 

WAT‐2:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  ensure  that  projects 

requiring  continual  dewatering  facilities  implement  monitoring  systems  and  long‐term 

administrative  procedures  to  prevent  degrading  of  surface water  and minimize,  to  the 

greatest  extent  possible,  adverse  impacts  on  groundwater  for  the  life  of  the  project. 

Construction  designs  should  comply  with  appropriate  building  codes  and  standard 

practices including the Uniform Building Code. 

WAT‐3:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to maximize, where practical 

and  feasible, permeable  surface area  in existing urbanized areas  to protect water quality, 

reduce  flooding,  allow  for  groundwater  recharge,  and  preserve  wildlife  habitat.  New 

impervious surfaces should be minimized to the greatest extent possible, including the use 

of in‐lieu fees and off‐site mitigation. 
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WAT‐4:    Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  consider  groundwater 

recharge in planning of land use and transportation projects.  

WAT‐5:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to  reduce hardscape  to  the 

extent feasible to facilitate groundwater recharge as appropriate. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure WAT‐2 through WAT‐5 require the exercise of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.  

New  impervious  surfaces  installed  through  new  roadway  projects  under  the Plan,  in  addition  to  urban 

development  associated with  the population distribution  in  2040, would  increase  runoff  and potentially 

affect groundwater recharge rates. While mitigation would reduce impacts to water resources, it cannot be 

known at this time whether all future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact WAT‐3:  Place  housing  within  a  100‐year  flood  hazard  area  as  mapped  on  a  federal  Flood 

Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map; 

or place within a 100‐year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect 

flood flows; or expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 

involving  flooding,  including  flooding  as  a  result  of  the  failure  of  a  levee  or  dam; 

and/or inundation by seiche or mudflow. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures WAT‐6 and WAT‐7 would  reduce  impacts,  though not below a 

less than significant level. 

WAT‐6:   Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to conduct or require project‐

specific  hydrology  studies  for  projects  proposed  to  be  constructed within  floodplains  to 

demonstrate  compliance  with  applicable  federal,  state,  and  local  agency  flood‐control 

regulations. These  studies  should  identify project design  features or mitigation measures 

that reduce  impacts  to either  floodplains or  flood  flows such  that  the project  is consistent 

with federal, state, and local regulations and laws related to development in the floodplain. 

WAT‐7:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to,  the  extent  feasible  and 

appropriate,  prevent  development  in  flood  hazard  areas  that  do  not  have  appropriate 

protections and  to  avoid  decreasing  floodway  channel  capacity.    Accumulation  and 
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establishment  of woody  vegetation  that  is  not managed may  have  negative  impacts  on 

channel  capacity  and  may  increase  the  potential  overtopping  or  other  failure.    As 

applicable,  channel  and  levee  improvements  and  maintenance  should  prevent  and/or 

reduce hydraulic impacts. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure WAT‐6  and WAT‐7  require  the  exercise  of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.  

Construction activities of projects and developments related to the Plan would increase impervious surfaces 

in  the Kern COG region, which could alter existing drainage patterns or substantially  increase  the rate or 

amount of surface runoff. This alteration could result in flooding or produce or contribute runoff water that 

would  exceed  the  capacity  of  existing  or  planned  storm  water  drainage  systems.  In  addition,  some 

development may occur within an existing  floodplain where structures can  impede  flood waters, altering 

the  flood  risks  both  upstream  and  downstream. While  mitigation  may  provide  a  higher  reduction  in 

impacts  to  flooding hazards  than without mitigation,  it  cannot be known at  this  time whether all  future 

project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

Impact WAT‐4:  Substantially  increase  demand  for  water  such  that  existing  supplies  and  facilities 

would not be able to accommodate demand. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measures WAT‐8 through WAT‐18 would reduce impacts, though not below 

a less than significant level. 

WAT‐8:  Kern  COG,  in  coordination  with  regional  water  agencies  and  other  stakeholders,  shall 

encourage regional coordination throughout California to develop and support sustainable 

policies in accommodating growth. 

WAT‐9:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  regional water  agencies  to  consider,  to  the  extent  feasible, 

potential climate change hydrology and attendant impacts on available water supplies and 

reliability  in  the process of creating or modifying systems  to manage water  resources  for 

both  year  round use  and  ecosystem health. As  the methodology  and  base data  for  such 

decisions  is  still  developing,  agencies  should  use  the  best  currently  available  science  in 

decision making.  

WAT‐10:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  reduce  exterior uses  of 

water in public areas, and promote reductions in private homes and businesses by shifting 
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to  drought‐tolerant  native  landscape  plantings,  using  weather‐based  irrigation  systems, 

educating  other  public  agencies  about  water  use,  and  installing  related  water  pricing 

incentives.  Kern  COG  will  also  encourage  local  jurisdictions  to  work  with  local  water 

retailers  to promote  the availability of drought resistant  landscaping options and provide 

information on where these can be purchased. Use of reclaimed water especially in median 

landscaping and hillside landscaping should be implemented where feasible. 

WAT‐11:  Future  impacts  to  water  supply  shall  be  minimized  through  cooperation,  information 

sharing, and program development as part of  the Kern COG’s ongoing regional planning 

efforts, in‐coordination with regional water agencies, and other stakeholders. 

WAT‐12:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies to coordinate with the  local 

water provider to ensure that existing and/or planned water supply and water conveyance 

facilities are capable of meeting water demand/pressure requirements. In accordance with 

state  law, a Water Supply Assessment  should be  required  for projects  that meet  the  size 

requirements  specified  in  the  regulations.  In  coordination with  the  local water provider, 

each  project  sponsor  should  identify  specific  on‐  and  off‐site  improvements  needed  to 

ensure  that  impacts  related  to  water  supply  and  conveyance  demand/pressure 

requirements  are addressed prior  to  issuance of a  certificate of occupancy. Water  supply 

and conveyance demand/pressure clearance from the local water provider will be required 

at the time that a water connection permit application is submitted. 

WAT 13:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  implement  water 

conservation measures  in new development  that should  include but not be  limited  to  the 

following: 

 High efficiency toilets 

 Restroom faucets with automatic shut‐off 

 High efficiency clothes washers 

 High efficiency dishwashers 

 Use of reclaimed water for appropriate uses 

 Water  saving  irrigation measures  including: weather‐based  irrigation  controller with 

rain shut‐off. 

WAT‐14:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  consult with  the  local 

water provider to identify feasible and reasonable measures to reduce water consumption, 

including,  but  not  limited  to,  systems  to  use  reclaimed  water  for  landscaping,  drip 

irrigation, re‐circulating hot water systems, water conserving landscape techniques (such as 

mulching,  installation  of  drip  irrigation  systems,  landscape  design  to  group  plants  of 

similar  water  demand,  soil  moisture  sensors,  automatic  irrigation  systems,  clustered 

landscaped  areas  to maximize  the  efficiency  of  the  irrigation  system), water  conserving 

kitchen and bathroom fixtures and appliances, thermostatically controlled mixing valves for 

baths and showers, and insulated hot water lines. 

WAT‐15:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to comply with local drought 

measures as appropriate including prohibiting hose watering of driveways and associated 
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walkways; requiring decorative fountains to use recycled water, and repairing water leaks 

in a timely manner. 

WAT‐16  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and  encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to adopt and  implement a 

comprehensive strategy to increase water conservation and the use of recycled water. Below 

are examples of types of measures that could be used as appropriate and feasible.   

 Water Consumption Reduction Target: Regional water agencies should work together 

to set a target to reduce per capita water consumption by 2020. 

 Water  Conservation  Plan:  Regional  water  agencies  should  establish  a  water 

conservation plan that may include such policies and actions as: 

Tiered rate structures for water use; 

Restrictions on time of use for landscape watering, and other demand management 

strategies; 

Performance standards for irrigation equipment and water fixtures; 

Requirements  that  increased  demand  from  new  construction  are  offset  with 

reductions so that there is no net increase in water use. 

 Recycled Water Use: Local  jurisdictions and  regional water agencies should establish 

programs and policies to increase the use of recycled water, including: 

Create an inventory of non‐potable water uses within the jurisdiction that could be 

served with recycled water; 

Produce  and  promote  the  use  of  recycled water  for  agricultural,  industrial,  and 

irrigation purposes, including grey water systems for residential irrigation; 

Produce  and  promote  the  use  of  treated,  recycled water  for  potable  uses where 

greenhouse  gas  emissions  from  producing  such water  are  lower  than  from 

other potable sources. 

 Water Conservation Outreach: Local  jurisdictions and regional water agencies should 

implement a public education and outreach campaign to promote water conservation, 

and highlights specific water‐wasting activities  to discourage, such as  the watering of 

non‐vegetated surfaces and using water to clean sidewalks and driveways. 

WAT‐17:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage  implementing and local agencies to establish building design 

guidelines  and  criteria  to promote water‐efficient  building design,  including minimizing 

the amount of non‐roof impervious surfaces around the building(s) and menus and check‐

lists for developers and contractors to ensure water‐efficient infrastructure and technology 

are  used  in  new  construction,  including  low‐flow  toilets  and  shower  heads,  moisture‐

sensing irrigation, and other such advances. 

WAT‐18:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  establish  criteria  and 

standards to permit the safe and effective use of gray water (on‐site water recycling), and 

review and appropriately revise, without compromising health and safety, other building 

code requirements that might prevent the use of such systems. 



ATTACHMENT 1:  FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
 

 
Findings of Fact ‐ 69 

 

Findings and Rationale 

Mitigation Measures WAT‐8 and WAT‐11 would reduce project  impacts  to  the maximum extent  feasible 

within the authority of Kern COG. 

The mitigation activities identified in Mitigation Measure WAT‐9 and 10 and 12 through WAT‐18 require 

the  exercise of discretionary  authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the 

responsibility of local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.  

The individual impacts of local planning and development projects will remain significant and unavoidable 

due to the regional scale of the Plan.  Even with long‐range plans accounting for anticipated growth, some 

water agencies could experience average year water supply deficits within the lifetime of the Plan if current 

management and supply efforts are not augmented. Reduction in water supply, as well as uncertainty in the 

reliability of that supply, could result from increased temperatures due to global climate change, as well as 

regulatory  or  legislative  decisions  that  affect  the  availability  of  imported water. While mitigation may 

provide a reduction  in  impacts  to water demand and supply,  it cannot be known at  this time whether all 

future project‐level impacts can be mitigated to a less than significant level.  

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  specific  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  or  other  considerations, 

including  policy  considerations  make mandatory  project‐specific  mitigation  measures  directed  at  local 

agencies infeasible. Since no specific feasible mitigation measures or project alternatives have been found to 

reduce the impact to a less than significant level, this impact remains significant and unavoidable. The Kern 

COG Board finds that the significant impact is acceptable due to the overriding considerations that support 

adoption of the 2014 RTP, discussed in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 

IV.  FINDINGS THAT SIGNIFICANT UNAVOIDABLE IMPACTS ARE MITIGATED TO A LEVEL OF 

LESS THAN SIGNIFICANCE 

A.   BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Impact BIO‐5: Conflict with any  local policies or ordinances protecting biological  resources, such as a 

preservation policy or ordinance. 

Impact  BIO‐6:  Conflict with  the  provisions  of  an  adopted  habitat  conservation  plan  (HCP),  natural 

communities  conservation  plan  (NCCP),  or  other  approved  local,  regional,  or  state 

habitat conservation plan 

Mitigation 

Mitigation Measures BIO‐1  through BIO‐12, would  help  reduce  Impacts BIO‐5  and BIO‐6. While Kern 

COG  has  no  authority  to  impose  these  measures,  some  of  these  measures  are  required  by  existing 

regulations, and it is anticipated that as a result of regulatory compliance and standard requirements, these 

impacts would be less than significant at the regional level and TPA level. 

BIO‐1:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to document Special‐Status 

Plant Populations as follows: 
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  Retain  a  qualified  botanist  to  document  the  presence  or  absence  of  special‐status  plants 

before project  implementation.  Implement  the  following steps  to document special‐ status 

plants: 

 Review  Existing  Information.  The  botanist  should  review  the most  current  existing 

information to develop a list of special‐status plants that have a potential to occur in the 

specific project area. Sources of information consulted should include CDFW’s CNDDB, 

previously prepared  environmental documents,  city  and  county general plans, HCPs 

and NCCPs, and the CNPS electronic inventory. 

 Coordinate  with  Agencies.  The  botanist  should  coordinate  with  the  appropriate 

agencies (CDFW, USFWS, Caltrans) to discuss botanical resource issues and determine 

the appropriate level of surveys necessary to document special‐status plants. 

 Conduct Field Studies. The botanist should evaluate existing habitat conditions for each 

project  and determine what  level  of botanical  surveys may  be  required. The  type  of 

botanical survey should depend on species richness, habitat type and quality, and the 

probability of  special‐status  species occurring  in a particular habitat  type. Depending 

on  these  factors  and  the proposed  construction  activity, one or  a  combination of  the 

following levels of survey may be required: 

 Habitat  Assessment.  A  habitat  assessment will  be  conducted  to  determine whether 

suitable habitat is present. This type of assessment can be conducted at any time of year 

and is used to assess and characterize habitat conditions and determine whether return 

surveys are necessary. If no suitable habitat is present, no additional surveys should be 

required. 

 Species‐Focused Surveys. Species‐focused surveys (or target species surveys) should be 

conducted  if  suitable  habitat  is  present  for  special‐status  plants. The  surveys  should 

focus on special‐status plants  that could grow  in  the region, and would be conducted 

during a period when the target species are evident and identifiable. 

 Floristic  Protocol‐Level  Surveys.  Floristic  surveys  that  follow  the  CNPS  Botanical 

Survey Guidelines should be conducted in areas that are relatively undisturbed and/or 

have a moderate to high potential to support special‐status plants. The CNPS Botanical 

Survey  Guidelines  require  that  all  species  be  identified  to  the  level  necessary  to 

determine  whether  they  qualify  as  special‐status  plants,  or  are  plant  species  with 

unusual or significant range extensions. The guidelines also require  that  field surveys 

be conducted when special‐status plants  that could occur  in  the area are evident and 

identifiable. To account  for different special‐status plant  identification periods, one or 

more series of field surveys may be required in spring and summer months. 

  Special‐status plant populations identified during the field surveys should be mapped and 

documented as part of CEQA and NEPA process, as applicable. 

BIO‐2:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to avoid or Minimize Impacts 

on  Special‐Status Plant Populations  by Redesigning  the Project, Protecting  Special‐Status 

Plant Populations, and Developing a Transplantation Plan  (If necessary and approved by 

resource agencies) 
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  If special‐status plants are identified in their project area, the proponents of specific projects 

included in the proposed RTP should implement the following measures, as appropriate, to 

avoid and minimize impacts on special‐status plants: 

 Redesign or modify their project to avoid direct and indirect impacts on special status 

plants, if feasible. 

 Protect  special‐status  plants  near  their  project  site  by  installing  environmentally 

sensitive area fencing (orange construction barrier fencing) around special‐status plant 

populations. The environmentally sensitive area fencing should be installed at least 20 

feet from the edge of the population. The  location of the fencing should be marked  in 

the  field  with  stakes  and  flagging  and  shown  on  the  construction  drawings.  The 

construction  specifications  should  contain  clear  language  that prohibits  construction‐

related activities, vehicle operation, material and equipment storage, and other surface‐

disturbing activities within the fenced environmentally sensitive area. 

  Coordinate with the appropriate resource agencies and local experts to determine whether 

transplantation is feasible. If the agencies concur that transplantation is a feasible mitigation 

measure,  the  botanist  should  develop  and  implement  a  transplantation  plan  through 

coordination with  the  appropriate  agencies. The  special‐status plant  transplantation plan 

should  involve  identifying a  suitable  transplant  site; moving  the plant material and  seed 

bank  to  the  transplant  site;  collecting  seed material and propagating  it  in a nursery; and 

monitoring the transplant sites to document recruitment and survival rates. 

BIO‐3:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate and encourage  implementing and  local agencies  to document  special‐status 

wildlife species and their habitats as follows: 

  Retain a qualified wildlife biologist to document the presence or absence of suitable habitat 

for special‐status wildlife in the highway project study area. The following steps should be 

implemented  to  document  special‐status  wildlife  and  their  habitats  for  each  highway 

project: 

 Review Existing Information. The wildlife biologist should review existing information 

to develop a  list of special‐status wildlife species  that could occur  in  the project area. 

The  following  information  should  be  reviewed  as  part  of  this  process:  the  USFWS 

special‐status species list for the project region, CDFW’s CNDDB, previously prepared 

environmental  documents,  city  and  county  general  plans,  HCPs  and  NCCPs  (if 

applicable), and USFWS issued biological opinions for previous projects. 

 Coordinate with State and Federal Agencies. The wildlife biologist should coordinate 

with  the  appropriate  agencies  (CDFW,  USFWS,  and  Caltrans)  to  discuss  wildlife 

resource  issues  in  the project  region  and determine  the  appropriate  level  of  surveys 

necessary to document special‐status wildlife and their habitats. 

 Conduct  Field  Studies.  The  wildlife  biologist  should  evaluate  existing  habitat 

conditions and determine what level of biological surveys may be required. The type of 

survey required should depend on species richness, habitat  type and quality, and  the 

probability of  special‐status  species occurring  in a particular habitat  type. Depending 

on  the  existing  conditions  in  the project  area and  the proposed  construction  activity, 

one or a combination of the following levels of survey may be required: 
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 Habitat  Assessment.  A  habitat  assessment  determines  whether  suitable  habitat  is 

present. This  type of assessment can be conducted at any  time of year and  is used  to 

assess and characterize habitat conditions and to determine whether return surveys are 

necessary. If no suitable habitat is present, no additional surveys should be required. 

 Species‐Focused Surveys. Species‐focused surveys (or target species surveys) should be 

conducted if suitable habitat is present for special‐status wildlife and if it is necessary to 

determine the presence or absence of the species in the project area. The surveys should 

focus on  special‐status wildlife  species  that have  the potential  to occur  in  the  region. 

The surveys should be conducted during a period when the target species are present 

and/or active. 

 Protocol‐Level Wildlife Surveys. The project proponent should comply with protocols 

and guidelines issued by responsible agencies for certain special‐status species. USFWS 

and  CDFW  have  issued  survey  protocols  and  guidelines  for  several  special‐status 

wildlife species that could occur in the project region, including (but not limited to) the 

California red‐legged frog, blunt‐nosed leopard lizard, desert tortoise and San Joaquin 

kit fox. The protocols and guidelines may require that surveys be conducted during a 

particular time of year and/or time of day when the species is present and active. Many 

survey protocols  require  that  only  a USFWS permitted  or CDFW‐approved biologist 

perform  the  surveys.  The  project  proponent  should  coordinate with  the  appropriate 

state or federal agency biologist before the initiation of protocol‐level surveys to ensure 

that the survey results would be valid. Because some species can be difficult to detect or 

observe, multiple field techniques may be used during a survey period and additional 

surveys may be required in subsequent seasons or years as outlined in the protocol or 

guidelines for each species. 

  Special‐status  wildlife  or  suitable  habitat  identified  during  the  field  surveys  should  be 

mapped and documented as part of the CEQA and NEPA documentation, as applicable. 

BIO‐4:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  avoid  and Minimize 

Impacts on Special‐Status Wildlife Species by Redesigning  the Project, Protecting Special‐

Status Wildlife Habitat, and Developing a Mitigation Monitoring Plan (If Necessary) 

 This mitigation measure  focuses  on  avoiding  and minimizing  all direct  and  indirect 

effects  on  special‐status  wildlife.  Implement  the  following  measures  to  avoid  and 

minimize impacts on special‐status wildlife and their habitats: 

 Redesign or modify  the project  to avoid direct and  indirect  impacts on  special‐status 

wildlife or their habitats, if feasible. 

 Protect  special‐status  wildlife  and  their  habitat  near  the  project  site  by  installing 

environmentally  sensitive  area  fencing  around  habitat  features,  such  as  seasonal 

wetlands,  burrows,  and  nest  trees.  The  environmentally  sensitive  area  fencing  or 

staking  should  be  installed  at  a  distance  from  the  edge  of  the  resource  determined 

through coordination with state and federal agency biologists (USFWS and CDFW). The 

location  of  the  fencing  should  be marked  in  the  field with  stakes  and  flagging  and 

shown  on  the  construction  drawings.  The  construction  specifications  should  contain 

clear language that prohibits construction‐related activities, vehicle operation, material 

and  equipment  storage,  and  other  surface‐disturbing  activities  within  the  fenced 

environmentally sensitive area. 
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 Restrict  construction‐related  activities  to  the  non‐breeding  season  for  special‐status 

wildlife  species  that  could  occur  in  the  project  area.  Timing  restrictions  may  vary 

depending on the species and could occur during any time of the year. Coordinate with 

the appropriate resource agencies to determine whether a monitoring plan for special‐

status wildlife  is  necessary  as  part  of  all  highway  projects.  If  a monitoring  plan  is 

required,  it  should be developed  and  implemented  in  coordination with  appropriate 

agencies and should include 

o a description of each of  the protected wildlife species and any suitable habitat  for 

special‐status species that could occur at the project site; 

o the locations of known occurrences of special‐status wildlife species within 1.0 mile 

of the project site; 

o the  location and  size of no‐disturbance zones  in and adjacent  to environmentally 

sensitive areas for wildlife; 

o directions on the handling and relocating of special‐status wildlife species found on 

the project site that are in immediate danger of being destroyed; and 

o notification and reporting requirements for special‐status species that are identified 

on the project site. 

BIO‐5:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  identify  and Document 

Riparian Habitat as follows: 

  Retain a qualified biologist to document the location, type, extent, and habitat functions and 

values  for  riparian  communities  that  occur  in  the  site‐specific  project  area  and  could  be 

affected by  their project. This  information  should be mapped and documented as part of 

CEQA and NEPA documentation, as applicable. 

BIO‐6:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  avoid  and Minimize 

Disturbance of Riparian Communities as follows: 

  If  riparian  communities  are  present  in  the  project  area,  avoid  or minimize  impacts  on 

riparian communities by implementing the following measures: 

 Redesign  or  modify  the  project  to  avoid  direct  and  indirect  impacts  on  riparian 

communities, if feasible. 

 Protect  riparian  communities  near  the  project  site  by  installing  environmentally 

sensitive  area  fencing  at  least  20  feet  from  the  edge  of  the  riparian  vegetation. 

Depending on  site‐specific  conditions,  this buffer may be narrower or wider  than  20 

feet. The location of the fencing should be marked in the field with stakes and flagging 

and  shown  on  the  construction  drawings.  The  construction  specifications  should 

contain clear  language  that prohibits construction‐related activities, vehicle operation, 

material  and  equipment  storage,  and  other  surface‐disturbing  activities  within  the 

fenced environmentally sensitive area. 

 Minimize the potential for long‐term loss of riparian vegetation by trimming vegetation 

rather  than  removing  the entire  shrub. Shrub vegetation  should be cut at  least 1  foot 

above  ground  level  to  leave  the  root  systems  intact  and  allow  for  more  rapid 

regeneration  of  the  species. Cutting  should  be  limited  to  a minimum  area  necessary 
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within  the construction zone. This  type of  removal should be allowed only  for shrub 

species  (all  trees should be avoided)  in areas  that do not provide habitat  for sensitive 

species (e.g., willow flycatcher). To protect migratory birds, woody riparian vegetation 

should  not  be  removed  March  15  through  September  15,  as  required  under  the 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act. 

BIO‐7:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to compensate for the Loss of 

Riparian Community as follows: 

  If riparian vegetation is removed as part of their project, compensate for the loss of riparian 

vegetation  to  ensure  no  net  loss  of  habitat  functions  and  values.  Compensation  ratios 

should  be  based  on  site‐specific  information  and  determined  through  coordination with 

state and federal agencies (including CDFW, USFWS, USACE, and NMFS). Compensation 

should  be  provided  at  a minimum  1:1  ratio  (1 acre  restored  or  created  for  every  1  acre 

removed) and may be a combination of on‐site restoration/creation, off‐site restoration, or 

mitigation credits. Develop a restoration and monitoring plan  that describes how riparian 

habitat should be enhanced or recreated and monitored over a minimum period of time, as 

determined by  the appropriate  state and  federal agencies.  Implement  the  restoration and 

monitoring plan. 

BIO‐8:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  identify  and Delineate 

Waters of the United States (Including Jurisdictional and Isolated Wetlands). 

  Wetlands  should  be  identified  using  both  the USACE  and USFWS/CDFW definitions  of 

wetlands. USACE jurisdictional wetlands should be delineated using the methods outlined 

in  the  USACE  1987  Wetlands  Delineation  Manual  and  the  Arid  West  Manual.  The 

jurisdictional boundary for other waters of the United States should be identified based on: 

 The  shore  established  by  the  fluctuations  of  water  and  indicated  by  physical 

characteristics such as clear, natural  line  impressed on  the bank, shelving, changes  in 

the  character  of  soil,  destruction  of  terrestrial  vegetation,  the  presence  of  litter  and 

debris, or other appropriate means that consider the characteristics of the surrounding 

area (33 CFR 328.3[e]). 

  This  information  should  be mapped  and  documented  as  part  of  the  CEQA  and NEPA 

documentation, as applicable, and in wetland delineation reports.  

BIO‐9:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  avoid  and Minimize 

Disturbance of Waters of the United States, Including Wetland Communities. 

  Avoid and minimize  impacts on wetlands and other waters of  the United States  (creeks, 

steams, and rivers) by implementing the following measures: 

 Redesign or modify the project to avoid direct and indirect impacts on wetland habitats. 

 Protect wetland habitats  that occur near  the project site by  installing environmentally 

sensitive area fencing at least 20 feet from the edge of the wetland. Depending on site‐

specific conditions and permit requirements, this buffer may be wider than 20 feet (e.g., 

250  feet  for  seasonal wetlands  that are  considered  special‐status  shrimp habitat). The 

location  of  the  fencing  should  be marked  in  the  field with  stakes  and  flagging  and 
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shown  on  the  construction  drawings.  The  construction  specifications  should  contain 

clear language that prohibits construction‐related activities, vehicle operation, material 

and  equipment  storage,  and  other  surface‐disturbing  activities  within  the  fenced 

environmentally sensitive area. 

 Avoid  installation  activities  in  saturated  or  ponded wetlands during  the wet  season 

(spring  and  winter)  to  the  maximum  extent  possible.  Where  such  activities  are 

unavoidable, protective practices, such as use of padding or vehicles with balloon tires, 

should be used. 

 Where determined necessary by resource specialists, use geotextile cushions and other 

materials  (e.g.,  timber  pads,  prefabricated  equipment  pads,  or  geotextile  fabric)  in 

saturated conditions to minimize damage to the substrate and vegetation. 

 Stabilize exposed  slopes and  stream banks  immediately on  completion of  installation 

activities.  Other  waters  of  the  United  States  should  be  restored  in  a  manner  that 

encourages vegetation to reestablish to its pre‐project condition and reduces the effects 

of erosion on the drainage system. 

 In highly erodible stream systems, stabilize banks using a non‐vegetative material that 

will bind the soil initially and break down within a few years. If the project engineers 

determine  that more aggressive  erosion  control  treatments are needed, use geotextile 

mats, excelsior blankets, or other soil stabilization products. 

 During  construction,  remove  trees,  shrubs,  debris,  or  soils  that  are  inadvertently 

deposited below the ordinary high‐water mark of drainages in a manner that minimizes 

disturbance of the drainage bed and bank. 

  These measures should be incorporated into contract specifications and implemented by the 

construction contractor. In addition, the project proponent should ensure that the contractor 

incorporates all state and federal permit conditions into construction specifications. 

BIO‐10:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to compensate for the Loss of 

Wetland Habitat as follows: 

  If wetlands are filled or disturbed as part of the highway project, compensate for the loss of 

wetland habitat to ensure no net loss of habitat functions and values. Compensation ratios 

should  be  based  on  site‐specific  information  and  determined  through  coordination with 

state  and  federal  agencies  (including  CDFW,  USFWS,  and  USACE).  The  compensation 

should be at a minimum 1:1 ratio (1 acre restored or created for every 1 acre filled) and may 

be a combination of on‐site restoration/creation, off‐site restoration, or mitigation credits. A 

restoration and monitoring plan should be developed and implemented if on‐site or off‐site 

restoration or creation is chosen. The plan should describe how wetlands should be created 

and monitored over a minimum of five years (or as required by the regulatory agencies). 

BIO‐11:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  incorporate  Design 

Measures to Allow Animal Movement as follows: 

  Prior to design approval of RTP projects that contain movement habitat, the implementing 

agency  should  incorporate  economically  viable  design  measures,  as  applicable  and 

necessary, to allow wildlife or fish to move through the transportation corridor, both during 

construction  activities  and  post  construction.  Such measures may  include  appropriately 
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spaced breaks  in a center barrier, or other measures that are designed to allow wildlife to 

move  through  the  transportation  corridor.  If  the  project  cannot  be  designed with  these 

design measures due to traffic safety, etc., the implementing agency should coordinate with 

the  appropriate  regulatory  agency  (i.e., USFWS,  NMFS,  CDFW)  to  obtain  regulatory 

permits  and  implement  alternative  project‐specific mitigation  prior  to  any  construction 

activities. 

BIO‐12:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  review  Local City  and 

County Policies, Ordinances, and Conservation Plans  and Comply with Requirements  as 

follows: 

  Ensure  that  projects  comply  with  general  plans,  policies,  ordinances,  and  conservation 

plans (including any HCPs, NCCPs, and other  local, regional, and state plans). Review of 

these  documents  and  compliance  with  their  requirements  should  be  demonstrated  in 

project‐level environmental documentation. Ensure  that projects  comply with all policies, 

ordinances, and plans  that exist at  the  time of project‐level  review,  regardless of whether 

they existed during the program‐level analysis. 

Findings and Rationale 

The mitigation activities  identified  in Mitigation Measures BIO‐1  through BIO‐12 require  the exercise of 

discretionary authority  to  implement project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the responsibility of 

local lead agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The Kern  COG  Board  finds  that  regulatory  compliance;  standard  practice  and  the HCP/NCCP  process 

would reduce impacts to a less than significant level. 

B.  CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Impact CR‐4:  Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries. 

Mitigation 

With  implementation  of Mitigation Measures  CR‐2  and  CR‐5  (which  includes  regulatory  compliance) 

impacts would be less than significant at the regional level and TPA level. 

CR‐2:  Kern COG shall cooperate and share information to minimize impacts to cultural resources 

through  Kern  COG’s  ongoing  regional  planning  efforts.  Kern  COG  shall  also  consult 

resource agencies, such as the Office of Historic Preservation, during this process.  

CR‐5:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to implement Stop‐Work and 

Consultation Procedures Mandated by Public Resources Code 5097. 

  In  the  event  of  discovery  or  recognition  of  any  human  remains  during  construction  or 

excavation  activities  implementing  and  local  agencies  should  cease  further  excavation or 

disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human 

remains until the following steps are taken: 

 The Kern County Coroner has been informed and has determined that no investigation 

of the cause of death is required. 
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 If the remains are of Native American origin, either of the following steps will be taken: 

o The coroner should contact the Native American Heritage Commission in order to 

ascertain the proper descendants from the deceased individual. The coroner should 

make  a  recommendation  to  the  landowner  or  the  person  responsible  for  the 

excavation work,  for means of  treating or disposing of, with appropriate dignity, 

the human remains and any associated grave goods, which may include obtaining a 

qualified archaeologist or  team of archaeologists  to properly excavate  the human 

remains. 

o Implementing  or  local  agencies  or  authorized  representatives  should  retain  a 

Native American monitor,  and  an  archaeologist,  if  recommended  by  the Native 

American  monitor,  and  rebury  the  Native  American  human  remains  and  any 

associated grave goods, with appropriate dignity, on the property and in a location 

that  is  not  subject  to  further  subsurface  disturbance when  any  of  the  following 

conditions occurs: 

 The Native American Heritage Commission is unable to identify a descendent. 

 The descendant identified fails to make a recommendation. 

 The  implementing  agency  or  its  authorized  representative  rejects  the 

recommendation of the descendant, and the mediation by the Native American 

Heritage Commission fails to provide measures acceptable to the landowner. 

Findings and Rationale 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in Mitigation Measure  CR‐5  requires  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1. 

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  Implementation  of  Mitigation  Measures  CR‐2  and  ongoing  regulatory 

compliance  outlined  in Mitigation Measure  CR‐5 would  reduce  impacts  related  to  the  disturbance  of 

human remains to a level less than significant. 

C.  TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORTATION  

Impact TR‐4:  Substantially  increase  hazards  due  to  a  design  feature  (e.g.,  sharp  curves  or  dangerous 

intersections), increased volumes, or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment). 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure TR‐7 would reduce impacts to a less than significant level. 

TR‐7:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  make  safety  a  prime 

objective in the design of RTP projects, and should plan to avoid, remedy, or mitigate such 

impacts  in  the course of project‐level environmental review. The  implementing agency or 

local  jurisdiction will be  responsible  for developing and ensuring adherence  to necessary 

mitigation  measures.  Kern  COG  will  be  provided  with  documentation  indicating 

compliance with the mitigation measures 
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Findings and Rationale 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in  Mitigation  Measure  TR‐7  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.   

While  the Plan will not  in  itself  result  in  increased hazards due  to design  feature  (e.g.,  sharp  curves or 

dangerous  intersections) or  increase conflicts between  incompatible uses  (e.g.,  farm equipment and other 

vehicular  traffic), steps should be  taken  to ensure  that  traffic hazards are minimized  in  the design of  the 

individual projects  entailed by  the Plan. Safety  is a prime objective of all agencies and while Kern COG 

cannot  require Mitigation Measure TR‐7,  the measure  embodies  regulatory  requirements  and  standard 

practice that the Kern COG Board finds would result in a less than significant impact. 

Impact TR‐5:  Result in inadequate emergency access. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure TR‐8 would reduce impacts to a less than significant level. 

TR‐8:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to consider emergency access 

impacts and plan to avoid, remedy, or mitigate such impacts in the course of project‐level 

environmental review. The implementing agency or local jurisdiction will be responsible for 

developing and ensuring adherence  to the necessary mitigation measures. Kern COG will 

be provided with documentation indicating compliance with the mitigation measures. 

Findings and Rationale 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in  Mitigation  Measure  TR‐8  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.   

The Kern COG Board  finds  that while Kern COG  cannot  require Mitigation Measure TR‐8,  it  embodies 

existing regulations and standard practice  that would  reduce  Impact TR‐5  to a  less  than significant  level. 

While  the  Plan  would  generally  enhance  mobility  and  access  to  destinations  (including  access  for 

emergency vehicles) as compared to the No Project Alternative, at the project level, existing regulations and 

standard practice would require adequate emergency access for ambulance services and other public safety 

services  in  the design of projects entailed by  the Plan. Before 2014 RTP projects are  implemented by  local 

jurisdictions,  all  projects  will  undergo  further  environmental  and  technical  analysis  that  will  include 

evaluation of impacts by emergency and public services. The implementing and local agencies will use these 

subsequent analyses  to ensure adequate access  for emergency and public safety vehicles  in  the design of 

individual RTP projects. 

Impact TR‐6:   Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs  regarding public  transit, bicycle or 

pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities. 

Mitigation 

Implementation of Mitigation Measure TR‐9 would reduce impacts to a less than significant level. 
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TR‐9:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will  facilitate  and  encourage  implementing  and  local  agencies  to  consider  access  and 

mobility needs of transit riders, pedestrians and cyclists and plan to enhance the mobility 

and  access  for  these modes,  and,  at minimum,  to  avoid,  remedy,  or mitigate  impacts  to 

these modes in the course of project‐level environmental review and design. Implementing 

agency  and  local  agencies  should  require  measures  that  increase  alternate  modes  of 

transportation.  

Findings and Rationale 

The  mitigation  activities  identified  in  Mitigation  Measure  TR‐9  require  the  exercise  of  discretionary 

authority  to  implement  project‐specific mitigation  that  is wholly within  the  responsibility  of  local  lead 

agencies. The Kern COG Board hereby incorporates Master Finding No. 1.   

The Kern COG Board  finds  that while Kern COG  cannot  require Mitigation Measure TR‐9,  it  embodies 

existing  regulations and standard practice would  reduce  Impact TR‐6  to a  less  than significant  level. The 

2014  RTP  includes  a  series  of  individual  improvement  projects  and  programs  (including  a  substantial 

number  of  public  transit,  bicycle  and  trail,  and  pedestrian  projects)  to  enhance  Kern’s  multi‐modal 

transportation  system.  These  RTP  projects  are  consistent  with  adopted  policies,  plans,  or  programs 

regarding public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. 

V.  FINDINGS REGARDING LESS THAN SIGNIFICANT IMPACTS (NO MITIGATION REQUIRED)  

A. AIR QUALITY 

Impact AIR‐1:  Projected long‐term emissions of criteria pollutants are considered significant if they are 

substantially greater than current emission levels. 

Mitigation 

No mitigation measures are necessary as the project impact would be less than significant. 

Findings and Rationale 

Therefore, implementation of the 2014 RTP would not result in significant impacts related to potential long‐

term emissions of criteria pollutants as compared to existing conditions. 

B. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

Impact GHG‐3:  Conflict with SB 375 GHG emission reduction targets. 

Mitigation 

No mitigation measures are necessary as the project impact would be less than significant. 

Findings and Rationale 

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  the  2014  RTP  would  exceed  ARB  per  capita  emission  targets  established 

pursuant to SB 375. Therefore, this impact is less than significant without mitigation.   
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SB 375 requires ARB to develop regional CO2 emission reduction targets, compared to 2005 emissions, for 

cars and light trucks only for 2020 and 2035 for each of the State’s MPOs. For Kern COG, the targets are to 

reduce per capita emissions 5 percent below 2005 levels by 2020 and 10 percent below 2005 levels by 2035. 
The 2014 RTP exceeds these targets, providing reductions of 14 percent in 2020 and almost 17 percent in 2035. 

C. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Impact HAZ‐3:  Emit  hazardous  emissions  or  handle  hazardous  or  acutely  hazardous  materials, 

substances, or waste within one‐quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. 

Mitigation 

No mitigation measures are necessary as the project impact would be less than significant. 

Findings and Rationale 

The Kern COG Board finds the 2014 RTP would improve road safety, thereby potentially reducing the risk 

of accidents (including those involving hazardous materials) in proximity of schools. Therefore, this impact 

is less than significant without mitigation.   

Compliance with  existing  federal,  state,  and  local  regulations  and policies would  ensure  that hazardous 

materials  do  not  pose  a  significant  increase  in  risk  to  nearby  sensitive  receptors.    In  general,  roadway 

improvements in the 2014 RTP will improve road safety, thereby reducing the potential for accidents of all 

types including accidents involving hazardous materials in proximity to schools. For new schools the state 

school siting process requires that emissions of hazardous materials, substances, or waste within 0.25 mile 

be addressed.  

Impact HAZ‐5:   For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been 

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, or a project located 

within the vicinity of a private airstrip, result in a safety hazard for people residing or 

working in the project area. 

Mitigation 

No mitigation measures are necessary as the project impact would be less than significant. 

Findings and Rationale 

The Kern COG Board  finds  the 2014 RTP would  improve safety and would not  result  in a safety hazard 

within  airport  land  use  plans.  Therefore,  this  impact  is  less  than  significant without mitigation.    RTP 

transportation projects and development would occur within 2 miles of a public airport and in the vicinity 

of private airstrips. However, potential hazards to airport operations are heavily regulated by the Federal 

Aviation Administration (FAA), with local planning and evaluation of proposed under the authority of the 

applicable  Airport  Land  Use  Commission  through  Airport  Land  Use  Compatibility  Plans  (ALUCP). 

Improvements included in the proposed RTP are more likely to improve safety (through improvements to 

the roadway network and public transportation) than cause hazards or interfere with airport operations.  

Impact HAZ‐6:  Impair  implementation of or physically  interfere with an adopted emergency  response 

plan or emergency evacuation plan. 



ATTACHMENT 1:  FINDINGS OF FACT 
 
 

 
Findings of Fact ‐ 81 

 

Mitigation 

No mitigation measures are necessary as the project impact would be less than significant. 

Findings and Rationale 

The  Kern  COG  Board  finds  the  2014  RTP  would  improve  overall  safety  and  would  not  impair 

implementation  of  or  physically  interfere  with  an  adopted  emergency  response  plan  or  emergency 

evacuation plan. Therefore, this impact is less than significant without mitigation.  

The Kern COG Board finds the 2014 RTP has been developed in coordination with numerous stakeholders 

including the County of Kern, and aims to improve the overall safety of the transportation system. Further, 

the Kern County Fire Department Office of Emergency Services has developed a multi‐hazard plan for Kern 

County to respond to a possible emergency situation (e.g., fires, floods, earthquakes, etc.). The plan covers 

all of  the  land within  the County  including both  incorporated and unincorporated areas.  In addition,  the 

2014 RTP  includes  Intelligent Transportation  Systems  (ITS)  that  apply  advanced  information processing, 

communication, vehicle sensing, and  traffic control  technologies  to  the surface  transportation system  that 

could help optimize evacuation in the event of an emergency. 

D.  TRANSPORTATION, TRAFFIC AND SAFETY 

Impact TR‐3:    Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or 

a change in location that results in substantial safety risks. 

Mitigation 

No mitigation measures are necessary as the project impact would be less than significant. 

Findings and Rationale 

The Kern COG Board finds that 2014 RTP will not in itself result in changes in air traffic patterns.  Therefore, 

the impact is less than significant without mitigation. 

The 2014 RTP will not in itself result in changes in air traffic patterns; however, increased population that 

would occur by 2040 would likely result in increased air traffic. Implementation of the Kern Airport Land 

Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) will avoid or remedy safety risks associated with air traffic. 

VI. FINDINGS REGARDING PLAN ALTERNATIVES 

CEQA requires that an EIR describe a reasonable range of alternatives to the project or to the location of the 

project that could feasibly avoid or lessen significant environmental impacts while substantially attaining 

the basic objectives of the project. An EIR should also evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives. 

This chapter sets forth potential alternatives to the proposed project and provides a qualitative analysis of 

each alternative and a comparison of each alternative to the proposed project. Key provisions of the CEQA 

Guidelines pertaining to the alternatives analysis are summarized below. 

 The discussion of alternatives shall focus on alternatives to the project including alternative 

locations that are capable of avoiding or substantially lessening any significant effects of the project, 

even if these alternatives would impede to some degree the attainment of the project objectives, or 

would be more costly. 
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 The No Project Alternative shall be evaluated along with its potential impacts. The No Project 

Alternative analysis shall discuss the existing conditions at the time the notice of preparation is 

published, as well as what would reasonably be expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the 

project were not approved, based on current plans and consistent with available infrastructure and 

community services. 

 The range of alternatives required in an EIR is governed by a ʺrule of reason.ʺ Therefore, the EIR 

must evaluate only those alternatives necessary to permit a reasoned choice. The alternatives shall 

be limited to ones that would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the 

proposed project. 

 For alternative locations, only locations that would avoid or substantially lessen any of the 

significant effects of the project need be considered for inclusion in the EIR. 

An EIR need not consider an alternative whose effects cannot be reasonably ascertained and whose 

implementation is remote and speculative. 

 

A. PROJECT OBJECTIVES AND LEGAL REQUIREMENTS 

At the time of project approval, the lead agencyʹs decision‐making body must determine whether the 

alternatives are feasible or not ‐‐ a task it cannot delegate.  (See California Native Plant Society v. City of Santa 

Cruz (2009) 177 Cal.App.4th 957, 998‐1000; and CEQA Guidelines §§ 15025(b)(2), 15091(a)(3)).  The lead 

agency must consider whether specific ʺeconomic, legal, social, technological, and other considerations . . . 

make infeasible mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the environmental impact report.ʺ  (Pub. 

Res. Code, § 21081(a)(3); CEQA Guidelines § 15091(a)(3)).  

“Feasible” means “capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable period of time, 

taking into account economic, environmental, legal, social and technological factors.” (CEQA Guidelines § 

15364; see also CEQA Guidelines § 15021(b)).  The concept of ʺfeasibilityʺ under CEQA also encompasses 

ʺdesirabilityʺ to the extent that desirability is based on a reasonable balancing of all relevant factors.  (City of 

Del Mar v. City of San Diego (1982) 133 Cal.App.3d 401, 417).  Additionally, ʺpolicy considerations,ʺ may also 

be taken into account because they are ʺpermissibleʺ under CEQA as ʺother considerationsʺ that make 

infeasible mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the EIR.  (See California Native Plant Society, 177 

Cal.App.4th at 1001 (An agency may reject project alternatives if found to be impracticable or undesirable 

from a policy standpoint.)).  Finally, an alternative or measure is legally infeasible if “there is no way to 

legally implement it.” (Sequoyah Hills Homeowners Assn. v. City of Oakland, 23 Cal.App.4th 704, 714 (1993)). 

Importantly, CEQA gives lead agencies the authority to approve a project notwithstanding its significant 

environmental impacts, if the agency determines it is not ʺfeasibleʺ to lessen or avoid the significant effects.  

(Pub. Res. Code, § 21002).  If specifically identified benefits of the project outweigh the significant 

unavoidable environmental impacts, the adverse impacts may be considered ʺacceptable,ʺ thereby allowing 

for lead agency approval of the project, notwithstanding such adverse impacts, provided the agency adopts 

a statement of overriding considerations.  (Pub. Res. Code, § 21081.1(b); CEQA Guidelines § 15093). 

As called for by the CEQA Guidelines, the achievement of project objectives must be balanced by the ability 

of an alternative to reduce the significant impacts of the project. The objectives of the 2014 RTP are as 

follows: 

1.  Mobility – Improve the mobility of people and freight. 

2.  Accessibility  –  Improve  accessibility  to,  and  the  economic well‐being of, major  employment 

and other regional activity centers. 
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3.  Reliability – Improve the reliability and safety of the transportation system. 

4.  Efficiency  –  Maximize  the  efficiency  and  cost  effectiveness  of  the  existing  and  future 

transportation system. 

5.  Livability  –  Promote  livable  communities  and  satisfaction  of  consumers  with  the 

transportation system. 

6.  Sustainability – Provide  for  the enhancement and expansion of  the system while minimizing 

effects on the environment. 

7.  Equity – Ensure an equitable distribution of the benefits among various demographic and user 

groups. 

CEQA does not require adoption of an alternative that does not adequately meet project objectives as 

determined by the lead agency decisionmakers. A feasible alternative must meet most if not all of these 

project objectives. In addition, while not specifically required under CEQA, other parameters may be used 

to further establish criteria for selecting alternatives such as adjustments to phasing, and other “fine‐tuning” 

that could shape feasible alternatives in a manner that could result in reducing identified environmental 

impacts. 

The Kern COG Board finds that the Plan meets all of the above objectives and is feasible.  Furthermore, the 

Kern COG Board finds that the Plan is consistent with the current housing demand in Kern County and 

reflects market conditions.  Five out of six recent housing studies and preference surveys for Kern County 

suggest the demand for higher density housing characteristic of infill areas, although increasing, ranges 

from 18% to 53% medium and high density with most studies showing about 40% for medium and high 

density housing. Potential preference for vertical mixed‐use ranges from 16% to 28% depending on the year 

surveyed, and has decreased as the economy has improved. One study, by the Council of Infill Builders 

suggests 50% high‐density multi‐family and 50% detached (smaller than 6,000 sq. ft. lots), for a total of 100% 

housing medium and high density (consistent with the 100% Infill Alternative). This study used survey data 

from Kern COG but only looked at the high end of a potential range of demand for higher density housing. 

The Infill Builders Study failed to address individuals that would not consider higher density housing in the 

survey data. The land use assumptions analyzed as the Plan reflect the best available data on housing 

demand for Kern County with about 40% medium density (single family on 6,000 sq. ft. lots and smaller) 

and high density (two‐ and three‐story apartment complexes) primarily in Metropolitan Bakersfield, and 

60% low‐density single‐family housing.  

The Plan anticipates approximately 80% of future development occurring within existing urban spheres, 

urban service districts and within ½ mile of transit service by 2040. Approximately two‐thirds of all 

development is anticipated to be within the major metropolitan area of Bakersfield, where 31% of 

development (38,600 households, 21% countywide compared to the Intensified Alternative with 51,400 

households, 28% countywide) is anticipated to result from revitalization of existing neighborhoods, 

including downtown and around high quality transit areas with headways less than 15 minutes. In Metro 

Bakersfield a little over half of future households are anticipated to be medium (lots of 6,000 sq. ft. or less 

single family and attached housing) or high density (bi and tri‐level apartments, condos, etc.) supporting 

investment in transit by promoting easier access to high quality transit service. Market forces will ultimately 

dictate the mix and location of housing, however, the assumptions used to analyze the Plan reflect 

numerous recent studies, flexibility in existing general plans and lower impact fee incentives. Should the 

market dictate even greater revitalization or more compact housing, the flexibility in existing plans would 
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accommodate these changes. Kern COG will update these assumptions consistent with changing markets, 

incentives, and general plans with every 4‐year RTP cycle. 

All of the alternatives considered herein, with the exception of the No Project Alternative, meet the 

objectives of the 2014 RTP to varying degrees.  The No Project Alternative would not meet any of the Project 

Objectives as there would be no Plan, although market forces could result in some of the objectives being 

met to a certain degree.  As discussed in more detail below, the Kern COG Board finds that all alternatives 

are infeasible at the regional level due to economic, legal, social, technological, and other considerations 

including policy considerations.   

B.  ALTERNATIVES ANALYZED IN THE PROGRAM EIR 

Alternative 1: The No Project Alternative 

Description 

The No Project Alternative is required by Section 15126.6(e)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines and assumes that 

the proposed project would not be implemented. The No Project Alternative allows decision‐makers to 

compare the impacts of approving the proposed project with the impacts of not approving the proposed 

project. However, “no project” does not necessarily mean that development will be prohibited. The No 

Project Alternative includes “what would be reasonably expected to occur in the foreseeable future if the 

project were not approved, based on current plans and consistent with available infrastructure and 

community services.”12 For purposes of this document, the No Project Alternative includes only those 

transportation projects that are included in the first year of the previously conforming transportation plan 

and/or TIP, or have completed environmental review by January 2014. These reasonably foreseeable projects 

fulfill the definition of the CEQA mandated “No Project Alternative.” The growth scenario included in the 

No Project Alternative is based on local general plans. 

Findings and Rationale 

The Kern COG Board finds that specific economic, financial, legal, social, technological or other 

considerations, including policy considerations, make Alternative 1 infeasible and rejects this alternative for 

the reasons explained below: 

As set forth in detail in Section 5.0 of the Program EIR, Alternative 1, the No Project Alternative, would 

result in greater impacts than the proposed Plan (2014 RTP) in the following resource areas: (1) Aesthetics, 

(2) Air Quality (regional), (3) Agricultural Resources, (4) Biological Resources, (5) Cultural Resources 

(archaeology), (6) Greenhouse Gas Emissions, (7) Land Use ‐‐ Open Space Consumption, (8) Public Services 

and Utilities (in non‐urban areas), (9) Traffic (increased Countywide VMT), (10) Water Resources.   

Alternative 1 would result in less impact compared to the Plan in the following resource areas:  (1) Noise 

(urban areas); (2) Air Quality (urban areas).   

On balance, the proposed project is environmentally superior compared to Alternative 1.   

In addition, Alternative 1 is legally infeasible. It does not meet the requirements of federal transportation 

planning law.  Pursuant to 23 USC §134(i), Kern COG is required to “prepare and update” its RTP every 

four years if it is in an area designated as nonattainment under the federal Clean Air Act.   Nor does 

                                                           
12  CEQA § 15126.6[e][2] 
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Alternative 1 include the SCS as a component to the RTP as required pursuant to SB 375 [California 

Government Code§65080(b)(2)(B)].  Alternative 1 also does not meet the requirements of 23 USC §134(h)(1) 

which requires that the RTP contain projects and strategies that will: 

(A) support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 

competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency; 

(B) increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non‐motorized users; 

(C) increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non‐motorized 

users; 

(D) increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight; 

(E) protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the 

quality of life, and promote consistency between transportation improvements and State 

and local planned growth and economic development patterns; 

(F) enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and 

between modes, for people and freight; 

(G) promote efficient system management and operation; and 

(H) emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system. 

For the reasons described above, the Kern COG Board finds that Alternative 1 does not meet project 

objectives and is not feasible. 

Alternative 2: Old Plan Alternative (2011 RTP) 

Description 

The Old Plan Alternative is an update of the adopted 2011 RTP reflecting the most recent growth 

distribution and transportation planning decisions and assumptions, extrapolated from the 2035 horizon 

year in the Old Plan out to 2040, the horizon year of the 2014 RTP. This Old Plan alternative does not 

include the same development pattern strategies included within the Sustainable Communities Strategy 

(SCS), but includes all of the projects in the 2011 RTP including delivery of a beltway system earlier than the 

Old Plan Alternative. The Old Plan also includes significantly less funding for maintenance, transit, and 

alternative transportation projects. The growth scenario for the Old Plan is a combination of local input and 

existing general plan and land use data provided by local jurisdictions during the 2011 RTP and Kern 

Regional Blueprint process which represented a significant change from previous development patterns. 

Findings and Rationale 

The Kern COG Board finds that specific economic, financial, legal, social, technological or other 

considerations, including policy considerations, make Alternative 2, the Old Plan Alternative, infeasible and 

rejects this alternative for the reasons explained below. 

As set forth in detail in Section 5.0 of the Program EIR, Alternative 2 will result in greater impacts than the 

proposed Plan (2014 RTP) in the following resource areas:  (1) Aesthetics, (2) Air Quality (regional), (3) 

Agricultural Resources, (4) Biological Resources, (5) Cultural Resources (archaeology), (6) Greenhouse Gas 
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Emissions, (7) Land Use ‐‐ Open Space Consumption, (8) Public Services and Utilities (in non‐urban areas), 

(9) Traffic (increased Countywide VMT), (10) Water Resources.   

Alternative 2 would result in less impact compared to the Plan in the following resource areas:  (1) Noise (in 

urban areas); and (2) Air Quality (in urban areas). 

On balance, the proposed Plan is environmentally superior compared to Alternative 2.   

Alternative 2 is not as effective as the Plan in protecting the environment and health of residents by 

improving air quality and encouraging active transportation (non‐motorized transportation, such as 

bicycling and walking) because Alternative 2 does not employ the land use and transportation strategies in 

the SCS which encourage increased density and a compact land form and facilitates active transportation.  

In addition, Alternative 2 lacks sufficient funding to support active transportation as compared to the Plan.   

Alternative 2 would not meet the GHG emissions targets for passenger cars and light trucks and therefore, 

air quality would not be improved to the same degree as the 2014 RTP.  Because Alternative 2 does not 

include an SCS or Alternative Planning Strategy (APS) (or the appropriate land use controls), it does not 

meet the requirements of SB 375 and is therefore, legally infeasible. 

For the reasons described above, the Kern COG Board finds that Alternative 2 does not meet all the project 

objectives and is not feasible. 

Alternative 3: Intensified Alternative 

Description 

The Intensified Alternative builds on the development pattern and other strategies of the SCS as described 

in the Plan and goes further. It accelerates implementation of the Plan’s development pattern in the region’s 

predominant urban area, accelerates mobility through earlier transportation investments, reduces emissions 

sooner, and limits the development of large lot single‐family housing. The Intensified transportation 

network is similar to the Plan network except that transit, bike, and pedestrian projects planned for 2035 are 

implemented by 2020 and projects in 2040 are implemented by 2035. The alternative growth pattern 

associated with Intensified Alternative limits single‐family housing greater than 6,000‐square‐foot lots to 47 

percent of new growth. This alternative would require additional bonding or some other funding 

mechanism to deliver the projects according to the proposed schedule. 

Findings and Rationale 

The Kern COG Board finds that specific financial, legal, social, technological or other considerations, 

including policy considerations, make Alternative 3, the Intensified Alternative, infeasible and rejects this 

alternative for the reasons explained below. 

As discussed throughout the Program EIR, Kern COG has no land use authority; rather it sets regional land 

use policy. SB 375 addresses the land use component (in the context of transportation planning) of statewide 

efforts to achieve AB 32 GHG reduction goals that include all sectors of the economy. In order to meet the 

SB 375 targets for statewide GHG reductions, CARB identified that Kern COG must plan to reduce GHG 

emissions compared to 2005 by 5 percent per capita by 2020 and 10 percent per capita by 2035. Kern COG 

has developed the SCS (the regional land use policy component of the 2014 RTP) which sets forth land use 

strategies to meet (and in fact exceed) these GHG emissions reduction targets. Actual implementation of the 
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SCS will be undertaken by local jurisdictions through general plans and specific plans and through actions 

on individual projects.  

While the Intensified Alternative is one potential generalized land use scenario that results in achieving 

CARB GHG targets, the Intensified Alternative would have other impacts (see below). The jurisdiction that 

is anticipated to receive most of the infill development under this alternative is the City of Bakersfield.  

Each community must determine what level of population it can support – balancing infrastructure capacity 

and population density. In developing the Plan, Kern COG has satisfied its obligation under SB 375 to 

identify a policy and growth pattern that meets desired GHG reduction goals. Imposing additional land use 

guidelines that would further exceed identified GHG targets would result in greater impacts on local 

communities (primarily the City of Bakersfield). While these communities (i.e., the City of Bakersfield) may 

be able to accommodate such growth at a later time, at the present time, without detailed evaluation of 

infrastructure carrying capacity, the potential increased impacts to these communities could offset the 

decreased GHG emissions and decreased consumption of open space that could be achieved by the 

Intensified Alternative. Nonetheless, local jurisdictions, in exercising their land use authority, could choose 

to interpret the regional SCS policies in terms of the growth pattern identified in the Intensified Alternative. 

The Plan provides general guidance on location of development. The 2014 RTP does not impose specific 

land use controls.  

Kern COG is not rejecting the Intensified Alternative as a possible land use scenario for 2040. Rather, Kern 

COG is rejecting the inclusion of policies in the 2014 RTP that would impose extensive land use intervention 

(to mandate specific land use densities and/or specific locations) with local jurisdictions because 1) such 

intervention is not necessary to achieve SB 375 targets and 2) Kern COG has no land use authority and no 

mechanism exists to impose detailed land use control. In the future, should monitoring indicate that such 

detailed land use intervention appear necessary, Kern COG will work with local jurisdictions and state 

officials to determine the best mechanism(s) to implement isuch controls.  Kern COG believes that the land 

use pattern analyzed for the Plan most closely approximates recent studies (see discussion above) regarding 

density and location of development.  However, individual jurisdictions may choose to further intensify 

growth patterns compared to what is analyzed for the 2014 RTP. 

As set forth in detail in Section 5.0 of the Program EIR, Alternative 3 will result in greater impacts than the 

proposed Plan (2014 RTP) in the following resource areas: (1) Aesthetics in urban areas, (2) Air Quality 

(urban areas), (3) Hazardous Materials in urban areas, (4) Land Use (urban areas), (5) Noise (urban areas), 

(6) Population Housing and Employment (displacement), (7) Public Services and utilities especially in urban 

areas (police, schools, existing parks), and (8) Traffic (urban area congestion) 

Alternative 3 would result in less impact compared to the Plan in the following resource areas:  (1) 

Agricultural Resources, (2) Biological Resources, (3) Cultural Resources (archaeology), (4) Water Resources, 

(5) Land Use (open space), and (6) Traffic (VMT). 

Alternative 3 would have similar impacts to the Plan in a number of areas and would have less impact in 

resource areas associated with land use consumption, it would have greater impacts in urban areas and 

therefore would have a greater impact on people and existing infrastructure as compared to the proposed 

Plan. 

Although Alternative 3 would result in fewer impacts related to consumption of land and would require 

less extension of infrastructure, it would result in greater impacts to urban areas and people.  
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For the reasons described above, the Kern COG Board finds that Alternative 3 is not feasible. 

Alternative 4:  33 Percent Housing Mix Alternative 

Description 

The 33 Percent Housing Mix Alternative changes the mix of housing more than the Intensified Alternative. 

This alternative would include 33 percent of new housing as high density, 33 percent as medium density, 

and 33 percent as low density in the predominant urban area. The transportation network associated with 

the 33 Percent Alternative would be the same as the Intensified Alternative. 

Findings and Rationale 

The Kern COG Board finds that specific financial, legal, social, technological or other considerations, 

including policy considerations, make Alternative 4, the 33 Percent Housing Mix Alternative, infeasible and 

rejects this alternative for the reasons explained below. 

As discussed throughout the Program EIR, Kern COG has no land use authority; rather it sets regional land 

use policy. SB 375 addresses the land use component (in the context of transportation planning) of statewide 

efforts to achieve AB 32 GHG reduction goals that include all sectors of the economy. In order to meet the 

SB 375 targets for statewide GHG reductions, CARB identified that Kern COG must plan to reduce GHG 

emissions compared to 2005 by 5 percent per capita by 2020 and 10 percent per capita by 2035. Kern COG 

has developed the SCS (the regional land use policy component of the 2014 RTP) which sets forth land use 

strategies to meet (and in fact exceed) these GHG emissions reduction targets. Actual implementation of the 

SCS will be undertaken by local jurisdictions through general plans and specific plans and through actions 

on individual projects.  

While the Intensified Alternative is one potential generalized land use scenario that results in achieving 

CARB GHG targets, the 33 Percent Housing Mix Alternative would have other impacts (see below). The 

jurisdiction that is anticipated to receive most of the infill development under this alternative is the City of 

Bakersfield.  

Each community must determine what level of population it can support – balancing infrastructure capacity 

and population density. In developing the Plan, Kern COG has satisfied its obligation under SB 375 to 

identify a policy and growth pattern that meets desired GHG reduction goals. Kern COG believes that the 

land use pattern analyzed for the Plan most closely approximates recent studies (see discussion above) 

regarding density and location of development. Imposing additional land use guidelines that would further 

exceed identified GHG targets would result in greater impacts on local communities (primarily the City of 

Bakersfield). While these communities (i.e., the City of Bakersfield) may be able to accommodate such 

growth at a later time, at the present time, without detailed evaluation of infrastructure carrying capacity, 

the potential increased impacts to these communities could offset the decreased GHG emissions and 

decreased consumption of open space that could be achieved by the 33 Percent Housing Mix Alternative. 

Nonetheless, local jurisdictions, in exercising their land use authority, could choose to interpret the regional 

SCS policies in terms of the growth pattern identified in the 33 Percent Housing Mix Alternative. 

The Plan provides general guidance on location of development. The 2014 RTP does not impose specific 

land use controls.  

Kern COG is not rejecting the 33 Percent Housing Mix Alternative as a possible land use scenario for 2040. 

Rather, Kern COG is rejecting the inclusion of policies in the 2014 RTP that would impose extensive land use 
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intervention (to mandate specific land use densities and/or specific locations) with local jurisdictions 

because 1) such intervention is not necessary to achieve SB 375 targets and 2) Kern COG has no land use 

authority and no mechanism exists to impose detailed land use control. In the future, should monitoring 

indicate that such detailed land use intervention appear necessary, Kern COG will work with local 

jurisdictions and state officials to determine the best mechanism(s) to implement such controls. 

As set forth in detail in Section 5.0 of the Program EIR, Alternative 4 will result in greater impacts than the 

proposed Plan (2014 RTP) in the following resource areas: (1) Aesthetics in urban areas, (2) Air Quality 

(urban areas), (3) Hazardous Materials in urban areas, (4) Land Use Compatibility in urban areas, (5) Noise 

(urban areas), (6) Population Housing and Employment (displacement), (7) Public Services and utilities 

especially in urban areas (police, schools, existing parks), and (8) Traffic. 

Alternative 4 would result in less impact compared to the Plan in the following resource areas:  (1) 

Agricultural Resources, (2) Biological Resources, (3) Cultural Resources (archaeology), and (4) Water 

Resources. 

Alternative 4 would have similar impacts to the Plan in a number of areas and would have less impact in 

resource areas associated with land use consumption, it would have greater impacts in urban areas and 

therefore would have a greater impact on people and existing infrastructure as compared to the proposed 

Plan. 

Although Alternative 4 would result in fewer impacts related to consumption of land and would require 

less extension of infrastructure, it would result in greater impacts to urban areas and people.  

For the reasons described above, the Kern COG Board finds that Alternative 4 is not feasible. 

Alternative 5:  100 Percent Infill Alternative 

Description 

The 100 Percent Infill Alternative would result in a more aggressive development pattern than the 

33 Percent Housing Mix Alternative. Under the 100 Percent Infill Alternative, all new growth (161,000 units) 

would be accommodated as infill development with 98 percent of housing as medium or high density in the 

predominant urban area. Countywide the housing mix would average about two‐thirds medium or high 

density. The transportation network would be the same as under the Intensified Alternative. 

Findings and Rationale 

The Kern COG Board finds that specific financial, legal, social, technological or other considerations, 

including policy considerations, make Alternative 5, the 100 Percent Infill Alternative, infeasible and rejects 

this alternative for the reasons explained below. 

As discussed throughout the Program EIR, Kern COG has no land use authority; rather it sets regional land 

use policy. SB 375 addresses the land use component (in the context of transportation planning) of statewide 

efforts to achieve AB 32 GHG reduction goals that include all sectors of the economy. In order to meet the 

SB 375 targets for statewide GHG reductions, CARB identified that Kern COG must plan to reduce GHG 

emissions compared to 2005 by 5 percent per capita by 2020 and 10 percent per capita by 2035. Kern COG 

has developed the SCS (the regional land use policy component of the 2014 RTP) which sets forth land use 

strategies to meet (and in fact exceed) these GHG emissions reduction targets. Actual implementation of the 
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SCS will be undertaken by local jurisdictions through general plans and specific plans and through actions 

on individual projects.  

While the 100 Percent Infill Alternative is one potential generalized land use scenario that results in 

achieving CARB GHG targets, the 100 Percent Infill Alternative would have other impacts. For example, the 

100 Percent Infill Alternative would result in incrementally more residential development in urban areas 

(100% residential infill as compared to 21% infill under the Plan), and therefore, less open space and 

agricultural areas would be consumed by urban uses. The jurisdiction that is anticipated to receive most of 

the infill development under this alternative is the City of Bakersfield. It is possible, that the zoning in the 

City of Bakersfield would be sufficiently flexible to accommodate the addition of 199,800 units by 2040, but 

it is not certain that it would. This scenario assumes that very little development would be approved outside 

urban areas, which could require zoning changes or land use interventions beyond those currently in place. 

In addition, as urban areas become denser (more units per acre), urban infrastructure is used more: 

Water and sewer lines are required to carry more, greater than the current capacity, which could result in 

the need to construct additional capacity in the older infill areas at significant cost.  

Demand for police and fire services increases requiring expansion of existing stations and service personnel. 

Parks are used more, resulting in potential crowding and/or over use, with facilities becoming worn and 

substandard (grass becomes over used and dies, equipment breaks, etc.) and/or the need to construct more 

parks and recreational facilities.  

Passenger vehicle transportation infrastructure cannot accommodate peak period volumes creating 

increased congestion, noise and air emission impacts. The Kern region is relatively uncongested compared 

to the major urban areas of the state. A doubling of population in the infill core areas would reduce mobility 

for goods movement which cannot use alternative modes during peak periods, resulting in more trucks in 

stop and go traffic, impacting air quality, and noise. While development outside urban areas would likely 

require the construction of new infrastructure, it would occur in less populated areas and would expose 

fewer people to construction impacts. Also, in general infrastructure in less urban areas has greater available 

capacity since infrastructure is generally sized for capacities that can accommodate substantially more than 

the current densities (parks, police stations, water lines, etc. have minimum sizes that can generally 

accommodate more than rural level density). New development on the periphery is often closer to higher 

capacity sewer trunk lines, treatment plants and water wells, lowering infrastructure costs compared to 

retrofitting older existing urban areas. 

Furthermore, as more people are located in the same area, urban impacts increase. Congestion increases, 

noise and air emissions in proximity to sensitive receptors (residences, schools, hospitals, etc.) also increase.  

Each community must determine what level of population it can support – balancing infrastructure capacity 

and population density. In developing the Plan, Kern COG has satisfied its obligation under SB 375 to 

identify a policy and growth pattern that meets desired GHG reduction goals. Kern COG believes that the 

land use pattern analyzed for the Plan most closely approximates recent studies (see discussion above) 

regarding density and location of development.  Imposing additional land use guidelines that would further 

exceed identified GHG targets would result in greater impacts on local communities (primarily the City of 

Bakersfield). While these communities (i.e., the City of Bakersfield) may be able to accommodate such 

growth at a later time, at the present time, without detailed evaluation of infrastructure carrying capacity, 

the potential increased impacts to these communities likely would offset the decreased GHG emissions and 

decreased consumption of open space that could be achieved by the 100 Percent Infill Alternative. 
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Nonetheless, local jurisdictions, in exercising their land use authority, could choose to interpret the regional 

SCS policies in terms of the growth pattern identified in the 100 Percent Infill Alternative. 

The Plan provides general guidance on location of development. The 2014 RTP does not impose specific 

land use controls. This EIR evaluates a number of potential scenarios some of which comply with regional 

policy (Plan, Intensified Alternative, 33% Housing Mix Alternative and 100 Percent Infill Alternative) some 

of which do not (No Project, Old Plan). It will be up to each jurisdiction to interpret the 2014 RTP land use 

policy as it applies to them and through ongoing monitoring of key performance measures (in cooperation 

with Kern COG), monitor GHG reductions to ensure consistency with the 2014 RTP. Through ongoing 

monitoring Kern COG will adjust regional policy as needed (in the next RTP or in interim Amendments if 

needed) to ensure that the region complies with applicable State law including AB 32 and SB 375.  

Kern COG is not rejecting the 100 Percent Infill Alternative or any alternative with increased density and/or 

greater percentage of high‐density housing that might fall between the 100 Percent Infill Alternative and the 

Plan as a possible land use scenario for 2040. Rather, Kern COG is rejecting the inclusion of policies in the 

2014 RTP that would impose extensive land use intervention (to mandate specific land use densities and/or 

specific locations) with local jurisdictions because 1) such intervention is not necessary to achieve SB 375 

targets and 2) Kern COG has no land use authority and no mechanism exists to impose detailed land use 

control. In the future, should monitoring indicate that such detailed land use intervention appear necessary, 

Kern COG will work with local jurisdictions and state officials to determine the best mechanism(s) to 

implement such controls. 

As set forth in detail in Section 5.0 of the Program EIR, Alternative 5 will result in greater impacts than the 

proposed Plan (2014 RTP) in the following resource areas: (1) Aesthetics in urban areas, (2) Air Quality 

(urban areas), (3) Hazardous Materials in urban areas, (4) Land Use Compatibility in urban areas, (5) Noise 

(urban areas), (6) Population Housing and Employment (displacement), (7) Public Services and utilities 

especially in urban areas (police, schools, existing parks, water, sewer), and (8) Traffic. 

Alternative 5 would result in less impact compared to the Plan in the following resource areas:  (1) 

Agricultural Resources, (2) Biological Resources, (3) Cultural Resources (archaeology), and (4) Water 

Resources. 

Alternative 5 would have similar impacts to the Plan in a number of areas and would have less impact in 

resource areas associated with land use consumption, it would have greater impacts in urban areas and 

therefore would have a greater impact on people and existing infrastructure as compared to the proposed 

Plan. 

Although Alternative 5 would result in fewer impacts related to consumption of land and would require 

less extension of infrastructure, it would result in greater impacts to urban areas and people.  

For the reasons described above, the Kern COG Board finds that Alternative 5 is not feasible. 

 VII.  FINDING REGARDING LOCATION AND CUSTODIAN OF RECORD 

 

The documents and other materials that constitute the record of proceedings on which Kern COG’s 

Findings of Fact are based are located at 1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301. 

 

The custodian of these documents is Becky Napier, Regional Planner III. This information is provided in 

compliance with Public Resources Code Section 21081.6(a)(2) and 14 Cal. Code Regs. Section15091(e). 
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For purposes of CEQA, the Record of Proceedings for the 2014 RTP Program EIR consists of the following 

documents, at a minimum: 

 

 The Notice of Preparation and all other public notices issued by Kern COG in conjunction with the 

2014 RTP Program EIR. 

 

 The Draft and Final Program EIRs, including appendices and technical studies included or 

referenced in the Draft and Final Program EIRs. 

 

 All comments submitted by agencies or members of the public during the 55‐day public comment 

period on the Draft Program EIR. 

 

 The MMRP for the 2014 RTP. 

 

 All Findings and resolutions adopted by the Kern COG Board in connection with the 2014 RTP, and 

all documents cited or referred to therein. 

 

 All reports, studies, memoranda, maps, staff reports, or other planning documents relating to the 

2014 RTP Program EIR prepared by Impact Sciences, Inc. consultant to Kern COG. 

 

 All documents and information submitted to Kern COG by responsible, trustee, or other public 

agencies, or by individuals or organizations, in connection with the 2014 RTP Program EIR, up 

through the date the Kern COG Board approved the 2014 RTP. 

 

 Minutes and/or summary transcripts of all public meetings and public hearings held by Kern COG, 

in connection with the 2014 RTP Program EIR. 

 

 Any documentary or other evidence submitted to Kern COG at such public meetings and public 

hearings. 

 

 Matters of common knowledge to Kern COG, including, but not limited to federal, state, and local 

laws and regulations. 

 

 Any documents expressly cited in these Findings, in addition to those cited above. 

 

 Any other materials required to be in the Record of Proceedings by Public Resources Code Section 

21167.6(e). 
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TO RESOLUTION NO. 14‐17 

STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS 

 

  Statement of Overriding Considerations ‐‐ 1

 
The Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) hereby adopts this Statement of Overriding 

Considerations concerning the unavoidable significant impacts of the 2014 Regional Transportation 

Plan (2014 RTP or Plan) to explain why the benefits of the 2014 RTP outweigh and override its 

unavoidable impacts.  

 

The Final Program Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) for the 2014 RTP identifies and discusses 

significant environmental impacts that could occur as a result of implementation of the 2014 RTP.  It 

should be noted that without the Plan, however, the impacts would be greater.  Kern COG made 

specific Findings (Attachment 2) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), on 

each of the significant environmental impacts of the 2014 RTP and on mitigation measures and 

alternatives.  Nevertheless, even with implementation of feasible mitigation measures, many of the 

significant and unavoidable impacts still remain.  

 

Note that because Kern COG is not responsible for implementing the projects in the Plan and has no 

authority to require specific mitigation measures at the project level, the mitigation measures directed 

at Kern COG are primarily designed to mitigate impacts at the regional level.  Mitigation of project 

level mitigation measures are the responsibility of local agencies and project sponsors pursuant to 

CEQA 

 

In accordance with Section 15093 of the CEQA Guidelines, the Kern COG Board of Directors hereby 

finds that following economic, legal, social, technological, environmental and other benefits of the 

2014 RTP outweigh its unavoidable, adverse environmental impacts discussed in the Findings, based 

on the considerations set forth herein: 

 

Benefits of the 2014 RTP: 

 

1. The 2014 RTP will provide congestion relief in Kern County.  The 2014 RTP contains 

transportation improvements to the region’s multimodal transportation system.  In 2040, if the 

Plan were not implemented, the region would experience approximately 440,000 vehicle hours of 

congestion compared to approximately 128,000 vehicle hours of delay with the Plan in place.  

 

2. The 2014 RTP would decrease vehicle miles travelled (VMT) per weekday compared to the 

condition without a Plan.  In 2040 the Plan would result in approximately 38,000 weekday daily 

VMT compared to 40,610 VMT without the Plan. 

 

3. The 2014 RTP promotes active transportation modes (i.e., bicycling and walking).  The 2014 RTP 

when compared to the Old Plan Alternative significantly increases funding for active 

transportation capital projects by 700% to $274.7 million from existing sources and 1000% to 

$424.7 million when new sources are considered (Table 6‐1 of the RTP).  

 

4. The 2014 RTP promotes transit use.  The 2014 RTP increases funding for transit by more than 

400% over the Old Plan.   
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  Statement of Overriding Considerations ‐‐ 2

5. Active transportation spending is expected to significantly increase the region’s bikeways from 

288 miles to 1,011 miles.  The Plan’s emphasis on transit and active transportation will allow the 

region’s residents to lead a healthier and active lifestyle. 

 

6. The 2014 RTP provides air quality and public health benefits.  Compared to conditions without 

implementation of the Plan, the 2014 RTP would result in less mobile‐source emissions of all 

criteria pollutants (and greenhouse gases) ‐ reactive organic gases (ROG), oxides of nitrogen 

(NOx), oxides of sulfur (SOx), particulate matter (PM10), and fine particulate matter (PM2.5) in 

2040.  Mobile source emissions of criteria pollutants near freeways and high volume roadways 

are also expected to improve relative to without the Plan, in the region as a whole.  The 2014 RTP 

results in a fewer health impacts (as measured by lower PM2.5 emissions) as compared to 

without the Plan.  Failure to implement the Plan would result in higher health risks related to 

transportation‐generated air contaminants.  

 

7. As required by SB 375, the SCS includes effective transportation strategies, which manage 

transportation demand, as well as a more compact growth pattern1 that would reduce vehicle 

trips and VMT.  The 2014 RTP would achieve the greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reduction 

targets required under California’s Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act (Senate 

Bill 375), with a reduction of per capita emissions of 14.1% by 2020 (exceeding the target of 5% set 

by the California Air Resources Board (CARB)) and 16.6% by 2035 (exceeding the target of 10% 

set by CARB) compared to the 2005 condition.   

 

8. As a result of a more compact growth pattern, the Plan would also result in approximately 

840,000 fewer metric tons annually of GHG emissions (estimated total emissions all sources) than 

the No Project Alternative in 2040. 

 

9. The development pattern in the 2014 RTP accommodates the forecasted population, housing, and 

employment growth while improving access to employment and services throughout the region. 

The 2014 RTP expands passenger rail stops and high frequency transit service (<15 minute 

headways) within ½ mile of jobs and homes; the number of jobs and homes within ½ mile of high 

frequency transit service increases from 10,600 to 473,0000 or 4000%. 

10. The 2014 RTP results in substantially less new land consumption in open space areas compared 

to the No Project Alternative (58,350 acres of open space consumed under the Plan as compared 

to 66,100 acres under the No Project Alternative).  Compact and urban infill development 

patterns under the 2014 RTP would result in reduced water end energy consumption compared 

to the No Project Alternative.  

 

11. The 2014 RTP actively encourages and creates incentives for energy efficiency by supporting 
compact land uses that reduce consumption of transportation fuel, electricity, and natural gas.  

The overall energy savings resulting from developing more compactly translates to meaningful 

savings in transportation fuel costs and residential energy bills.   

                                                            
1    It is noted that any number of development patterns may achieve the targets; Kern COG has no land 

use authority.  Each jurisdiction will be responsible for ensuring consistency with SB 375 in carrying 

out land use actions. 
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12. Implementation of the 2014 RTP is also expected to provide economic benefits to Kern County 

through the jobs created by projects included in the 2014 RTP and more importantly through the 

benefits of a more efficient transportation system.  The transportation investments in the 2014 

RTP would foster economic and household growth and improve accessibility to transportation 

infrastructure and many other amenities.  

   

13. The transportation goals, strategies, and improvements proposed in the 2014 RTP were derived 

from extensive public participation and consultation efforts led by Kern COG and reflect broad 

agency and public support, as documented in the Final 2014 RTP Public Participation and 

Consultation Appendix. 

 

14. The 2014 RTP balances the policy goals and objectives established by Kern COG and legal 
requirements for a long‐range regional transportation plan better than the alternatives, as 

discussed in the Attachment 1, Section 5, “Findings Regarding Plan Alternatives.” 

 

For the above‐mentioned reasons, the Kern COG Board of Directors hereby concludes that the 

benefits of the 2014 RTP outweigh and override any adverse environmental impacts associated with 

the Plan.  
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RESOLUTION NO.  14-19 



BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-19 
 
In the matter of:  
                  
2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM, 2014 REGIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY, REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS 
ALLOCATION PLAN, AND CONFORMITY ANALYSIS FOR THE 2015 FTIP AND 2014 RTP/SCS. 
   
 
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) is the designated Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) pursuant to state law and the designated Metropolitan Planning 
Organization (MPO) pursuant to federal law for Kern County; 
  
 WHEREAS, Kern COG is the MPO responsible for maintaining a continuing, cooperative, and 
comprehensive transportation planning process which involves preparation and update every four years 
of a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) pursuant to Title 23, United States Code Section 134 et seq., 
Title 49, United States Code Section 5303 et seq., and Title 23, Code of Federal Regulations Section 450 
et seq.; 
 
 WHEREAS, Kern COG is the RTPA responsible for preparing, adopting and updating every four 
years the RTP and Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) pursuant to Government Code Section 65080 
et seq.; 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2014 RTP/SCS sets forth the long-range regional plans and strategies for 
transportation improvements and regional growth throughout Kern County through 2040;  
 
 WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 375 (Steinberg, 2008) requires that Kern COG prepare a SCS as part 
of the 2014 RTP that demonstrates how the region will reduce the greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) from 
automobiles and light trucks to achieve, if there is a feasible way to do so, the greenhouse gas emission 
reduction target approved by the California Air Resources Board (CARB); 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to SB 375, CARB set the per capita GHG emission reduction targets for the 
San Joaquin Valley region at 5% below 2005 per capita emissions levels by 2020 and 10% below 2005 per 
capita emissions levels by 2035; 
 

WHEREAS, lead agencies (including local jurisdictions) maintain the discretion and will be solely 
responsible for determining consistency of any future project with the SCS; 
 
 WHEREAS, under state housing law (Government Code Section 65580 et seq.), Kern COG is 
responsible for preparing and adopting a regional housing needs allocation plan (RHNA Plan) that allocates 
its share of regional housing need (as determined by the Department of Housing and Community 
Development) to each city, county, or city and county.  
 
 WHEREAS, SB 375 requires consistency between the RHNA Plan and the development pattern 
included in the 2014 RTP/SCS; 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2014 RTP/SCS has been prepared in accordance with state and federal guidelines 
adopted by the California Transportation Commission; 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2014 RTP/SCS reconfirms the use of the socio-economic data forecast used in the 
2011 RTP which was found to be within 1/10th of one percent of the observed decennial census data for 
total population; 
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 WHEREAS, the 2014 RTP/SCS includes the Congestion Management Program which is consistent 
with the final rules for the Federal Management and Monitoring Systems effective Congestion Management 
Process;  
 
 WHEREAS, federal planning regulations require that Kern COG prepare adopt a Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) for their region;   
 
 WHEREAS, the 2015 FTIP has been prepared to comply with Federal and State requirements for 
local projects and through a cooperative process between the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the 
Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the State Department of Transportation (Caltrans), principal elected 
officials of general purpose local governments and their staffs, and public owner operators of mass 
transportation services acting through the Kern Council of Governments forum and general public 
involvement; 
 
 WHEREAS, projects submitted in the 2015 FTIP must be financially constrained and the financial 
plan affirms that funding is available; 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2015 FTIP program listing is consistent with: 1) the 2014 RTP/SCS; 2) the 2014 
State Transportation Improvement Program; and 3) the corresponding Conformity Analysis; 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2015 FTIP contains Kern COG’s certification of the transportation planning 
process, assuring that all federal requirements have been fulfilled; 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2015 FTIP meets all applicable transportation planning requirements per 23 CFR 
Part 450; 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2015 FTIP and 2014 RTP/SCS include a Conformity Analysis which 
demonstrates conformity pursuant to Clean Air Act Section 176(c) and 40 CFR Part 93;  
 
 WHEREAS, the 2015 FTIP and 2014 RTP/SCS conforms to the applicable SIPs; 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2015 FTIP and 2014 RTP do not interfere with the timely implementation of the 
Transportation Control Measures; 
 
 WHEREAS, a Program Environmental Impact Report was prepared to assess the environmental 
effects of the proposed 2014 RTP/SCS and is certified concurrently herewith; 
 
 WHEREAS, the documents have been widely circulated and reviewed by Kern COG advisory 
committees representing the technical and management staffs of the member agencies; representatives 
of other governmental agencies, including State and Federal; representatives of special interest groups; 
representatives of the private business sector; and residents of Kern County consistent with the public 
participation process adopted by Kern COG; 
 
 WHEREAS, a public hearing was conducted on April 15, 2014 and April 17, 2014 to hear and 
consider comments on the 2015 FTIP and 2014 RTP/SCS and EIR and corresponding Conformity 
Analysis; 
 
 WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have occurred; 
   
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Kern COG finds that the 2015 FTIP and 2014 
RTP/SCS are in conformity with the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act Amendments and 
applicable State Implementation Plans for air quality; and 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Kern COG also finds that the 2014 RTP/SCS meets the SB 

375 GHG reduction targets of 5% below 2005 per capita emissions levels by 2020 and 10% below 2005 
per capita emissions levels by 2035; and  

 
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Kern COG finds that the RHNA Plan is consistent with the 

development pattern included in the 2014 RTP/SCS; and  
 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Kern COG adopts the 2015 FTIP, the 2014 RTP/SCS, the 
RHNA Plan, and the Conformity Analysis for the 2015 FTIP and 2014 RTP/SCS. 

  
 
 
AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 19TH DAY OF JUNE 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
       ________________________________ 
       Harold Hanson, Chairman 
       Kern Council of Governments 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the 19th day of June 2014. 
 
 
 
_____________________________________           _________________________________   

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director      Date:    
Kern Council of Governments  
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July 7, 2014 
 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee/ 
  Kern Council of Governments 
 
FROM: Ahron Hakimi,  
  Executive Director 
 
SUBJECT: MEETING OF JULY 17TH – CANCELLATION NOTICE 
 
 
The meeting of the Transportation Planning Policy Committee and Kern Council of 
Governments Board scheduled for July 17, 2014 has been cancelled. The August 21st 
meeting may be cancelled as well, we will notify you prior to that time. The next meeting 
is scheduled for September 18, 2014.  Agenda materials will be sent approximately one 
week prior to that date. 
 
Thank you for your cooperation.  If there are any questions, please call. 
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August 7, 2014 
 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee/ 
  Kern Council of Governments 
 
FROM: Ahron Hakimi,  
  Executive Director 
 
SUBJECT: MEETING OF AUGUST 21ST – CANCELLATION NOTICE 
 
 
The meeting of the Transportation Planning Policy Committee and Kern Council of 
Governments Board scheduled for August 21, 2014 has been cancelled. The next 
meeting is scheduled for September 18, 2014.  Agenda materials will be sent 
approximately one week prior to that date. 
 
Thank you for your cooperation.  If there are any questions, please call. 
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AGENDA 

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                                                      THURSDAY 

1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                     SEPTEMBER 18,  2014 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                                 6:30 P.M. 

WEB SITE: www.kerncog.org                  

 

6:00 P.M.   KERN COG WORKSHOP:   CALIFORNIA WALKS PRESENTS ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

PROGRAM (ATP)  

 

DISCLAIMER:  This agenda includes the proposed actions and activities, with respect to each agenda item, as 

of the date of posting.  As such, it does not preclude the Committee from taking other actions on items on the 

agenda, which are different or in addition to those recommended. 

   

I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE:    

 

II. ROLL CALL: Flores, Hanson, Wood, Aguirre, Wilke, Cantu, Holloway, Johnston, Linder, Smith, 

Wegman, Couch, Scrivner, Kiernan, Miller, Silver 

 

III. PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members may 

respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask a question for clarification, 

make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 

meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES, WITH THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIR 

TO EXTEND THE TIME LIMIT AS DEEMED APPROPRIATE FOR CONDUCTING THE MEETING. 

PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 

PRESENTATION.  

 

 Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the 

Transportation Planning Policy Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street Suite 300; 

Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 861-2191.  Every effort will be made to reasonably 

accommodate individuals with disabilities by making meeting materials available in alternative formats. 

Requests for assistance should be made at least three (3) working days in advance whenever possible. 

 

IV. CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT: All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 

no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion 

is desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the 

listed sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning 

the item before action is taken.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 

A. Approval of Minutes – June 19, 2014  

 

B. Response to Public Comments (None) 

 

C. FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Arvin for $590,494 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of 
Arvin for $590,494. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Arvin in the amount of 
$590,494 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-20. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
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D. FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Bakersfield for $221,356 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of 
Bakersfield for $221,356. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this 
item.  
 
Action: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Bakersfield in the amount 
of $221,356 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-21. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

E. FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim – Kern Regional Transit for $5,902,396 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for Kern Regional 
Transit for $5,902,396. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this 
item.  
 
Action: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the Kern Regional Transit in the 
amount of $5,902,396 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-22. ROLL CALL 
VOTE. 
 

F. FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Delano for $2,218,127 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of 
Delano for $2,218,127. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this 
item.  
 
Action: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Delano in the amount of 
$2,218,127 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-23. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

G. FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim – Golden Empire Transit District for $17,434,834 

(Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for Golden Empire 
Transit District for $17,434,834. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has 
reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for Golden Empire Transit District in the 
amount of $17,434,834 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-24. ROLL CALL 
VOTE. 
 
 

H. FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Maricopa for $41,707 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of 
Maricopa for $41,707. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this 
item.  
 
Action: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Maricopa in the amount of 
$41,707 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-25. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

I. FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Arvin for $437,182 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of 
Arvin for $437,182. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Arvin in the amount of 
$437,182 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-26. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
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J. FY 2008-09 TDA Public Transit Claim – City of Taft for $441,582 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2008-09 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of Taft 
for $441,582. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Approve FY 2008-09 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Taft in the amount of 
$441,582 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-27. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 

K. FY 2014-15 TDA Streets and Roads Claim – County of Kern for $2,337,123 (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim for the 
County of Kern for $2,337,123. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has 
reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the County of Kern in the 
amount of $2,337,123 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-28. ROLL CALL 
VOTE. 

 

L. Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program of Projects for Fiscal Year 2014-15 

(Smith) 

 
Comment: The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity as the state-designated 
Regional Transportation Planning Authority, administers funding for the Transportation 
Development Act Article 3 program (Article 3).  Article 3 funds are used to pay for bicycle and 
pedestrian safety programs and bicycle and pedestrian travel facilities.  Eligible Article 3 
claimants are the eleven incorporated cities within Kern County and the County of Kern. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Approve Fiscal Year 2014-2016 Active Transportation Program Projects. VOICE VOTE. 

 

M. Frequently Asked Questions Concerning the Active Transportation Program (Smith) 

 
Comment: The State of California, through the Department of Transportation, administers the 
Active Transportation Program (ATP). The ATP funds projects that support non- motorized 
transportation activities such as walking and biking, provide education and infrastructure to 
assure safe routes to schools and supports planning efforts to support and encourage 
physically active transportation.  $360,000,000 is available statewide to fund the ATP. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Information. 

 

N. Project Accountability Team Report (Pacheco) 

 
Comment: Report on the project status of CMAQ, RSTP, and TE projects. The Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  

 
Action: Information. 
 

O. 2018 RTP/SCS Process Timeline and Regional Growth Forecast Update (Raymond) 

 
Comment: Initiation of the 4-year update to the long range plan or Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP) with a Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) has started.  This update must comply 
with state and federal regulations and is a required step in the transportation planning process 
to deliver projects in the region.  Some of the first steps include revisiting the regional vision as 
well as the regional growth forecast assumptions. The Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee has reviewed this item.  

 
Action: Information. 
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P. Kern River Valley Transportation Development Plan (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: The Transportation Development Plan (TDP) is a short-range (five-year) 
comprehensive planning document that serves as a blueprint to guide public policy decisions 
regarding transportation programs and expenditures. The Kern River Valley TDP has been 
identified under Work Element 606.2. This TDP will build on the previous TDP completed in 
1995. Based on evaluations, Nelson\Nygaard Consulting was chosen to complete the project at 
a proposed cost of $64,500. County Counsel is reviewing this contract. 

 
Action: Approve selection of the firm Nelson\Nygaard for the Kern River Valley Transportation 
Development Plan, and authorize Chair to sign the contract. VOICE VOTE. 
 

Q. McFarland / Taft Transportation Development Plan (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: The Transportation Development Plan (TDP) is a short-range (five-year) 
comprehensive planning document that serves as a blueprint to guide public policy decisions 
regarding transportation programs and expenditures. The McFarland TDP has been identified 
under Work Element 606.3 and the Taft TDP has been identified under the Work Element as 
606.4 in the FY 2014-15 Overall Work Program (as amended tonight). These TDPs will build on 
the previous TDPs completed in 2007 and 2009 respectively. Based on evaluations, Moore & 
Associates was chosen to complete the project at a proposed cost of $69,301. County Counsel 
is reviewing this item. 
 
Action: Approve selection of the firm Moore & associates for the McFarland and Taft 
Transportation Development Plans, and authorize Chair to sign the contract. VOICE VOTE. 
 

R. San Joaquin Valley Greenprint Final Report (Heimer) 

 
Comment: San Joaquin Valley Greenprint State of the Valley Report. The Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  

 
Action: Information. 
 

S. State Agency Cap and Trade Implementation Processes (Napier) 

 
Comment: Cap and Trade funding opportunities are governed by the following Assembly and 
Senate Bills:  AB 32, SB 375, SB 535 AB 1532, SB 1018 and SB 862.  Various State agencies 

are in the process of preparing grant guidelines for cap and trade funding opportunities. 
The Regional Planning Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
Action: Information. 
 

T. 5th Cycle Housing Element Timing, Streamlining, and Tips Workshops (Invina) 

 
Comment: Kern COG hosted the Housing Element Timing, Streamlining, and Tips Workshop 
on August 6, 2014. A second more in-depth workshop is tentatively scheduled for November 4, 
2014 at Kern COG. The Regional Planning Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

U. Professional Services Agreement - Enhancements for the Kern Regional Traffic Count 

Program Website  (Flickinger) 

 
 Comment: A contract with Midwestern Software Solutions, LLC (MS2) has been negotiated for 
an amount not to exceed $39,926 plus annual web hosting/support fee for the preparation of 
the Regional Transportation Monitoring Improvement Plan Database and Website 
Improvements. County Counsel is reviewing this Agreement. 
 

 Action: Approve contract award and authorize Chair to sign. VOICE VOTE. 

*** END CONSENT CALENDAR - ROLL CALL VOTE *** 
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V. FISCAL YEAR 2014-16 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS (Smith) 

 
Comment: The State of California, through the Department of Transportation, administers the Active 
Transportation Program (ATP). The ATP funds projects that support non- motorized transportation activities 
such as walking and biking, provide education and infrastructure to assure safe routes to schools and 
supports planning efforts to support and encourage physically active transportation.  $360,000,000 is available 
statewide to fund the ATP. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 

Action: Approve Fiscal Year 2014-2016 Active Transportation Program Projects. VOICE VOTE. 
 

VI. PUBLIC HEARING – UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS IN KERN COUNTY (Snoddy) 

 
Comment: California Public Utilities Code Section 99401.5 requires that Kern Council of Governments (Kern 
COG) annually identify any unmet transit needs and those that are reasonable to meet. Kern COG will conduct 
a public hearing on September 18, 2014 prior to making a final determination. 

 

 OPEN PUBLIC HEARING    RECEIVE COMMENTS   CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 

 

Action: Find that there are unmet transit needs, including those that are reasonable to meet in Kern County 
and authorize the Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-29. ROLL CALL VOTE 

 

VII. 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (FTIP) - DRAFT AMENDMENT NO. 1 

(Pacheco) 

 
Comment: Amendment No. 1 includes changes to the State Highway Operation and Protection Program, 
Safety Program, Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program, Transit Program, Non-motorized Program, and 
Recreational Trails Program. The amendment was circulated to the Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee via email September 5, 2014. 

 

 OPEN PUBLIC HEARING    RECEIVE COMMENTS   CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 

 

Action: Open the public hearing, take public comment, and close public hearing. 

 

VIII. BOARD MEMBER’S MEETING REPORTS: (None) 

 

IX.       CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress)  
 

X.        EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  (Report on Projects and Programs in Progress) 

 

XI. MEMBER STATEMENTS: On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a 

brief report on their own activities.  In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for 

clarification on any matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request 

staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any 

member thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda. 

 

XII. ADJOURNMENT 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICY COMMITTEE 

 

 Minutes of Meeting of June 19, 2014 

 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM JUNE 19, 2014 

BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 6:30 P.M. 

                                                                                                                                                                              

The meeting was called to order by Chair Harold Hanson at approximately 6:30 p.m. 

 

    I. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: 

 

   II. ROLL CALL: 

Members Present:  Flores, Hanson, Wood, Pascual, Wilke, Holloway, Johnston, Smith, Wegman, 

Couch, Scrivner, Miller, Silver 

Members Absent:  Cantu, Linder  

Alternates: McFarland 

 Others:  25 

Staff:  Hakimi, Collins, Ball, Phipps, Stragmalia, Pacheco, Raymond, Napier, Campbell, Invina, Heimer, 

Hightower, and Hall 

 

III.   PUBLIC COMMENTS:  This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Committee on 

any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  Committee members   may 

respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask a question for clarification; make 

a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Committee at a later 

meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES, WITH THE AUTHORITY OF THE CHAIR TO 

EXTEND THE TIME LIMIT AS DEEMED APPROPRIATE FOR CONDUCTING THE MEETING. PLEASE 

STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.  

 

  Chair said we have about 25 speakers tonight, so he’s going to keep everyone to two minutes. If you are 

here regarding the RTP. Please wait until item V. 

 

  Lieutenant Greg Gonzalez with the Kern County Sheriff’s Office gave a monthly report on the two 

contracts with Kern COG on litter enforcement and trash removal. To date since August of 2013 we have 

done a 180 job sites, this last month alone we did 15 additional job sites. Since the last meeting, 672 

hours a month is the average of work that we’re doing. From the start of August 2013 we have collected 

324 thousand pounds of trash on Kern freeways. Since May 15th we have cited over 24 different vehicles 

throughout the county, of those 15 were given educational warnings. We did not give them citations, 

however we did give them information on the importance of tarping your loads. Over the last month we 

have aggressively been billing Kern COG and we appreciate that. Chair asked why you would not give a 

citation. Lt. Gonzalez said that most of the loads were tarped but some of the stuff was flying out so it 

wasn’t completely tarped, where some of the loads that were being pulled by cars were not proper. We 

are finding a little more success with educating the public, telling them about the fees and the fines that 

are going to be imposed on them. We would ticket an out an out throwing of litter. 

    

  IV.  CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:  All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if 

no member of the Committee or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion is 

desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the listed 

sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Committee concerning the 

item before action is taken. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 

  A. Approval of Minutes – May 15, 2014  

     B. Response to Public Comments (None) 
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   C. FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim – North of the River Recreation and Park District for $966,047 

     D.     Memorandum of Understanding with the City of Delano 
E. Memorandum of Understanding with the Division of Mass Transportation Caltrans 
F. Project Accountability Team Report 
G. Kern Council of Governments’ Updated Federal Transit Administration Title VI Policy 
H, Final Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) 

 

 *** END CONSENT CALENDAR*** 

 

MOTION BY DIRECTOR COUCH, second by Director Smith, TO APPROVE THE CONSENT 

CALENDAR. Motion carried with a roll call vote, with Director Johnston abstaining on item A. as he was 

not at the last meeting. 

 

Chair said that we are going to have a change in the agenda. Item IV. A. from the COG agenda will be 

moved to this agenda.  

 

IV. A. Ms. Napier introduced Mr. Charles Hester, Vice President of Godbe Research who has been doing our 

community surveys for the past seven years. They actually compare survey to survey with certain 

questions that we are keeping track of over time to see how things change. 

 

Mr. Hester gave a PowerPoint presentation of the results of the 2014 community survey.   

 

V. FINAL 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM, FINAL 2014 REGIONAL 

TRANSPORTATION PLAN, AND FINAL PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT, 

REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN AND CORRESPONDING CONFORMITY 

ANALYSIS 

 

Ms. Napier introduced the CEQA consultants Ms. Jessica Kirchner and Wendy Lockwood, they have 

been very helpful through this process.  

 

The 2014 RTP represents more than two years of work, extensive coordination with the California Air 

Resources Board, the California Department of Housing and Community Development, Caltrans, Federal 

Highway Administration, Federal Land Management agencies and state and local agencies responsible 

for land use, conservation and environmental protection. The 2014 RTP is a long-range regional 

transportation plan that if followed will achieve a coordinated regional transportation system by creating a 

vision for transportation investment throughout the region and identifying regional transportation and land 

use strategies to address mobility needs. For the first time the RTP includes a sustainable communities 

strategy that identifies planning strategies and illustrative development patterns that would reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions and a plan of action for the region to pursue to meet identified transportation 

needs. The final draft 2014 RTP meets all of the state and federal requirements including transportation 

conformity and Senate Bill 375. The Program EIR serves as an informational document to inform 

decision-makers and the public of the potential environmental consequences of approving the proposed 

Plan. The Program EIR includes mitigation measures designed to help avoid or minimize significant 

environmental impacts. The final draft Program EIR complies with the requirements of the California 

Environmental Quality Act also known as CEQA. The 2015 RTP improves overall mobility and provides 

needed congestion relief by maintaining, fixing and finishing what we have. It funds the maintenance of 

the transportation system while increasing funding for bike, pedestrian and transit facilities. It could 

ultimately add 28,000 permanent jobs to the region increasing Kern’s economic base. It improves air 

quality and public health by reducing all criteria pollutant emissions and their precursors. It reduces 

household water use, reduces infrastructure costs by revitalizing existing communities and it reduces 

farmland conversion. We did receive two late comment letters, one is only technical corrections to the 

EIR and those corrections will be made. The second letter received this afternoon was concerning the 

delay of the West Beltway Project, the delay will not go beyond the horizon year of the RTP and was 

considered in the EIR analysis. The EIR responses to comments adequately addresses the issues. You  
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were sent an supplemental resolution that added a whereas at the request of the City of Shafter. The 

new whereas states as follows: Whereas the draft 2014 RTP will be amended pursuant to the revisions 

outlined in the responses to comments attached as Exhibit A and amended Table 4-9 attached as Exhibit 

B. The last ‘be it further resolved’ also added these two exhibits. The recommended action tonight is to 

certify the final PEIR for the 2014 RTP/SCS and authorize the Chair to sign resolution No. 14-17; adopt 

the CEQA findings of fact and statement of overriding considerations, and the mitigation monitoring and 

reporting program and authorize the Chair to sign resolution No. 14-17 and that is not a typo there are 

two actions for that one resolution. And adopt the 2015 FTIP, 2014 RTP/SCS, and the conformity 

analysis for the 2015 FTIP and 2014 RTP/SCS and authorize the Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-19. 

 

Chair said that this is a very important item and there has been a lot of work that has gone into it and he 

is sure that it is not going to make everyone happy but he thinks we have a good Plan here and we are 

anxious to hear your comments. He asked the Board if anyone had any comments. He then went on to 

the public comments, he reminded everyone that there are a lot of speakers, we are going to hold you to 

two minutes, and please do not be too repetitious, keep it straight to the point.  

 

Ms. Collins called the first five speakers: Bob Smith, Wendy Alfsen, Jose Pinto, Gema Perez and Maria 

Jose Diaz. Director Couch asked if the speakers would give their community they’re from or their 

address. 

 

Mr. Bob Smith from Bike Bakersfield wanted to testify that this Plan is a significant change from what we 

have seen in the past. From someone who started bicycle advocacy almost ten years ago, it has been 

very slow change for the most of that. In the last couple of yearS that has changed and picked up 

momentum and this Plan helps that immensely with the additional funding. In the City of Bakersfield we 

recently passed a Bicycle Transportation Plan which changes the way we’ve thought about bicycle routes 

before. Instead of high speed arterials they’re now on slower collector streets and family friendly routes 

and also many miles of class one paths are in the Plan and also funded. He believes that land use 

follows transportation and as we get more people using bicycling and walking then density naturally 

increases as people don’t want to go as far. We are moving in the right direction. He bicycles every day 

and it’s a great town to do that and he believes it’s going to grow with the new infrastructure. He also 

believes that the Plan is correct in continuing the projects that we have. We need to get the freight 

through town, we need to finish the freeways that we’ve started and all that also helps reduce congestion 

and makes other types of transportation better. 

 

Ms. Wendy Alfsen with California Walks and Greenfield Walking Group said she has with her tonight 

several of the youth leaders from here in Bakersfield and she wanted to point out that Maria Jose Diaz 

has been recognized statewide as a sustainable transportation youth leader and invited to make a 

presentation at the American Public Health Association National conference on her work with Kern COG 

on sustainable transportation and she can go if she’s able to raise money and we have a letter that we 

would appreciate if people would circulate to help her in this endeavor. It has been very important to all of 

us to participate in this process and we are very glad that Kern COG and all of the jurisdictions have 

been so active in applying for state funds from the Active Transportation Program which we worked so 

hard to create and she hopes that all of those will be awarded. We came here tonight specifically in 

regard to the sustainable communities strategy to urge you to slightly amend the Plan to frontload the 

public transit walking and biking and community planning aspects of the Plan so that we can get the 

maximum benefit for air quality and public health towards the beginning of the Plan rather than at the 

end. Seventy percent of the people said it is really important as well as all of the communities of Kern 

County, it is really important that they have the benefit of density which means more jobs and more 

housing. Fifty percent of the people here need more affordable housing according to your medium 

income and so providing a way for them to get that housing is really important and she wants to thank 

you for your attention.  
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Ms. Gema Perez through a translator said she is from the Greenfield Walking Group and said thank you 

for receiving us and she wanted to say that we need sustainability in Greenfield and East Kern. We need 

better air quality and better transportation to have healthy communities.  

 

Ms. Maria Jose Diaz she said she would really appreciate if you would read the letter and everything 

really does help. 

 

Ms. Collins called the next set of speakers: Chris Chavez, Kimberly Alvarez, Jason Alvarez, Heather 

Dumay and Jaime Moncaya. 

 

Ms. Kimberly Alvarez and Mr. Jason Alvarez gave their address but said nothing else. Mr. Chris Chavez 

stated that he was also recognized to go to the American Public Health Association with Maria Jose Diaz 

and he would also like it if you would look over the letters that you received tonight and anything that you 

could give would really help. 

 

Ms. Collins called Salvador Pertida, Abre Connor, Rosa Lopez, Ella Wise and Ron Nelms.  

 

Ms. Heather Dumay stated that she is with American Lung Association and is here to speak on the 2014 

RTP adoption, she wanted to thank staff and the committee members for your ongoing openness to the 

public health comments and input we’ve given over the last two years. We strongly believe that the Valley 

is at a crossroads and the choice before you today is critical for our public health. The SB 375 process 

can create a vision for healthier communities throughout the region and all of the communities can grow 

healthier. As we heard in the survey, air quality is a great concern for all Kern County residents no matter 

where you live, what side you live in the Valley. As noted in our letter, we’ve been working with health 

leaders throughout the Valley to propose strengthening changes that will improve all of our residents 

while revitalizing our community centers. Physician leaders from the Valley have been clearly seeing that 

healthy growth is a top priority given the health and air quality issues faced by our Valley residents. We 

believe that the COG Plan makes some good progress but we believe that additional measures are 

needed to ensure that this Plan will achieve a real difference from the status quo. We believe that the 

33% housing alternative has a better potential to improve housing and transportation choices that will 

improve our public health. We also raise concern in the letter that the largest portion of emission 

reductions captured in the proposed Plan come from factors outside of land use and transportation 

projects. We need to get a clear accounting of the GHG reductions in this Plan before the CARB final 

adoption hearing. We encourage you to direct staff to work closely with the state board to ensure that 

there is a clear understanding of modeling, results and contributions made from clear changes in land 

use and transportation strategies. We also ask that you advise staff and evaluate and add new land use 

and transportation strategies to ensure that action taken not assumptions made result in real benefits for 

Kern County. We look forward to working with you and the Valley COG’s and the Air Resources Board as 

we go forth with our next Plan. 

 

Mr. Sal Pertida from Arvin said that as he looks at this Plan it is something that is going to help us 

tremendously. There is a lot of studies and things that went into this Program to be created, while things 

from the City of Arvin were not. First of all we need clean quality air in Arvin, we need clean drinkable 

water, and those are the most important things for life and for the City of Arvin as well. We need 

hospitals, we don’t have a hospital in Arvin, and we don’t have any urgent cares in Arvin. We have only 

one very small pharmacy in Arvin. People get sick at night and the ambulance trip from Arvin to 

Bakersfield usually charges about $3,000 for the 20 mile ride, this is outrageous. We need competition, 

we need something that will bring us down to the average or the level that Bakersfield or some other 

bigger cities are. We are left out at the southeast corner of Kern County and this Plan is good but it 

needs to be out a little farther covering Arvin. Arvin is also Kern County and it needs to be covered. We 

need a bunch of stuff, we need clinics, if you need something bigger than a shot you’re referred to the 
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County Hospital in Bakersfield. We need parks, parks for our kids to play and for families to gather. The 

most important things we need are traffic lights and we need ADA compliant curbs.  

 

Mr. Jaime Moncaya he is here on behalf of Leadership Counsel of Justice and Accountability based out 

of Fresno and work with many communities in Kern County including Arvin and Lamont. First of all we 

would like to commend staff for all of their hard work and sincere efforts to make viable RTP and SCS. 

We really appreciate and the citizens of Kern County do as well. Especially we would like to thank them 

for working to improve the jobs housing balance in the communities of Arvin, Lamont, Weedpatch and 

Greenfield. However, we continue to be concerned with how the greenhouse gas reductions are being 

brought about, we believe that more can be done in terms of policy for those changes to be made and as 

what was pointed out CARB has some similar concerns. We would like to see the frontloading of bike 

and pedestrian projects in the Plan, we think that is very important to get people to take advantage of that 

infrastructure and we think that it can be beneficial to the communities that we work with. Similarly, we 

submitted a comment letter where we suggested that COG implement a grant program that would allow 

disadvantaged communities access to funds to implement infrastructure projects. We have been working 

with Kern COG to establishing a similar Plan and we would be happy to work with you on it. Likewise we 

think that there should be a need assessment to help identify the infrastructure needs of many of the 

communities here in Kern. Finally, we would hope that now and in the future that you would include these 

disadvantages communities in the Plan and make them a priority. On a side note, he used to sit on a 

Board he understands the frustration of hearing the same comments again and again, but if you think 

that’s frustrating think of how frustrating it is for these people to come out here and say the same things 

over and over again. There is clearly a squeaking wheel and it would be nice to see some oil. 

 

Ms. Abre Connor said she is representing Delano and Bakersfield. She wanted to thank COG for 

listening to some of the comments from before and we have seen improvements in the most recent Plan, 

especially around infill. However, there are two areas that she would like to focus on. One is within the 

greenhouse gas reduction and the other around smart growth planning. Initially a group of organizations 

including hers, The Center on Race, Poverty and the Environment used a table that was included around 

greenhouse gas reduction where the recession or a fuel increase cost was used as a way to meet your 

targets for greenhouse gas reduction and we were told that those factors were not a part of how you 

were going to mitigate greenhouse gas reductions. We have not seen any new information that would 

help us to understand how you actually do plan to mitigate greenhouse gas reductions. We would like to 

see something like that actually incorporated before you adopt a final Plan. Secondly around smart 

growth planning, we were very happy to see that there was $500,000 allocated for one fiscal year, 

however if we are really going to look at a long term strategy for unincorporated and low income 

communities we think that it’s important to look past one year and $500,000 and look at a longer term 

strategy, figuring out a way to allocate money over a longer period of time so that these communities can 

really get the help that they need.  

 

Director Couch said it is very important that we know who these people are representing and where they 

live. 

 

Ms. Ella Wise from the Natural Resources Defense Council said she came on the train today to 

personally relay a message. Thank you for all the work the staff has done on this RTP. She is here to 

relay a message from the Air Resources Board (ARB) that Mr. Hakimi and Mr. Ball have heard. The Air 

Resources Board is the state agency that will either approve or reject Kern’s plan based on a long and 

thorough assessment of Kern’s methodology. At the May 22nd public hearing of the ARB their staff 

presented to their board members a presentation on the progress made by a lot of the Valley COG’s as 

well as grave concerns they had about the methods they found in their assessment thus far, their 

preliminary findings. These concerns include accounting for interregional trips, model sensitivity to land 

use and transportation choices, as well as the huge influence of assumptions about external market 

conditions. Not the influence of policy or actions, but the influence of assumptions about fuel costs and 

economic recession on achieving the targets. In response to the staff presentation, the ARB board 
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echoed and confirmed these concerns and a couple of them went as far as to say that if the Plan was 

presented that day, a couple of weeks ago, they would not be able to approve it. In response to these 

concerns, the Valley COG’s including Kern chose not to change their Plan. The Plan before you today is 

the same Plan that ARB board and staff voiced these concerns about. She wanted to make sure that you 

are fully informed about the Plan that is up for adoption today. Good luck at making the best decision for 

Kern residents. 

 

Chair asked Mr. Hakimi if he had a comment regarding that statement. Mr. Hakimi said that this Board 

approves the Regional Transportation Plan and the SCS, it is your decision. He did attend the ARB 

meeting, but the ARB board does not approve our Plan, they will make a determination on whether we 

meet the greenhouse gas targets or not. We have been working with ARB staff and their board members 

for the last two years and we will continue to work with them until they make their decision in October. He 

has been invited back to the ARB in July and October. 

 

Ms. Rosa Lopez, through an interpreter said that she is in the City of Bakersfield and she is close to 

Panama, Planz and Cottonwood. She has two comments, the first is water and as you can see we have 

a water issue and it is not just drinking water but it is also ground water. We are talking about the 

grounds that now reside with tumble weeds and trash dumps. Please guide your conscience, right now 

that we are dealing with a drought. The other comment that she wants to make is regarding the air. The 

air that we have here today that she has researched and 99.96% of the air is contaminated at that rate. 

We are breathing air that is very contaminated. If you would please focus your attention on this and thank 

you for opening your doors to our community and to listen to our needs. 

 

Mr. Ron Nelms from Glenville said that he is a land surveyor and as he lives in Glenville he commutes 80 

miles a day in a SUV, his drive takes about 40 minutes he contends that he emits less pollution than the 

average commuter in San Francisco or Los Angeles who owns a Prius. He doesn’t have stop and go 

traffic as these cities do, he lives here because he wants to see the oak trees and the grazing cattle, not 

to mention wildlife that wanders through his property. His objective is not to upset the environmental 

concerns but rather to embrace it. He has clients that have the same objective, widows trying to make 

the ends meet by selling portions of their properties, or family trusts who wishes to disperse among 

family members, not to mention the farmer who wants to create a home site parcel where he can retire. 

A proposal is made to this board to accept a one third type growth pattern, so he asks which two thirds of 

his clients will be told that they can’t acquire their dreams that some have spent a lifetime pursuing. 

Special interest groups have invaded our county and proselytized their way of life on us because we don’t 

know what is good for us. They claim they have the science to back it however a closer look does not 

substantiate that. To accept their assessment would be an act of faith. Our county has proven that we 

know how to do transportation that is beneficial to the economy, environment and its people. We have 

proven ourselves, the question is do we really want to embrace a Plan that is unproven. Earlier we heard 

substantiated that 84% of the people that live here are satisfied with our quality of life. Their Plan would 

lead only to traffic congestion and overcrowding, not to mention the cost of replacement of utility lines 

such as sewer and water to accommodate the increased density. He ask that we stay the course and 

reject their Plan.  

 

Ms. Collins called Char Reeves, Tom Pavich, Lorelei Oviatt and Ted James. 

 

Ms. Char Reeves said that she is a member of the Bakersfield Tea Party, but she is speaking on her own 

tonight. A year or two ago the Bakersfield Tea Party members was here talking about Agenda 21 and 

how we prefer that the decisions made in our community was made by our local elected officials and not 

by central planning. She sees that central planning is still going on. We enjoy our county here and our 

homes with our yards. We don’t live in an urban area and we don’t want to live in an urban area. She 

doesn’t appreciate the fact that we keep getting these requirements coming down to us from people that 

don’t live here. She just wants to say that the way we expand our city and county are building values and 

the way we do that she would like that decided by our elected officials who live here.  
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Mr. Tom Pavich said that he is also a Bakersfield Tea Party member, it is a voluntary organization of 

likeminded people, one of their core values and principles is that they would like to support in the 

decision making process, we feel that the best government is the government that is local and to the 

extent that you can to make your decisions based on that and disregard those that come from out of 

town and present threatening verbiage and take into consideration the local  rules and laws here in your 

decision making.  

 

Ms. Lorelei Oviatt, Director of the Kern County Planning and Community Development based in 

Bakersfield and she lives in Rosamond. She wanted to thank you for the opportunity to provide 

comments again. Through the direction of the Board of Supervisors, she has been involved in this 

process from the very beginning, every meeting, every conversation, all the science and all of the 

methodology for the implementation of SB 375. The size and geographic distribution of this county is 

what shapes our plan. The City of Bakersfield is a wonderful city, it’s our largest city and the Plan that is 

before us includes higher density, but that is not what defines our future countywide. Our other 

incorporated cities and many of our unincorporated urban communities all need economic development 

as well and many of these communities have high unemployment and very low median incomes. We 

have developed a Plan to include everyone countywide and support economic vitality, not just in the San 

Joaquin Valley, but in eastern Kern in the mountains and in all of our residents and the way that they 

would like to live. The Plan is based on the various general plans that you as elected officials have put 

together, they include policies, densities and we believe we can achieve this Plan. It will not be easy and 

there will be difficult decisions to make, but along with our building community and our economic 

development partners in the business community as well as your help, we can achieve this target and still 

maintain a countywide vitality. The alternatives that have been presented to you other than the Plan, she 

believes leaves out the disadvantaged communities, they paint a pretty picture but the kinds of densities 

and the alternatives that they’ve presented are focused on the San Joaquin Valley and the City of 

Bakersfield and perhaps some of our larger cities here it leaves out our disadvantaged communities, our 

unincorporated communities – Buttonwillow, Lamont, Greenfield, our community such as Arvin that is 

striving to bring a beautiful downtown and our mountains and our deserts. She is asking you to approve 

the Plan as recommended by staff and she is confident that staff will answer the questions of ARB. 

 

Mr. Ted James, a local planning consultant wanted to talk about the comments you heard regarding the 

ARB meeting, he did go through the transcript to try to understand the dialog that occurred and Mr. 

Hakimi was at that meeting and made a presentation and there were various comments made, but unlike 

what the NRDC representative said, they did not take an action that they were opposed to Kern’s 

program, they had questions and because this is the first time that SB 375 is going to be implemented, 

they specifically had questions about modeling, what their role is, whether or not they need to 

communicate better with the local MPO’s, it was a lot of that kind of dialog and he believes that they’re 

thinking we need more tools to actually implement this program. In all his years of dealing with 

government entities, that’s not surprising, it’s a new program, it’s the first time it’s being implemented and 

it’s a program where every four years the RTP will be updated, he just wanted to emphasize that. People 

are saying that this program doesn’t work, the modeling assumptions are what drives the reductions of 

greenhouse gases, that’s not right, what drives it is local governments, cities and counties and their 

willingness to take on these programs, they are not required, not mandated to implement this program. 

There is a spirit in the development of this program that it’s a workable program that will work. There’s a 

range of strategies, the important thing is that they’re not only urban areas, but there are rural areas as 

well and does SB 375 implementation really deal with those issues. Basically the SCS has a rural urban 

connectivity strategy, it recognizes that in Kern we have a very unique economy, we have agriculture, oil 

and gas, military, aerospace, logistics, distribution centers, renewable energy, tourism recreation and 

they are not all combined in one area, they are disbursed throughout an 8,000 square mile area and 

that’s an important thing to understand in how our program was developed. Yes there are strategies 

dealing with reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, he referred them to table 4.8 which addresses that. 

He wants to emphasize that this program is a workable action program, it has implementation strategies 

and it is a good effort to move us into the future. 
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Ms. Collins said that the last speakers are: Donna Carpenter, Pete Pankey and Derek Abbott. 

 

Ms. Donna Carpenter said that she lives in Bakersfield and she doesn’t want to be redundant but tonight 

is really about compromise, about balance, it’s about finding that sweet spot where all of these conflicting 

forces can get along. She represents the Home Builders Association and the home builders are not 

happy with SCS this is a huge change. This changes the way we build homes from a market driven 

process to a regulatory driven process. That is tough to take, but we know what’s at risk, we know that if 

we don’t embrace these strategies and reduce our vehicle miles traveled and emissions and enhance 

our air quality, we are going to lose our transportation dollars and no one wants that. She wanted to 

share a coalition letter with you and some of the people that have signed it – the Greater Bakersfield 

Chamber of Commerce, the Kern Taxpayers Association, Paramount Farming, Grimmway Farms, the 

Western States Petroleum Association, Kern Citizens for Sustainable Government, Bolthouse, the 

Bakersfield Association of Realtors and newly added today the Kern County Farm Bureau and the Home 

Builders Association. Those Associations represent over 20,000 Kern County residents and she’s here to 

ask you tonight to adopt the RTP SCS as presented, that’s what these 20,000 people want and she’ll 

give you a copy of this letter. She also has another letter that was submitted today from BSK Associates, 

they are a local soils engineering firm advocating for the same thing. She appreciates all your work on 

this and look forward to your vote. 

 

Mr. Pete Pankey said that he spent 35 years in the suburb of Mettler and is now moved to east of 

Bakersfield. He’s bothered by people coming in here saying they represent somebody that’s not even 

from around here, he doesn’t see why they think we should be open to opinions from people who don’t 

have a clue to our resource based economy. We don’t live in the same kind of area. He likes what Ms. 

Oviatt and Mr. James said, they nailed it. They are not outsiders. It bothers him this business about 

assumptions because the studies that are supposedly being taken into account here are based on 

assumptions and we’re finding that more and more of these studies not only is the methodology itself 

flawed but the basic assumptions that started them in the first place are flawed. We need to be taking a 

look at that. We need to support the RTP as staff has presented it and he urges you to do so. 

 

Mr. Derek Abbot, resident of southwest Bakersfield said that he is here tonight on behalf of himself as a 

resident of our community and also Tejon Ranch. He wanted to echo the comments of others tonight to 

recommend approval and adoption of the RTP SCS by your board, the fine work that staff has done in 

association with the members of the various committees of the COG has produced a result that is a 

reasonable Plan for the future growth of our community and is a significant compromise amongst the 

competing goals of the various interests at the table and as we recognize cannot satisfy everyone but is a 

Plan that presents a good strategy for our future growth. A couple of the key things to emphasize is that 

the SCS focuses growth in existing community cores or planned and future job centers and therefore 

reduces vehicle miles traveled meeting the goals of SB 375 and essentially the air targets established by 

CARB. The SCS growth projections are reasonably likely to be achieved and COG staff and the various 

members of the committees have demonstrated again and again their thoroughness in the analysis that 

they have performed. The SCS as Mr. Smith mentioned earlier does allocate a significant portion of 

funding to alternate transit and transportation modes and in that represents a significant advancement in 

Kern County’s commitments to those modes. The alternatives presented are simply not reasonable, 

feasible or achievable in terms of meeting the various community goals that were established in the 

survey presented earlier tonight. People enjoy the quality of life in Kern County and this Plan will present 

a coordinated Plan for regional strategy that reduces greenhouse gases, meets CARB’s targets, 

establishes transformation conformity and gets us the funding we need and then increases mobility and 

limits impacts to future farm land and results in higher paying jobs through construction. 

 

MOTION BY DIRECTOR SCRIVNER, second by Director Couch, TO CERTIFY THE FINAL PEIR FOR 

THE 2014 RTP/SCS AND AUTHORIZE THE CHAIR TO SIGN RESOLUTION NO. 14-17; ADOPT THE 

CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS AND THE 

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM AND AUTHORIZE THE CHAIR TO SIGN 
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RESOLUTION NO. 14-17; AND ADOPT THE 2015 FTIP, 2014 RTP/SCS, 2014 RHNA PLAN AND 

CONFORMITY ANALYSIS FOR THE 2015 FTIP AND 2014 RTP/SCS AND AUTHORIZE THE CHAIR 

TO SIGN RESOLITION NO. 14-19. Motion carried with a roll call vote. 

VI. BOARD MEMBERS MEETING REPORTS (None) 

  

VII.        CALTRANS’ REPORT: (Report on Projects in Progress) 
 

Ms. Miller gave a report on projects in progress: Continuing on the Bakersfield north 8-lane widening 

currently in the northbound direction, the #4 lane is closed with K-rail. In the upcoming weeks, the ramp 

closures are anticipated at the north-bound connector from SR 204 to northbound off-ramp to Olive Drive 

for hot mix asphalt paving operations. The contractor’s working on placement of concrete barrier, this 

activity should be completed later this week. The hot mix or HMA paving and striping operations are 

anticipated in the upcoming weeks. This project is currently about 90% completion, and should be done 

by mid to late 2014. On the Red Rock Canyon bridge replacement on SR 14 the project has been 

delayed, the contractor has removed the northbound bridge and is working on piles. Traffic is detoured to 

one-lane in each direction and the project is scheduled to complete at the end of this year, however due 

to the hot mix asphalt happening in the winter months it could delay it into next year, but hopefully not. 

The TRIP project of a new interstate on SR 178 at Morning Drive – traffic continues to flow smoothly 

around the construction area with traffic off the mainline. The work there has been accelerated, the 

abatement and columns are complete and the contractor is preparing the base to build the bridge across 

SR 178. Elsewhere on this project, the contractor’s grading for future westbound lanes and is also 

removing asphalt from the old roadway which will be recycled into the asphalt mix for future freeway 

lanes. Construction on the sound wall adjacent to the Canyon Hills Church residential units is underway. 

The speed limit through there as a reminder is 40 mph. This project is 35% complete and should be done 

in late 2015. The Panama Lane aux lane is 100% complete and that finished on May 20th. Another TRIP 

project - the SR 58 Gap closure widening from 4 to 6 lanes between SR 99 and Cottonwood Road. The 

contractor is working simultaneously on 4 bridges that must be widened to accommodate the new traffic 

lanes. Planned activities for June include: placing concrete for the stem soffit and deck at Cottonwood 

Road, pouring columns at the Bakersfield Corral overhead, erecting faux work at Madison Street and 

erecting faux work and placing concrete for the stem and soffits at P Street. Widening the bridges allows 

the new lanes to be built along the continuous construction corridor separated from traffic by temporary 

concrete barriers reducing the need for trucks and equipment to enter and exit the construction area from 

the existing freeway or the fast lanes. This project is 25% complete, and should be totally complete by 

the end of 2015. On the California Avenue onramp improvements they are doing plant establishments 

which is expected to be completed in spring of next year.  

 

Director Smith asked if she would have someone look at the intersection of Valley Blvd. and Tucker, 

which is SR 202. There is one lane that seems to be a chronic issue, it is the westbound lane, the right 

turn lane to turn north on Tucker. People ignore the sign that says right turn only and you will be there 

and they will race you across to get to the one lane that’s going west. That issue comes up a lot as a 

complaint – that one lane going west and they’re supposed to be turning north. Ms. Miller asked if he 

thought it wasn’t signed properly. He said that if you would add the word ‘only’ that might help and 

perhaps the sign that says right turn only maybe move it closer to where they are stopped. If they could 

see the sign while they are stopped at the intersection that would probably help a lot, because the sign is 

a ways back.  

    

VIII. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT:  

 

Mr. Hakimi first wanted to thank the board for their patience with the RTP/SCS, it has been a four year 
plus process, two years for him. He also wanted to thank all of your staff who has worked side by side 
with us. We have come a long way, the Chairman of the ARB recognizes that. This Plan was designed 
as a compromise that all parties can live with. He congratulated the cities of McFarland and Taft, both 
are recipients of $32,000 grants for rural transit planning. A letter regarding the Highway Trust Fund to 
the Senate Finance Committee is in your folders as well as the Caltrans report. As you may have heard 
there is a federal bill to raise the excise tax on gasoline by 12%, there’s an article in your folders on it. 
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August 8th is an important date that, is the CTC’s staff recommendation for the statewide competition for 
the Active Transportation Program. For Kern nine of our eleven cities and the County of Kern also Kern 
COG and the Superintendent of Schools all submitted applications. There were a total of 37 applications 
valued at $29 million, as a reminder there is about $360 million available statewide and there were 770 
applications and over $1 billion has been requested. The list will be out August 8th and we will share it 
with you and your staff as soon as it comes out. The next CTC meeting is next week June 25, Kern 
County, the Cities of Bakersfield, Taft and Tehachapi all have items on the CTC agenda next week, we 
will have staff there and if your staff would like to carpool, let us know. As was mentioned earlier this 
evening, he attended the CARB board meeting on May 22nd along with three other COG directors 
throughout the state and he has been invited back on July 24th and all or any of you are welcome to join 
him. Over the last month there has been either ground breakings of ribbon cuttings for West Ridgecrest 
Blvd., the Mohawk Extension in Bakersfield and the Challenger Drive project in Tehachapi. 
Congratulations on all of those. The Air Resources Board staff will be here in our Board room on July 1st 
conducting staff coordination. July 15th is the deadline for the Transportation Development Act Article 3 
projects. The Tehachapi double tracking rail project is going to be voted on at the CTC meeting next 
month. 
 

X. MEMBER STATEMENTS:  
 

On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a brief report on their own 

activities. In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public for clarification on any 

matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or request staff to report 

back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the Council, or any member 

thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future agenda.   

 

Director Flores of Arvin wanted to give a report of what’s going on in Arvin. He is very excited. First of all 

he wanted to thank staff for all their hard work on the EIR. He wanted to share with you how beautiful the 

San Joaquin area is, especially our area here. The Plan that the staff has just completed work on, he 

believes it is a step forward to keep this Valley cleaner than it has been so we can continue to keep it 

beautiful. Arvin used to have an Agreement with Kern County in regards to community development. 

Since 2006 he has been looking into how the CDBG funding works for our community and since then he 

has looked into the possibility of detaching from the County and he believes that the County has been 

doing a really good job in regards to providing our share, sometimes we get $200 thousand a year, 

sometimes $300 thousand a year, so it varies. As the City of Arvin’s growth has been increasing, city Hall 

and the Police Department is not moving up to par with the growth and we have not been able to provide 

many services such as Safe Routes to School, streets and roads improvement, safety, city hall services 

due to not enough funding to provide the services. It was very hard for him as the community leader to 

convince the Council that detaching from the County will give us better opportunities because we will be 

able to apply for millions. He had a professional give a presentation to the Council on how the community 

development program works and what other opportunities are out there. The Council has been split on 

the subject but it came back on the next agenda and it finally was 3 to 1 to detach from the County. He is 

very excited to be able to convince the Council and he already has the people that will be able to help us 

out to apply for more funding. As he explained to the Council it is a win-win, in regards to projects we will 

be moving faster and be able to take care of more of the issues that are needed like an urgent care 

center as was expressed in the public comments earlier this evening. He told Mr. Hakimi that he is very 

pleased with his work and performance and he appreciates him and all of staff.  

 

XI. ADJOURNMENT:  There being no further business the meeting adjourned at approximately 8:15 p.m. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

                                                                             

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 

ATTEST: 

                                                          

_________________________________  

Harold W. Hanson, Chair    DATE: _______________________          
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND 

CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AGENCY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              September 3, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                          10:00 A.M. 
 
Vice Chairman Clausen called the meeting to order at approximately 10 a.m.  A “sign-in” sheet was 
provided.   
  

I. ROLL CALL 
 

MEMBERS PRESENT:    
      

 
Dennis Speer     City of Ridgecrest 
Bob Neath   Kern County 
Wayne Clausen   City of Shafter  
Joe West   NOR/CTSA 
Paul Marquez   Caltrans  
Robert Ruiz   City of Arvin 
John Ussery   City of Bakersfield 
Dennis McNamara  City of McFarland 
Steve Woods   GET 

      Craig Jones   City of Taft  
Pedro Nunez   City of Delano  
Jay Schlosser   City of Tehachapi  
Bob Wren   City of Wasco 
Craig Platt   City of California City  

   
 

STAFF:       
Ahron Hakimi   Kern COG  
Peter Smith   Kern COG 

     Raquel Pacheco  Kern COG 
     Rob Ball   Kern COG 
     Joe Stramaglia    Kern COG  
     Bob Snoddy   Kern COG 
     Ben Raymond   Kern COG  
     Tami Popek   Kern COG 
             
  

 OTHER:    Cindy Parra   Bike Bakersfield 
      Miguel Barcenas  City of Arvin 
       
             
               
   
 

II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask 
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report to the 
Committee at a later meeting.  
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SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS 
FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.   
 
There were no public comments.     
 

III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  Meeting of June 4, 2014 there was a motion by Mr. 
Neath to recommend approval of the discussion summary.  Mr. Wren seconded the motion. 
 

IV. FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – CITY OF ARVIN FOR $590,494   
 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
the City of Arvin for $590,494. 
 
The actions requested is to review FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Arvin in the 
amount of $590,494 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee. 
Mr. Neath made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  
Mr. Wren seconded the motion.  
 
 

V. FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – CITY OF BAKERSFIELD FOR $221,356 
 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
the City of Bakersfield for $221,356.    

 
The action requested is to review FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Bakersfield 
in the amount of $221,356 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. McNamara made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee.  Mr.  Schlosser seconded the motion.  

 
VI. FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 

CLAIM – KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT FOR $5,902,396   
 

Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
Kern Regional Transit for $5,902,396. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for Kern Regional Transit 
in the amount of $5,902,396 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.   
Mr. Woods made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Ruiz seconded the motion.  
 
 

VII. FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – CITY OF DELANO FOR $2,218,127 

 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
the City of Delano for $2,218,127. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Delano in 
the amount of $2,218,127 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Woods made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee.  Mr. Jones seconded the motion.  
 

VIII. FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT FOR $17,434,834 
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Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
Golden Empire Transit Claim for $17,434,834. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for Golden Empire 
Transit in the amount of $17,434,834 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee.  Mr. Neath made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation 
Planning Policy Committee.  Mr. Schlosser seconded the motion.   
 
 

IX. FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – CITY OF MARICOPA FOR $41,707 

 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
the City of Maricopa for $41,707. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Maricopa 
in the amount of $41,707 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.   Mr. Woods made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee.  Mr. McNamara seconded the motion.  
 

X. FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – CITY OF ARVIN FOR $437,182 

 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
the City of Arvin for $437,182 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Arvin in the 
amount of $437,182 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.    
Mr. Wren made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.   Mr. Woods seconded the motion.  
 

XI. FISCAL YEAR 2008-09 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) PUBLIC TRANSIT 
CLAIM – CITY OF TAFT FOR $441,582 

 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2008-09 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for 
the City of Taft for $441,582. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2008-09 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Taft in the 
amount of $441,582 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee. 
Mr. Woods made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Ruiz seconded the motion.   
 

XII. FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) STREETS AND 
ROADS CLAIM – COUNTY OF KERN FOR $2,337,123 

 
Mr. Snoddy presented the FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim 
for the County of Kern for $2,337,123. 
 
The action requested is to review FY 2014-15 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the County of Kern 
for $2,337,123 and recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  
Mr. Woods made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
committee.  Mr. McNamara seconded the motion.  
 

XIII. TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 3 PROGRAM OF PROJECTS FOR 
FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015 
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Mr. Smith stated that The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity as the state-
designated Regional Transportation Planning Authority, administers funding for the 
Transportation Development Act Article 3 program (Article 3).  Article 3 funds are used to pay for 
bicycle and pedestrian safety programs and bicycle and pedestrian travel facilities.  Eligible 
Article 3 claimants are the eleven incorporated cities within Kern County and the County of Kern.  
Mr. Smith stated that included in the staff report is the program of projects that staff is suggesting 
for recommendation to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.   
 
The action requested is to recommend approval of the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Transportation 
Development Act Article 3 Program of Projects to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  
Mr. Schlosser made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee.  Mr. Wren seconded the motion.  
 

XIV. FISCAL YEAR 2014-2016 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS 
 

Mr. Smith stated the State of California, through the Department of Transportation, administers 
the Active Transportation Program (ATP). The ATP funds projects that support non- motorized 
transportation activities such as walking and biking, provide education and infrastructure to 
assure safe routes to schools and supports planning efforts to support and encourage physically 
active transportation.  $360,000,000 is available statewide to fund the ATP.  Mr. Smith noted that 
there was a statewide call for projects in May 2014.  There were 38 project proposals submitted 
in Kern County & 771 were submitted statewide.    
 
A clerical error was pointed out on the Kern County Horace Mann pedestrian improvement 
project.  The project cost was listed at $110,000, the actual cost is $310,000.  
 
The action requested is to recommend approval of the Fiscal Year 2014-2016 Active 
Transportation Program Projects to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  Mr. Schlosser 
made a motion to recommend approval to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee, subject 
to the change that the amount for the Horace Mann Pedestrian improvements be amended from 
$110,000 to $310,000.  Mr. Woods seconded the motion.  
 

XV. FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS CONCERNING THE ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 
PROGRAM  

 
Mr. Smith provided the committee with a list of frequently asked questions and answers regarding 
the Active Transportation Program.  
 
Cindy Parra was a volunteer on the committee that reviewed and graded the Active 
Transportation Program applications.  Ms. Parra gave a brief presentation on how each project 
was reviewed.  
 
This item was for information only.  
 

XVI. PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT 
 

Ms. Pacheco gave her congratulations to everyone because all of the Regional Surface 
Transportation Program (RSTP) and Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) projects 
in fiscal year 13/14 have received request for authorization approval. Kern COG staff was 
made aware of issues much sooner in the fiscal year which allowed for revisions to be 
made in a timely manner. In an effort to continue encouraging early delivery of projects, 
Kern COG staff has been developing a project milestone report for projects listed in fiscal 
years 14/15, 15/16, and 16/17. The project milestone report will be discussed at the next 
Project Accountability Team meeting scheduled for September 16, 2014. Lastly, a survey 
will be circulated later today to request new topics for a future Caltrans Local Assistance 
Workshop.  
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This item was for information only.  
 

XVII. 2018 RTP/SCS PROCESS TIMELINE AND REGIONAL GROWTH FORECAST UPDATE 
 

Mr. Raymond stated that initiation of the 4-year update to the long range plan or Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) with a Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) has started.  This 
update must comply with state and federal regulations and is a required step in the transportation 
planning process to deliver projects in the region. Mr. Raymond stated that some of the first steps 
include revisiting the regional vision as well as the regional growth forecast assumptions.   
He advised the committee that if they had any questions regarding any of the tasks, to please call 
him and he would be happy to provide more details.  
 
This item was for information only.   
 

XVIII. MEMBER ITEMS 

 

Ms. Pacheco stated that the 2015 FTIP Amendment No. 1 includes updates to state administered 
programs and adds the CMAQ Substitution projects as well as new transit projects. The public 
review period for the 2015 FTIP Amendment No. 1 will begin September 5, 2014 and end 
September 19, 2014. A public hearing will be held September 18, 2014 at the regularly scheduled 
Kern COG Board meeting. The Kern COG Executive Director will consider approval of the 
amendment on September 22nd. State and federal approval is required for this amendment. 

Mr. Marquez announced the 2015-16 Transportation Planning Grants call for projects.  Mr. Marquez 
advised the committee that the deadline for the planning grants is October 31, 2014.   
 
Mr. Smith advised that the TTAC Chairman Michael Bevin’s had retired.  An election for a new 
TTAC Chairman will be elected at the October meeting.  
 

XIX. ADJOURNMENT   
 
With no further business the TTAC adjourned at 11:16.  The next scheduled meeting will be 
October 1, 2014.   
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
 

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM              WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR              September 3, 2014  
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA               1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman McNamara called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.  
 

I. ROLL CALL 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Paul Hellman   City of Bakersfield 

Craig Platt  California City 
Dennis McNamara City of McFarland 
Lorelei Oviatt  County of Kern 
Viviana Zamora  City of Delano 

     Mark Staples  City of Taft 
     Patty Poire  Community Member 
     Cindy Parra  Community Member 
     Karen King  GET 
     Rebecca Moore  LAFCO 
     Paul Marquez  Caltrans  
      
STAFF:      Troy Hightower  Kern COG  

     Rob Ball  Kern COG 
      
  

OTHERS:    Amy Wolf  ARB (phone) 
     Nate Roth  UC Davis (phone) 

      Alec Kimmel  Caltrans (phone) 
      Miguel Barcena  Quad Knopf  
      Dave Dmohoski  Quad Knopf 
      Ted James  Consultant 

     Heather Dumais ALA (phone) 
     Jim Thorne  UC Davis (phone) 
     Clark Thompson Fresno COG  

   
II. PUBLIC COMMENTS:   This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the 

Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.  
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may 
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report 
to the Committee at a later meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE 
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A 
PRESENTATION.   

 
None heard. 
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III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  Meeting of Wednesday, June 4, 2014.  Mr. 
Staples made a motion to approve the discussion summary and to edit them to include him in 
the members present.  Ms. Poire seconded the motion.  

 
Committee Member Clausen made a motion to approve the February 5, 2014 minutes, 
seconded by Committee Member Bevin’s, carried unanimously with the correction that 
Committee Member Staples was in attendance at the meeting and not by telephone. 

 
IV. STATE AGENCY CAP AND TRADE IMPLEMENTATION PROCESSES   

Mr. Hightower stated that the cap and trade funding opportunities are governed by the following 
Assembly and Senate Bills:  AB 32, SB 375, SB 535 AB 1532, SB 1018 and SB 862.  Various 
State agencies are in the process of preparing grant guidelines for cap and trade funding 
opportunities. 
 
Mr. Hightower stated that the Office of Environmental Health Hazard and Assessment, on 
behalf of CAL EPA has designed a new tool called Cal Enviro Screen.  This tool is used to 
designate disadvantaged communities. Mr. Hightower explained that the significance to the 
new tool, is that many of the grants will be evaluated based on if you are in one of the 
designated communities.   
 
This item was for information only.  
 

V. SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY GREENPRINT REPORT 
 

Clark Thompson from Fresno COG and Nate Roth from UC Davis gave a brief presentation on 
the San Joaquin Valley Greenprint Report.  
 
Ms. Oviatt posed the question of why couldn’t they contain this to data analysis, present the 
data and then let every jurisdiction decide how they would like to use it.  She expressed that 
the information should be shared as best practices and not as policies. 
Ms. Oviatt stated that if they do choose to move into other areas, she would then have to write 
a letter and ask that they exclude Kern County from the conclusions that they are coming to, 
because they are not representative of what the facts are.   
Ms. Oviatt stated that she continues to question why they need this process.   
 
Clark Thompson responded that they recognized that the composition of the steering 
committee that they had in phase I is not appropriate for phase II.  The steering committee 
needs to be greatly expanded.   
He went on to express that he wanted to reassure the Directors that they are not imposing a 
policy.  
 
Jim Thorne stated that there purpose is to provide enough data that it would provide context in 
regards to population trends, etc. that can be brought in to look at the complicated land use 
requests and decisions.  He expressed that they do not presume to make policies as drivers, 
but rather to provide a wide variety of data that can be used in context, relative to the rest of 
the Valley.  
 
There was a lengthy discussion amongst the group.  
 
There was an agreement that the SJV COG Directors committee would take a closer look at 
the language in the report based on the comments received during this meeting.  
 
In a non-related issue, Ms. Oviatt thanked COG staff for the important role Kern COG data 
played a lawsuit that ended favorably for the County and that she appreciated all of staffs efforts 
over the years. 
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This item was for information only.  
 

 
VI. 2018 RTP/SCS PROCESS TIMELINE AND REGIONAL GROWTH FORECAST UPDATE 

(Ball) 
 

Mr. Raymond stated that initiation of the 4-year update to the long range plan or Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) with a Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) has started.  This 
update must comply with state and federal regulations and is a required step in the 
transportation planning process to deliver projects in the region.  Some of the first steps include 
revisiting the regional vision as well as the regional growth forecast. 
 
Mr. Raymond stated that the staff report has a detailed timeline of tasks listed.  
 
This item was for information only.  
 

VII. FY 2014-2016 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS 
 

Mr. Smith stated that the State of California, through the Department of Transportation, 
administers the Active Transportation Program (ATP). The ATP funds projects that support 
non- motorized transportation activities such as walking and biking, provide education and 
infrastructure to assure safe routes to schools and supports planning efforts to support and 
encourage physically active transportation.  $360,000,000 is available statewide to fund the 
ATP. 
Mr. Smith stated that on the staff report there was an error, the amount shown says $110,000 
for the Kern County Horace Mann Pedestrian project.  The correct amount is $310,000.   
 
Mr. Smith stated that RPAC member Cindy Parra was one of the volunteer evaluators for the 
projects.   
Ms. Para gave a brief presentation on how each project was evaluated and scored.  
 
This item was for information only.  
 
 

VIII. 5TH CYCLE HOUSING ELEMENT TIMING, STREAMLINING, AND TIPS WORKSHOPS 
 
Ms. Invina stated that Kern COG hosted the Housing Element Timing, Streamlining, and Tips 
Workshop on August 6, 2014.  Presentation material can be downloaded from the following 
link under the Attachments section: http://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing .  
Ms. Invina advised that there will be a second more in-depth workshop is tentatively scheduled 
for Tuesday, November 4th, 2014 at Kern COG. 
 
This item was for information only,  
 
 

IX. INFORMATION ITEMS/ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
The Discussion summary for the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) 
Meeting of June 4, 2014 was provided for the member information.  

 
IV. MEMBER ITEMS  

 

 Ongoing Meeting Schedule  



4 
 

Mr. Ball suggested that the RPAC  meet other month unless an issue arises that they 
need to hold a meeting to address.  The committee was in agreement.  
 

 Mr. Marquez announced the 2015-16 Transportation Planning Grants call for projects.  
Mr. Marquez advised the committee that the deadline for the planning grants is October 
31, 2014.   
 

 
 

With no further business the meeting was adjourned at 3:16 p.m. 
 
The next meeting will be Wednesday, November 5th  at 1:30 p.m.   



1 
Kern Council of Governments 
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September 18, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM C. 

FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF ARVIN FOR $590,494 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of Arvin for $590,494. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.   
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the City of Arvin for $590,494. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
City of Arvin   $590,494  -0-  $590,494 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) Adherence 
to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 Operations 
Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 

 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this item.   
 
ACTION: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Arvin in the amount of $590,494 
and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-20. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

Administrative Salaries & Wages $23,408 

Operating Salaries & Wages $291,959 

Fringe Benefits $139,289 

Professional Services $36,117 

Maintenance Services $10,000 

Vehicle Maintenance & Supplies $103,862 

Utilities $9,322 

Insurance $18,927 

Miscellaneous $11,760 

Lease & Rentals $2,980 

Regional Planning Contribution $24,813 

FY 2014-2015 Projected Expenses & Uses $672,437 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-20 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2014-15 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF ARVIN 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2014-15 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
             months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section  
            1808.1. 

  
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 18TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of September 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–Arvin  
              Resolution 14-20 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2014/15

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/13 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,960 2.33% $805,760.06 $98,212.79 $73,250.00 $3,981.00 $907,953.85

BAKERSFIELD (1) 359,221 41.85% $13,748,929.49 $1,764,036.51 $0.00 $0.00 $15,512,966.00

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.53% $529,104.25 $64,491.66 $35,730.00 $1,942.00 $595,537.90

DELANO 51,963 6.06% $2,095,667.80 $255,437.54 $87,084.00 $4,733.00 $2,355,838.35

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,969,978.00 $324,448.00 $324,448.00

MARICOPA 1,165 0.15% $51,872.97 $6,322.71 $0.00 $0.00 $58,195.68

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.47% $508,355.06 $61,962.57 $0.00 $0.00 $570,317.63

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.30% $1,141,205.24 $139,099.65 $212,817.00 $11,566.00 $1,291,870.89

SHAFTER 17,029 1.99% $688,181.34 $83,881.31 $39,744.00 $2,160.00 $774,222.65

TAFT 8,911 1.04% $359,652.56 $43,837.47 $351,483.00 $19,102.00 $422,592.03

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.55% $536,020.64 $65,334.69 $4,559.00 $248.00 $601,603.33

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $1,037,459.31 $126,454.23 $26,710.00 $1,452.00 $1,165,365.54

KERN CO.-IN (1) 120,280 14.02% $4,605,973.51 $590,962.77 $0.00 $0.00 $5,196,936.28

KERN CO.-OUT 186,255 21.71% $7,507,747.20 $915,107.11 $899,092.00 $48,863.00 $8,471,717.31

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $966,047.53 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $966,047.53

PROOF N/A $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

TOTALS 857,882 100.00% $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $367,465.70 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $367,465.70

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $727,582.09 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $727,582.09

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,069,545.68 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,069,545.68

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $36,746,570.45 $4,215,141.00 N/A $418,495.00 $41,380,206.45

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



Kern Council of Governments

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT

SCHEDULE "B"

PLANNING CONTRIBUTIONS BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT

Fiscal Year 2014-2015

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION PLANNING

Claimant BASIS RATIO CONTRIBUTION

at 01/01/13

ARVIN 19,960 2.32% $24,813

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.52% $16,257

DELANO 51,963 6.05% $64,707

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT 479,501 55.97% $598,624

MARICOPA 1,165 0.13% $1,390

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.46% $15,615

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.29% $35,188

SHAFTER 17,029 1.98% $21,177

TAFT 8,911 1.03% $11,016

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.54% $16,471

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $32,086

KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 186,225 21.71% $232,198

 --------------------- --------------------- -----------------------------

PROOF N/A $1,069,545

TOTALS 857,852 100.00% $1,069,545

=========== =========== ================



 
 

September 18, 2014 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM D. 

FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF BAKERSFIELD FOR $221,356 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of Bakersfield for $221,356. 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the City of Bakersfield for 
$221,356. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
City of Bakersfield  $221,356  -0-  $221,356 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 

Operating Salaries $20,900 

Fringe Benefits $16,100 

Maintenance Services $139,000 

Other Services $113,000 

Utilities $45,300 

Insurance $2,250 

Miscellaneous $19,000 

FY 2014-2015 Budgeted Expenses & Uses $355,550 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this 
item. 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Bakersfield in the amount of $221,356 
and authorize Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-21. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-21 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2014-15 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF BAKERSFIELD 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2014-15 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
             months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section  
            1808.1. 

  
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 18TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of September 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–Bakersfield  
              Resolution 14-21 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2014/15

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/13 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,960 2.33% $805,760.06 $98,212.79 $73,250.00 $3,981.00 $907,953.85

BAKERSFIELD (1) 359,221 41.85% $13,748,929.49 $1,764,036.51 $0.00 $0.00 $15,512,966.00

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.53% $529,104.25 $64,491.66 $35,730.00 $1,942.00 $595,537.90

DELANO 51,963 6.06% $2,095,667.80 $255,437.54 $87,084.00 $4,733.00 $2,355,838.35

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,969,978.00 $324,448.00 $324,448.00

MARICOPA 1,165 0.15% $51,872.97 $6,322.71 $0.00 $0.00 $58,195.68

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.47% $508,355.06 $61,962.57 $0.00 $0.00 $570,317.63

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.30% $1,141,205.24 $139,099.65 $212,817.00 $11,566.00 $1,291,870.89

SHAFTER 17,029 1.99% $688,181.34 $83,881.31 $39,744.00 $2,160.00 $774,222.65

TAFT 8,911 1.04% $359,652.56 $43,837.47 $351,483.00 $19,102.00 $422,592.03

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.55% $536,020.64 $65,334.69 $4,559.00 $248.00 $601,603.33

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $1,037,459.31 $126,454.23 $26,710.00 $1,452.00 $1,165,365.54

KERN CO.-IN (1) 120,280 14.02% $4,605,973.51 $590,962.77 $0.00 $0.00 $5,196,936.28

KERN CO.-OUT 186,255 21.71% $7,507,747.20 $915,107.11 $899,092.00 $48,863.00 $8,471,717.31

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $966,047.53 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $966,047.53

PROOF N/A $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

TOTALS 857,882 100.00% $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $367,465.70 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $367,465.70

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $727,582.09 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $727,582.09

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,069,545.68 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,069,545.68

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $36,746,570.45 $4,215,141.00 N/A $418,495.00 $41,380,206.45

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



Kern Council of Governments

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT

SCHEDULE "B"

PLANNING CONTRIBUTIONS BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT

Fiscal Year 2014-2015

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION PLANNING

Claimant BASIS RATIO CONTRIBUTION

at 01/01/13

ARVIN 19,960 2.32% $24,813

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.52% $16,257

DELANO 51,963 6.05% $64,707

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT 479,501 55.97% $598,624

MARICOPA 1,165 0.13% $1,390

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.46% $15,615

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.29% $35,188

SHAFTER 17,029 1.98% $21,177

TAFT 8,911 1.03% $11,016

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.54% $16,471

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $32,086

KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 186,225 21.71% $232,198

 --------------------- --------------------- -----------------------------

PROOF N/A $1,069,545

TOTALS 857,852 100.00% $1,069,545

=========== =========== ================



 
September 18, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM E. 

FY 2014-15 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT FOR 
$5,902,396 

 
DESCRIPTION: FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for Kern 
Regional Transit for $5,902,396. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed 
this item.  
 
DISCUSSION: Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for Kern 
Regional Transit for $5,902,396. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
Kern Regional Transit  $4,938,426 $963,970 $5,902,396 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 

Administrative Salaries & Wages $196, 732 

Fringe Benefits $158,919 

Professional Services $500 

Vehicle Maintenance & Supplies $2,550,000 

Utilities $2,061 

Insurance $1,612 

Purchased Transportation Services $4,825,276 

Miscellaneous $246,526 

Expense & Inter-fund Transfers $555,357 

Lease & Rentals $12,960 

Other $1,176,644 

Intelligent Transportation System $530,000 

Purchase 7 Passenger Diesel Buses $3,339,000 

Purchase Fencing, Gates, and Lighting $184,607 

Purchase Microwave Booth & wireless Download $200,000 

Purchase 4 32ft. CNG Buses $1,963,653 

Purchase 5 16 Passenger Diesel Buses $662,500 

FY 2014-15 Budgeted Expenses & Uses $16,606,346 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this 
item. 
 
ACTION: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the Kern Regional Transit in the 
amount of $5,902,396 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-22. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-22 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2014-15 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2014-15 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
             months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section  
            1808.1. 

  
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 18TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of September 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–Kern Reg’l Transit  
              Resolution 14-22 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2014/15

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/13 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,960 2.33% $805,760.06 $98,212.79 $73,250.00 $3,981.00 $907,953.85

BAKERSFIELD (1) 359,221 41.85% $13,748,929.49 $1,764,036.51 $0.00 $0.00 $15,512,966.00

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.53% $529,104.25 $64,491.66 $35,730.00 $1,942.00 $595,537.90

DELANO 51,963 6.06% $2,095,667.80 $255,437.54 $87,084.00 $4,733.00 $2,355,838.35

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,969,978.00 $324,448.00 $324,448.00

MARICOPA 1,165 0.15% $51,872.97 $6,322.71 $0.00 $0.00 $58,195.68

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.47% $508,355.06 $61,962.57 $0.00 $0.00 $570,317.63

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.30% $1,141,205.24 $139,099.65 $212,817.00 $11,566.00 $1,291,870.89

SHAFTER 17,029 1.99% $688,181.34 $83,881.31 $39,744.00 $2,160.00 $774,222.65

TAFT 8,911 1.04% $359,652.56 $43,837.47 $351,483.00 $19,102.00 $422,592.03

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.55% $536,020.64 $65,334.69 $4,559.00 $248.00 $601,603.33

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $1,037,459.31 $126,454.23 $26,710.00 $1,452.00 $1,165,365.54

KERN CO.-IN (1) 120,280 14.02% $4,605,973.51 $590,962.77 $0.00 $0.00 $5,196,936.28

KERN CO.-OUT 186,255 21.71% $7,507,747.20 $915,107.11 $899,092.00 $48,863.00 $8,471,717.31

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $966,047.53 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $966,047.53

PROOF N/A $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

TOTALS 857,882 100.00% $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $367,465.70 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $367,465.70

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $727,582.09 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $727,582.09

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,069,545.68 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,069,545.68

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $36,746,570.45 $4,215,141.00 N/A $418,495.00 $41,380,206.45

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



Kern Council of Governments

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT

SCHEDULE "B"

PLANNING CONTRIBUTIONS BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT

Fiscal Year 2014-2015

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION PLANNING

Claimant BASIS RATIO CONTRIBUTION

at 01/01/13

ARVIN 19,960 2.32% $24,813

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.52% $16,257

DELANO 51,963 6.05% $64,707

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT 479,501 55.97% $598,624

MARICOPA 1,165 0.13% $1,390

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.46% $15,615

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.29% $35,188

SHAFTER 17,029 1.98% $21,177

TAFT 8,911 1.03% $11,016

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.54% $16,471

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $32,086

KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 186,225 21.71% $232,198

 --------------------- --------------------- -----------------------------

PROOF N/A $1,069,545

TOTALS 857,852 100.00% $1,069,545

=========== =========== ================



 
September 18, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM. F. 

FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF DELANO FOR $2,218,127 

 
DESCRIPTION: FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of 
Delano for $2,218,127. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
DISCUSSION: Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the City of 
Delano for $2,218,127. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
City of Delano   $1,962,689 $255,438 $2,218,127 
 
Farebox Exemption Request – According to Section 99270.2 of the TDA Statutes and California 
Code of Regulations, April 2013, the Transportation Development Act (TDA) allows exemptions to 
the farebox recovery requirements for an operator serving a new urbanized area for not more than 
five years. City of Delano staff reports that the City’s transit system does not yet meet the TDA 
required 20% farebox recovery but is working toward that goal. Therefore, the City of Delano has 
requested a farebox exemption for a second fiscal year which is eligible under Section 99270.2. 
Kern COG staff agrees with the City of Delano and recommends approval of the FY 2014/2015 
TDA Public Transit Claim. 
 

Administrative Salaries & Wages $75,900 

Operating Salaries & Wages $700,771 

Other Salaries & Wages $11,440 

Fringe Benefits $491,357 

Professional Services $10,000 

Maintenance Services $20,000 

Vehicle Maintenance & Supplies $373,000 

Utilities $16,500 

Insurance $19,000 

Miscellaneous $24,300 

Lease and Rentals $4,000 

Other $883,914 

Buses $435,000 

Security cameras (Prop. 1B) $38,497 

Dispatching software $57,000 

Bus Shelters and benches $60,000 

Regional Planning Contribution $64,707 

FY 2014-2015 Budgeted Expenses & Uses $3,285,386 

 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. The Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this item. 
 
ACTION: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Delano in the amount of 
$2,218,127 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-23. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-23 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2014-15 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF DELANO 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2014-15 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
             months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section  
            1808.1. 

  
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 18TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of September 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–City of Delano 
              Resolution 14-23 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2014/15

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/13 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,960 2.33% $805,760.06 $98,212.79 $73,250.00 $3,981.00 $907,953.85

BAKERSFIELD (1) 359,221 41.85% $13,748,929.49 $1,764,036.51 $0.00 $0.00 $15,512,966.00

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.53% $529,104.25 $64,491.66 $35,730.00 $1,942.00 $595,537.90

DELANO 51,963 6.06% $2,095,667.80 $255,437.54 $87,084.00 $4,733.00 $2,355,838.35

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,969,978.00 $324,448.00 $324,448.00

MARICOPA 1,165 0.15% $51,872.97 $6,322.71 $0.00 $0.00 $58,195.68

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.47% $508,355.06 $61,962.57 $0.00 $0.00 $570,317.63

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.30% $1,141,205.24 $139,099.65 $212,817.00 $11,566.00 $1,291,870.89

SHAFTER 17,029 1.99% $688,181.34 $83,881.31 $39,744.00 $2,160.00 $774,222.65

TAFT 8,911 1.04% $359,652.56 $43,837.47 $351,483.00 $19,102.00 $422,592.03

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.55% $536,020.64 $65,334.69 $4,559.00 $248.00 $601,603.33

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $1,037,459.31 $126,454.23 $26,710.00 $1,452.00 $1,165,365.54

KERN CO.-IN (1) 120,280 14.02% $4,605,973.51 $590,962.77 $0.00 $0.00 $5,196,936.28

KERN CO.-OUT 186,255 21.71% $7,507,747.20 $915,107.11 $899,092.00 $48,863.00 $8,471,717.31

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $966,047.53 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $966,047.53

PROOF N/A $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

TOTALS 857,882 100.00% $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $367,465.70 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $367,465.70

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $727,582.09 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $727,582.09

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,069,545.68 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,069,545.68

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $36,746,570.45 $4,215,141.00 N/A $418,495.00 $41,380,206.45

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



Kern Council of Governments

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT

SCHEDULE "B"

PLANNING CONTRIBUTIONS BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT

Fiscal Year 2014-2015

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION PLANNING

Claimant BASIS RATIO CONTRIBUTION

at 01/01/13

ARVIN 19,960 2.32% $24,813

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.52% $16,257

DELANO 51,963 6.05% $64,707

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT 479,501 55.97% $598,624

MARICOPA 1,165 0.13% $1,390

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.46% $15,615

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.29% $35,188

SHAFTER 17,029 1.98% $21,177

TAFT 8,911 1.03% $11,016

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.54% $16,471

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $32,086

KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 186,225 21.71% $232,198

 --------------------- --------------------- -----------------------------

PROOF N/A $1,069,545

TOTALS 857,852 100.00% $1,069,545

=========== =========== ================



 
September 18, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM G. 

FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT FOR 
$17,434,834 

 
DESCRIPTION: FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for Golden 
Empire Transit Claim for $17,434,834. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has 
reviewed this item.  
 
DISCUSSION: Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for Golden 
Empire Transit for $17,434,834. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
Golden Empire Transit  $14,755,387 $2,679,447 $17,434,834 
 

Administrative Salaries & Wages $2,011,614 

Operating Salaries & Wages $9,458,819 

Other Salaries & Wages $3,371,667 

Fringe Benefits $4,857,331 

Professional Services $711,779 

Maintenance Services $472,800 

Vehicle Maintenance & Services $3,876,300 

Utilities $204,000 

Insurance $602,649 

Miscellaneous $338,448 

Other $337,304 

Active 5307 and CMAQ federal grant commitments $9,126,847 

(2) Over the Road Coaches $1,200,000 

Transit Center Study $75,000 

Facilities design and engineering $2,074,179 

Perimeter System Security $764,600 

Regional Planning Contribution $484,953 

Capital Outlay Reserve Contribution $888,265 

FY 2014-2015 Budgeted Expenses & Uses $40,856,555 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this 
item. 
 
ACTION: Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Public Transit Claim for Golden Empire Transit District in the 
amount of $17,434,834 and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-24. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-24 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2014-15 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2014-15 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
             months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section  
            1808.1. 

  
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 18TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of September 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–GET 
              Resolution 14-24 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2014/15

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/13 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,960 2.33% $805,760.06 $98,212.79 $73,250.00 $3,981.00 $907,953.85

BAKERSFIELD (1) 359,221 41.85% $13,748,929.49 $1,764,036.51 $0.00 $0.00 $15,512,966.00

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.53% $529,104.25 $64,491.66 $35,730.00 $1,942.00 $595,537.90

DELANO 51,963 6.06% $2,095,667.80 $255,437.54 $87,084.00 $4,733.00 $2,355,838.35

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,969,978.00 $324,448.00 $324,448.00

MARICOPA 1,165 0.15% $51,872.97 $6,322.71 $0.00 $0.00 $58,195.68

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.47% $508,355.06 $61,962.57 $0.00 $0.00 $570,317.63

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.30% $1,141,205.24 $139,099.65 $212,817.00 $11,566.00 $1,291,870.89

SHAFTER 17,029 1.99% $688,181.34 $83,881.31 $39,744.00 $2,160.00 $774,222.65

TAFT 8,911 1.04% $359,652.56 $43,837.47 $351,483.00 $19,102.00 $422,592.03

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.55% $536,020.64 $65,334.69 $4,559.00 $248.00 $601,603.33

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $1,037,459.31 $126,454.23 $26,710.00 $1,452.00 $1,165,365.54

KERN CO.-IN (1) 120,280 14.02% $4,605,973.51 $590,962.77 $0.00 $0.00 $5,196,936.28

KERN CO.-OUT 186,255 21.71% $7,507,747.20 $915,107.11 $899,092.00 $48,863.00 $8,471,717.31

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $966,047.53 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $966,047.53

PROOF N/A $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

TOTALS 857,882 100.00% $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $367,465.70 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $367,465.70

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $727,582.09 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $727,582.09

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,069,545.68 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,069,545.68

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $36,746,570.45 $4,215,141.00 N/A $418,495.00 $41,380,206.45

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



Kern Council of Governments

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT

SCHEDULE "B"

PLANNING CONTRIBUTIONS BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT

Fiscal Year 2014-2015

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION PLANNING

Claimant BASIS RATIO CONTRIBUTION

at 01/01/13

ARVIN 19,960 2.32% $24,813

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.52% $16,257

DELANO 51,963 6.05% $64,707

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT 479,501 55.97% $598,624

MARICOPA 1,165 0.13% $1,390

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.46% $15,615

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.29% $35,188

SHAFTER 17,029 1.98% $21,177

TAFT 8,911 1.03% $11,016

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.54% $16,471

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $32,086

KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 186,225 21.71% $232,198

 --------------------- --------------------- -----------------------------

PROOF N/A $1,069,545

TOTALS 857,852 100.00% $1,069,545

=========== =========== ================



 
 
 

September 18, 2014 
 
 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM H. 

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF MARICOPA FOR $41,707 
 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of Maricopa for $41,707. 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for Maricopa for $41,707. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
City of Maricopa  $41,707   -0-  $41,707  
 
 
This was for Purchased Transportation Services. 
 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this 
item. 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Maricopa in the amount of $41,707 
and authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-25. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-25 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2013-14 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2013-14 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
             months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section  
            1808.1. 

  
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 18TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of September 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–Maricopa 
              Resolution 14-25 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2013/14

Revised: May 7, 2012

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/12 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $790,473.80 $103,901.21 $33,422.00 $2,003.00 $896,378.01

BAKERSFIELD (1) 351,443 41.69% $13,322,174.56 $1,843,251.64 $0.00 $0.00 $15,165,426.20

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $528,103.77 $69,414.85 $21,049.00 $1,262.00 $598,780.62

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $2,075,414.20 $272,795.94 $88,304.00 $5,293.00 $2,353,503.14

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,060,371.00 $303,297.00 $303,297.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $47,092.06 $6,189.86 $0.00 $0.00 $53,281.92

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $491,102.87 $64,551.39 $0.00 $0.00 $555,654.26

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $1,120,118.20 $147,230.22 $50,270.00 $3,013.00 $1,270,361.42

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $676,107.38 $88,868.69 $54,589.00 $3,272.00 $768,248.07

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $356,554.14 $46,866.08 $304,444.00 $18,247.00 $421,667.22

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $555,013.52 $72,951.91 $4,499.00 $270.00 $628,235.43

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $1,009,115.49 $132,639.84 $30,231.00 $1,812.00 $1,143,567.33

KERN CO.-IN (1) 114,910 13.63% $4,355,510.65 $602,627.01 $0.00 $0.00 $4,958,137.66

KERN CO.-OUT 184,929 21.94% $7,379,997.97 $970,039.36 $735,098.00 $44,059.00 $8,394,096.34

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $930,404.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $930,404.48

PROOF N/A $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $382,528.00 $38,441,039.11

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $408,156.00 $38,466,667.11

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $357,426.39 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $357,426.39

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $707,704.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $707,704.25

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,040,325.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,040,325.25

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $35,742,639.00 $4,421,328.00 N/A $408,156.00 $40,572,123.00

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



Kern Council of Governments

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT

SCHEDULE "B"

PLANNING CONTRIBUTIONS BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT

Fiscal Year 2013-14

Revised: March 6, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION PLANNING

Claimant BASIS RATIO CONTRIBUTION

at 01/01/12

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $24,448

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $16,333

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $64,188

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT 466,353 55.32% $575,508

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $1,456

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $15,189

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $34,643

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $20,911

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $11,027

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $17,165

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $31,210

KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 184,929 21.94% $228,247

 --------------------- --------------------- -----------------------------

PROOF N/A $1,040,325

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $1,040,325

=========== =========== ================



 
September 18, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM I. 

FISCAL YEAR 2013-14 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF ARVIN FOR $437,182 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
FY 2013-14 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of Arvin for $437,182. 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the City of Arvin for 
$437,182. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
City of Arvin   $437,182   -0-  $437,182  
 

Administrative Salaries & Wages  $22,269 

Operating Salaries & Wages $220,445 

Fringe Benefits $119,423 

Professional Services $14,472 

Maintenance Services $4,823 

Vehicle Maintenance & Supplies $108,175 

Utilities $11,066 

Insurance $20,523 

Miscellaneous $13,541 

Other $13,662 

Regional Planning Contribution $24,448 

FY 2013-2014 Budgeted Expenses & Uses $572,847 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this 
item. 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2013-14 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Arvin in the amount of $437,182 and 
authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-26. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-26 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2013-14 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF ARVIN 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2013-14 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
             months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section  
            1808.1. 

  
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 18TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of September 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–Arvin 
              Resolution 14-26 

  Page 2 



Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2013/14

Revised: May 7, 2012

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/12 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $790,473.80 $103,901.21 $33,422.00 $2,003.00 $896,378.01

BAKERSFIELD (1) 351,443 41.69% $13,322,174.56 $1,843,251.64 $0.00 $0.00 $15,165,426.20

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $528,103.77 $69,414.85 $21,049.00 $1,262.00 $598,780.62

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $2,075,414.20 $272,795.94 $88,304.00 $5,293.00 $2,353,503.14

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,060,371.00 $303,297.00 $303,297.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $47,092.06 $6,189.86 $0.00 $0.00 $53,281.92

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $491,102.87 $64,551.39 $0.00 $0.00 $555,654.26

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $1,120,118.20 $147,230.22 $50,270.00 $3,013.00 $1,270,361.42

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $676,107.38 $88,868.69 $54,589.00 $3,272.00 $768,248.07

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $356,554.14 $46,866.08 $304,444.00 $18,247.00 $421,667.22

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $555,013.52 $72,951.91 $4,499.00 $270.00 $628,235.43

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $1,009,115.49 $132,639.84 $30,231.00 $1,812.00 $1,143,567.33

KERN CO.-IN (1) 114,910 13.63% $4,355,510.65 $602,627.01 $0.00 $0.00 $4,958,137.66

KERN CO.-OUT 184,929 21.94% $7,379,997.97 $970,039.36 $735,098.00 $44,059.00 $8,394,096.34

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $930,404.48 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $930,404.48

PROOF N/A $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $382,528.00 $38,441,039.11

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $33,637,183.11 $4,421,328.00 $6,382,277.00 $408,156.00 $38,466,667.11

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $357,426.39 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $357,426.39

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $707,704.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $707,704.25

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,040,325.25 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,040,325.25

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $35,742,639.00 $4,421,328.00 N/A $408,156.00 $40,572,123.00

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



Kern Council of Governments

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT

SCHEDULE "B"

PLANNING CONTRIBUTIONS BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT

Fiscal Year 2013-14

Revised: March 6, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION PLANNING

Claimant BASIS RATIO CONTRIBUTION

at 01/01/12

ARVIN 19,849 2.35% $24,448

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,260 1.57% $16,333

DELANO 52,005 6.17% $64,188

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT 466,353 55.32% $575,508

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $1,456

MCFARLAND 12,333 1.46% $15,189

RIDGECREST 28,089 3.33% $34,643

SHAFTER 16,928 2.01% $20,911

TAFT 8,906 1.06% $11,027

TEHACHAPI 13,872 1.65% $17,165

WASCO 25,324 3.00% $31,210

KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 184,929 21.94% $228,247

 --------------------- --------------------- -----------------------------

PROOF N/A $1,040,325

TOTALS 842,980 100.00% $1,040,325

=========== =========== ================



 
September 18, 2014 

 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM J. 

FISCAL YEAR 2008-09 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) 
PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF TAFT FOR $441,582  
 

DESCRIPTION: 
 
FY 2008-09 Transportation Development Act Public Transit claim for the City of Taft for $441,582. 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the City of Taft for 441,582. 
 
Claimant   LTF  STAF  TOTAL 
City of Taft   $441,582   -0-  $441,582  
 

Administrative Salaries & Wages $66,599 

Operating Salaries & Wages $133,158 

Fringe Benefits $99,639 

Professional Services $1,774 

Maintenance Services $91,630 

Vehicle Maintenance & Supplies $48,976 

Utilities $5,214 

Insurance $6,993 

Expense & Inter-Transfers $101,307 

Other $42,187 

Vehicle Purchase $154,566 

Transit Department Equipment $325 

Video Surveillance Equipment $9,997 

Regional Planning Contribution $9,905 

FY 2008-2009 Budgeted Expenses & Uses $772,270 

 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) Conformance with the 
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) Participation in the California Driver Pull Notice Program; 3) 
Adherence to the applicable farebox return ratio; and 4) Compliance with PUC Section 99314.6 
Operations Qualifying Criteria. Staff recommends a conditional approval. 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this 
item. 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2008-09 TDA Public Transit Claim for the City of Taft in the amount of $441,582 and 
authorize Chair to sign Resolution number 14-27. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-27 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2008-09 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – CITY OF TAFT 
                                                                                                                                                                   
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has received and evaluated a claim from 
the above-named claimant pursuant to the Transportation Development Act (TDA) and its own rules and 
regulations; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG is authorized by TDA to allocate monies from the Local Transportation Fund 
and the State Transit Assistance Fund and direct the Kern County Auditor-Controller to disburse said monies 
to eligible claimants in accordance with the provisions of this resolution, and approved claim, and written Kern 
COG allocation instructions; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, has established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, a triennial performance audit and annual financial/compliance audit of claimant’s 
operations have been completed; and 
 

WHEREAS, claimant’s claim, submitted and on file as part of the official Kern COG records, is made 
a part of this resolution by this reference. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1. This allocation is made for the fiscal year 2008-09 to the claimant listed above and in accordance with 

Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution by this reference; and 
 
2. Kern COG hereby makes the following findings: 

 
a) Claimant’s proposed transit services are responding to transit needs currently not being met 

in the area of apportionment; and 
 

b) Claimant’s proposed transit services shall, if appropriate, be integrated with existing transit 
services; and 

 
c) Claimant’s proposed budget, as itemized in the claim, designate revenues and expenses 

conforming with the RTP; and 
 

d) The ratio of fare revenue to operating costs is insufficient to enable claimant to meet the 
requirements of California Public Utilities Code Sections  99268.2, 99268.3, 99268.4, 
99268.5, 99268.6, 99268.7, 99268.9, 99268.11, 99268.12, 99268.26, 99268.17, and 
99268.19, as applicable; and 

 
 
e) Claimant has made full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass Transportation 

Act of 1964, as amended; and 
 
f) The sum of claimant’s allocation from the Local Transportation Fund and State Transit 

Assistance Fund does not exceed the amount eligible to be received during the fiscal year. 
Claimant may, however, be required to repay excess funds, pursuant to Title 21 California 
Code of Regulations Section 6735; and 



 
g) Kern COG has considered claims to offset unanticipated increases in fuel costs, to enhance 

existing transit services, to meet high priority regional sub-regional transit needs; and 
 
h) Claimant has made reasonable efforts to implement the productivity improvements 

developed pursuant to PUC section 99244; and 
 

i) Claimant is not precluded by contract from employing part-time drivers or from contracting 
with common carriers operating under franchise or license; and 

 
j)          Claimant has received certification by the California Highway Patrol within the last thirteen       
             months indicating that the operations are in compliance with California Vehicle Code Section  
            1808.1. 

  
3. Claimant is allocated Local Transportation Fund and State Transit Assistance fund monies in 

amounts not to exceed that listed on Schedule A, attached hereto and made a part of this resolution 
by this reference; and 

 
4. Disbursement of transit monies, allocated for the regional planning process, shall be made from 

claimant’s Local Transportation Fund reserve accounts to the Kern COG planning account as the first 
priority payment; and 

 
5. Disbursement of claimant’s remaining transit allocation to its local treasury shall be made as the 

second priority payment in mutually agreed installments; and 
 
6. The Kern County Auditor-Controller is authorized to make disbursements of Local Transportation fund 

monies as they become available and in accordance with written Kern COG instructions; and 
 
7. The Kern COG Executive Director is authorized to transmit a copy of this resolution to the Kern 

County Auditor-Controller in support of disbursements. 
 

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 18TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2014. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN:       

____________________________________        
 Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ABSENT:       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 

 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of September 2014. 
 
 
      
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                        
Kern Council of Governments                                     

                        TDA-Transit–Taft 
              Resolution 14-27 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2008/09

Revised: March 16, 2009

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. REVENUE REVENUE S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION BASIS RATIO REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/08 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT (FY 06-07) APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 16,517 2.02% $567,504.31 $33,216.90 $75,298.00 1.24% $1,898.00 $602,619.21

BAKERSFIELD (1) 328,692 40.20% $10,729,202.72 $661,049.20 $0.00 0.00% $0.00 $11,390,251.92

CALIFORNIA CITY 14,365 1.76% $494,459.20 $28,941.46 $16,505.00 0.27% $416.00 $523,816.66

DELANO 53,855 6.59% $1,851,412.57 $108,366.03 $46,996.00 0.78% $1,185.00 $1,960,963.59

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $4,739,926.00 78.25% $119,485.00 $119,485.00

MARICOPA 1,132 0.14% $39,331.98 $2,302.16 $0.00 0.00% $0.00 $41,634.14

MCFARLAND 13,390 1.64% $460,746.07 $26,968.18 $7,585.00 0.13% $151.00 $487,865.25

RIDGECREST 28,038 3.43% $963,633.55 $56,402.95 $164,220.00 2.71% $4,139.00 $1,024,175.51

SHAFTER 15,609 1.91% $536,600.61 $31,408.06 $52,233.00 0.86% $1,317.00 $569,325.67

TAFT 9,228 1.13% $317,465.28 $18,581.73 $320,070.00 5.28% $8,068.00 $344,115.01

TEHACHAPI 13,089 1.60% $449,508.36 $26,310.42 $4,070.00 0.07% $103.00 $475,921.78

WASCO 24,999 3.06% $859,684.74 $50,318.67 $26,665.00 0.44% $673.00 $910,676.41

KERN CO.-IN (1) 117,289 14.34% $3,827,282.76 $235,807.10 $0.00 0.00% $0.00 $4,063,089.87

KERN CO.-OUT 181,314 22.18% $6,231,309.67 $364,728.14 $604,051.00 9.97% $15,227.00 $6,611,264.81

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $766,130.81 $0.00 $0.00 0.00% $0.00 $766,130.81

PROOF N/A $28,094,272.64 $1,644,401.00 $6,057,619.00 100.00% $152,662.00 $29,891,335.64

TOTALS 817,517 100.00% $28,094,272.64 $1,644,401.00 $6,057,619.00 $152,662.00 $29,891,335.64

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $298,527.81 $0.00 N/A N/A $0.00 $298,527.81

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $591,085.05 $0.00 N/A N/A $0.00 $591,085.05

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $868,895.03 $0.00 N/A N/A $0.00 $868,895.03

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $29,852,780.53 $1,644,401.00 N/A N/A $152,662.00 $31,649,843.53

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 73.70% AND 26.30% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



Kern Council of Governments

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT

SCHEDULE "B"

PLANNING CONTRIBUTIONS BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT

Fiscal Year 2008-09

Revised: March 4, 2008

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION PLANNING

Claimant BASIS RATIO CONTRIBUTION

at 01/01/07

ARVIN 16,138 2.01% $17,464.79

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,123 1.64% $14,249.88

DELANO 53,037 6.62% $57,520.85

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT 437,236 54.54% $473,895.35

MARICOPA 1,135 0.14% $1,216.45

MCFARLAND 12,686 1.58% $13,728.54

RIDGECREST 27,944 3.49% $30,324.44

SHAFTER 14,982 1.87% $16,248.34

TAFT 9,161 1.14% $9,905.40

TEHACHAPI 13,063 1.63% $14,162.99

WASCO 24,156 3.01% $26,153.74

KERN CO.-OUT 178,987 22.33% $194,024.26

 --------------------- --------------------- -----------------------------

PROOF N/A $868,895.03

TOTALS 801,648 100.00% $868,895.03

=========== =========== ================



 

Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301 (661) 861-2191 Facsimile (661) 324-8215 TTY (661) 832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

 
September 18, 2014 

 
 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  
   Executive Director 
 
  BY: Robert M. Snoddy, 
   Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM K. 

FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT (TDA) STREETS AND ROADS 
CLAIM – COUNTY OF KERN FOR $2,337,123 

     
 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
FY 2014-15 Transportation Development Act Streets and Roads claim for the County of Kern for $2,337,123. The 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff has received and reviewed the following TDA claim for the County of Kern and this claim represents 
100% of the County’s apportionment for LTF and includes the County’s planning contribution.  
 
Claimant   LTF   STAF   TOTAL 
County of Kern              $2,337,123  $0              $2,337,123 
 

Administration and Engineering $5,673,129 
 
 
This claim has been evaluated in accordance with the following criteria: 1) the maximum funding level does not exceed 
claimants’ deferred revenues, plus current year apportionments, less required public transit financing; 2) claimants have 
conducted a public hearing within its jurisdiction to receive testimony regarding unmet transit needs and have made an 
appropriate finding by resolution of its governing body; 3) project proposed for funding is in conformity with the Regional 
Transportation Plan; and 4) claimants have not requested or received funds in excess of its current year expenditure.  
Staff recommends approval.  
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this item. 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve FY 2014-15 TDA Streets and Roads Claim for the County of Kern in the amount of $2,337,123 and authorize 
Chair to sign Resolution number 14-28. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 



 BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 14-28 
 
In the matter of: 
 
FY 2014-15 TDA STREETS AND ROADS CLAIM – COUNTY OF KERN 
                             

WHEREAS, The State of California has declared that public transportation is an essential component 
of a balanced transportation system and that it is desirable that public transportation systems be designed and 
operated so as to encourage maximum utilization of the service for the benefit of all the people of the state, 
including the elderly, handicapped, youth, and citizens of limited means of the ability to freely utilize the system 
(Section 99220, Public Utilities Code (PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Mills-Alquist-Deddeh Act, also known as the Transportation Development Act (TDA), 
established public funding for the support of public transportation systems and other purposes consistent with 
the Act, including local streets and roads, and facilities provided for exclusive use by pedestrians and bicycles 
(Section 99400(a) PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG), as the designated Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency, is required to ensure that the following factors are identified and considered 
prior to the allocation of TDA funds for street and road claims or any other purposes not directly related to 
public transportation services (Section 99401.5, PUC): 
 

1) Size and location of identifiable groups likely to be dependent upon transit, including but not 
necessarily limited to, the elderly, the handicapped and the poor; 2) Adequacy of existing public 
transportation services; and 3) Potential alternative public transportation and specialized 
transportation services, and service improvement that would meet travel demand; and 

 
WHEREAS, Kern COG is further required to hold a public hearing to receive testimony identifying or 

commenting on unmet transit needs within the jurisdiction of claimants that might be reasonable to meet by 
establishing or contracting for new public transportation or specialized transportation services or expanding 
existing services (Section 99238.5, PUC); and 
 

WHEREAS, The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted by Kern COG, established goals, 
objectives, and policies for the implementation of public transportation systems in Kern County, and public 
testimony received at public hearings, evidence Kern COG's efforts to identify transportation needs pursuant 
to Section 99238.5, PUC; and 
 

WHEREAS, The RTP, adopted by Kern COG, established goals, objectives, and policies for the 
implementation of public transportation systems in Kern County; and 
 

WHEREAS, Claimant has filed a claim for street and road funds pursuant to Public Utilities Code 
Article 8 Section 99400(a); and  
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG, in accordance with the relevant provisions of the TDA and its own rules and 
regulations, has received and evaluated Claimant’s Article 8 street and road claim consistent with the 
provisions of Section 99400(a), Article 8 of the PUC, and Section 99313.3, Article 6.5 of the PUC; and 
 

WHEREAS, Pursuant to Section 99238.5, PUC, Kern COG has held a public hearing to receive 
testimony identifying and commenting on unmet transit needs within the jurisdiction of claimant; and 
 

WHEREAS, The proposed projects are consistent with claimant’s projected TDA revenues and the 
Regional Transportation Plan; and 
 
 



 

WHEREAS, Claimant proposes to use the funds for projects shown on the claim submitted by 
claimant and filed in the Kern COG office. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
1.  The Council, after consideration of all available information, including the RTP, the Kern COG 
 transportation needs studies, and testimony received at public hearings, finds that: 
 

a) There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet within the jurisdiction of claimants.  
No additional unmet transit needs have been identified which can support a public transit service 
which meets the legally-required farebox recovery ratio (21 Cal. Admin. Code Section 6633.2-6633.9); 
and b) This claim on the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) for Article 8 is consistent with the RTP. 

 
2.   This claim is approved, subject to the following conditions: 
 

a) Claimant is herein allocated the LTF and STAF funds available for apportionment shown on 
Attachment "A," plus any interest and balance from prior years, for use on projects also shown on 
Attachment "A"); b) Before any streets and roads payments are made to claimant under Articles 8 or 
6.5, those allocations approved by this Council for transit, Articles 4 and 6.5, shall be credited to 
claimant’s transit reserve account in trust fund #24075, Article 8, and #24076, Article 6.5; and c) 
Remaining Article 8 and 6.5 funds shall be credited to and retained in claimant’s non-transit streets 
and roads reserve account in trust fund #24075 and #24076 and shall be transferred or disbursed to 
claimant in accordance with Attachment "A" of this resolution and written instructions for disbursement 
issued by Kern COG staff. 

 
3. The Chairman and Executive Director of Kern COG are hereby authorized to perform any and all acts 

necessary to accomplish the purpose of this resolution, including the submission of allocation 
instructions to the Kern County Auditor-Controller pursuant to 21 California Administrative Code, 
Section 6659. 

 
AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 18TH DAY OF SEPTEMBER 2014. 

 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 

 ________________________________                             
                       
Harold W. Hanson, Chair 

ATTEST:     Kern Council of Governments 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of September 2014. 
 
 
                                                                        Date:                                              
 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director                                                                                 Res. 14-28 
Kern Council of Governments                                          TDA-S&R County 
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Kern Council of Governments

Transportation Development Act -- "Schedule A"

LTF STAF FUND ESTIMATE AND APPORTIONMENT FACTORS

FY 2014/15

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION L.T.F. S.T.A.F. S.T.A.F. TOTAL

Claimant BASIS RATIO POPULATION POPULATION REVENUE REVENUE APPORTIONMENT

01/01/13 APPORTIONMENT APPORTIONMENT BASIS APPORTIONMENT

ARVIN 19,960 2.33% $805,760.06 $98,212.79 $73,250.00 $3,981.00 $907,953.85

BAKERSFIELD (1) 359,221 41.85% $13,748,929.49 $1,764,036.51 $0.00 $0.00 $15,512,966.00

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.53% $529,104.25 $64,491.66 $35,730.00 $1,942.00 $595,537.90

DELANO 51,963 6.06% $2,095,667.80 $255,437.54 $87,084.00 $4,733.00 $2,355,838.35

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANS (1) N/A 0.00% $0.00 $0.00 $5,969,978.00 $324,448.00 $324,448.00

MARICOPA 1,165 0.15% $51,872.97 $6,322.71 $0.00 $0.00 $58,195.68

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.47% $508,355.06 $61,962.57 $0.00 $0.00 $570,317.63

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.30% $1,141,205.24 $139,099.65 $212,817.00 $11,566.00 $1,291,870.89

SHAFTER 17,029 1.99% $688,181.34 $83,881.31 $39,744.00 $2,160.00 $774,222.65

TAFT 8,911 1.04% $359,652.56 $43,837.47 $351,483.00 $19,102.00 $422,592.03

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.55% $536,020.64 $65,334.69 $4,559.00 $248.00 $601,603.33

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $1,037,459.31 $126,454.23 $26,710.00 $1,452.00 $1,165,365.54

KERN CO.-IN (1) 120,280 14.02% $4,605,973.51 $590,962.77 $0.00 $0.00 $5,196,936.28

KERN CO.-OUT 186,255 21.71% $7,507,747.20 $915,107.11 $899,092.00 $48,863.00 $8,471,717.31

METRO-BAKERSFIELD CTSA N/A N/A $966,047.53 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $966,047.53

PROOF N/A $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

TOTALS 857,882 100.00% $34,581,976.97 $4,215,141.00 $7,700,447.00 $418,495.00 $39,215,612.97

KERN COG ADMINISTRATION N/A 1.00% $367,465.70 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $367,465.70

KERN PEDESTRIAN/BIKEWAY N/A 2.00% $727,582.09 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $727,582.09

KERN COG PLANNING (2) N/A 3.00% $1,069,545.68 $0.00 N/A $0.00 $1,069,545.68

ESTIMATED TOTAL N/A $36,746,570.45 $4,215,141.00 N/A $418,495.00 $41,380,206.45

 

N O T E S:

(1) THE GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT DISTRICT RETAINS CLAIMANT PRIORITY TO THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND KERN-IN FUNDS.

    THE CITY OF BAKERSFIELD AND COUNTY OF KERN SHALL FUND 75.35% AND 24.65% OF GET'S CLAIM, RESPECTIVELY.

(2) PURSUANT TO P.U.C. SECTION 99262, CLAIMANTS MAY DESIGNATE FUNDING FOR CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE REGIONAL PLANNING PROCESS.

    SEE SCHEDULE "B" FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF THIS AMOUNT BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT.



Kern Council of Governments

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT

SCHEDULE "B"

PLANNING CONTRIBUTIONS BY AREA OF APPORTIONMENT

Fiscal Year 2014-2015

Revised: May 1, 2013

Prospective POPULATION POPULATION PLANNING

Claimant BASIS RATIO CONTRIBUTION

at 01/01/13

ARVIN 19,960 2.32% $24,813

CALIFORNIA CITY 13,150 1.52% $16,257

DELANO 51,963 6.05% $64,707

GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT 479,501 55.97% $598,624

MARICOPA 1,165 0.13% $1,390

MCFARLAND 12,577 1.46% $15,615

RIDGECREST 28,348 3.29% $35,188

SHAFTER 17,029 1.98% $21,177

TAFT 8,911 1.03% $11,016

TEHACHAPI 13,313 1.54% $16,471

WASCO 25,710 3.00% $32,086

KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 186,225 21.71% $232,198

 --------------------- --------------------- -----------------------------

PROOF N/A $1,069,545

TOTALS 857,852 100.00% $1,069,545

=========== =========== ================
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September 18, 2014 
 
 

 
TO:    Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
   
  By:   Peter Smith, 
   Senior Planner 
 
SUBJECT:   TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM L. 

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 3 PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014-2015 
 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity as the state-designated Regional Transportation 
Planning Authority, administers funding for the Transportation Development Act Article 3 program (Article 
3).  Article 3 funds are used to pay for bicycle and pedestrian safety programs and bicycle and pedestrian 
travel facilities.  Eligible Article 3 claimants are the eleven incorporated cities within Kern County and the 
County of Kern. 
 
DISCUSSION:  
 
A call for projects was issued for the Article 3 program on April 30, 2014, with a submittal deadline of July 
15, 2014.  The total amount of funding available for Fiscal Year 2014-2015 is estimated to be $727,589.   
Six (6) eligible jurisdictions submitted a total of sixteen (16) project proposals requesting $1,507,872 
 
The project proposals are submitted using standardized ranking criteria.  Submitted project proposals are 
reviewed and field checked by KernCOG staff.  Bicycle parking and bicycle and pedestrian safety programs 
have the highest priority.  After all bicycle parking and bicycle and safety program requests have been 
satisfied, seventy percent (70%) of the remaining funding pool is available for bicycle travel facilities, with 
the remaining thirty percent (30%) available for pedestrian travel facilities.  No single jurisdiction may claim 
more than forty percent (40%) of the fiscal year’s available funding.   KernCOG staff has reviewed and 
evaluated the Article 3 project proposals for Fiscal Year 2014-2015 and recommends the following 
allocations: 
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Bicycle Parking and Safety Programs (1st Priority) 
Jurisdiction     Project    Cost 
 
McFarland   Bicycle Rack    $1,000 
McFarland   Bicycle Safety Program   $1,000 
Wasco    Bicycle Safety Program   $1,000 
 
First Priority Total:       $3,000 
 
 
Prior Commitments: 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  
Jurisdiction    Project    Cost 
 
Kern County Niles Street Sidewalks from Virginia to Oswell  $146,507 
   (Close Out Phase III of III) 
 
Bakersfield Bikelane on Akers btwn McKee and Wilson Rd. $111,051 
  (Close Out Phase II of II) 
 
  
Kern County   Pedestrian Path on Niles btwn Lynwood Street   
                        and Morning Drive     $100,000 
  (Close Out Phase II of II, $100,000) 
 
  
Prior Commitments Total:      $357,588 
 
 
 
Bicycle Travel Facilities: 
 
Jurisdiction    Project    Cost 
 
Tehachapi Class I Bike Path on North side of Tehachapi 
  Blvd from Hayes to East of Stuber   $121,158 
  (Phase I of III $363,475 total cost.  $121,158 in  

2015-2016 and $121,158 in 2016-2017) 
 
Bakersfield  Bike Lane on Haggin Oaks btwn Ming and  
  Camino Media      $12,500 
 
Bakersfield SW Bakersfield Bikelanes on Various Streets  
  (Phase I of III $145,000 total cost.  $48,333 in  
  2015-2016 and $48,333 in 2016-2017)   $48,333 
 
Bakersfield Stockdale Highway Bikelane btwn Renfro and  
  Allen Road      $25,100 
 
Bakersfield  Bikelane on Snow Road btwn Allen Road and 
  Norris Road      $25,200 
 
McFarland  Bikelane on Mast from City Limits to Sherwood 
  and bikelane on Taylor from Mast to Garzoli  $24,150 
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Bicycle Travel Facilities Total:      $243,741 
 
 
 
 
Pedestrian Facilities: 
 
Jurisdiction    Project    Cost 
 
Bakersfield Countdown Heads at 50 Locations    $79,060 
  (Phase I of III $203,000 total cost.  $61,970 
  in 2015-2016 and $61,970 in 2016-2017) 
 
Arvin  Pedestrian Improvements  in DiGiorgio Park  $44,200 
  (Phase I of III.  $132,599 total cost.  $44,200 in 
  2015-2016 and $44,200 in 2016-2017) 
 
 
Pedestrian Facilities Total:      $123,260 
 
 
 
Grand Total, Fiscal Year 2014-2015 TDA-3 Program             $727,589 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this item. 
 
ACTION:   
 
Approve the Fiscal Year 2014-2015 Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program of Projects. VOICE 
VOTE. 



 

September 18, 2014 

 

TO:    Transportation Planning Policy Committee 

 

FROM:  Ahron Hakimi  

Executive Director 
 
BY:  Peter Smith 
 Senior Planner 

 

SUBJECT:   TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM M. 

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS CONCERNING THE ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION 

PROGRAM 

 

DESCRIPTION:   

The State of California, through the Department of Transportation, administers the Active Transportation 

Program (ATP). The ATP funds projects that support non- motorized transportation activities such as 

walking and biking, provide education and infrastructure to assure safe routes to schools and supports 

planning efforts to support and encourage physically active transportation.  $360,000,000 is available 

statewide to fund the ATP. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  

DISCUSSION:  

 There were a number of questions that were posited related to the ATP process:   

1. How did Kern County do compared to other regions?  Excellent – Six (6) projects in Kern 

County were awarded $4.2 million from the state share of funding.  An additional $3.6 million 

has been allocated from Kern’s regional share of the ATP.  The funding allocated to projects in 

Kern County is slightly higher than the percentage of the county’s population in the state.  Over 

40% of the counties in California received no state share funding. 

 

2. What was the process and ranking criteria for the projects?  The projects were ranked by 

people chosen by the Department of Transportation.  The people reviewing and ranking the 

projects were issued standardized evaluation criteria developed by Caltrans available online 

at:   http://www.catc.ca.gov/programs/ATP/2014_ATP_Guidelines_adopted_032014.pdf  

 

3. When did the Kern Council of Governments approve the ranking process?  The regional 

ranking process was approved by the Kern Council of Governments at the May 15, 2014 

meeting and is available online at:  

http://www.kerncog.org/images/agendas/COG/TPPC_agenda_20140515.pdf 

 



4. Can this current regional process be amended to include local criteria, and what is 
acceptable under the program?  The current cycle timeline does not permit re-ranking. The 
regional process can be amended, but needs to be approved by the California Transportation 
Commission prior to being applied to submitted projects for the 2015 cycle.   
 

5. If our project didn’t get funded this round what other options do we have to get our 
project funded?  There are other programs that make funding available for these types of 
projects, such as Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ).  The next CMAQ call for 
projects is scheduled for Spring of 2015. 

 
 

6. What is the timeline for the next ATP process?  Draft guidance is scheduled to be 
considered by the California Transportation Commission this November.  A the call for projects 
on the next cycle of ATP funding is scheduled for March 2015. 
 

7. What can we do to improve our chances of getting funded in the next round?  
Improvements in application process and data collection, as well as improved project 
community outreach may result in better possibility of funding.  Kern COG is planning a 
brainstorming session with our region’s successful applicants on ways to improve the statewide 
competitiveness of our projects at the next Project Delivery Team (PDT) meeting scheduled for 
September 16, 2014 at 10 A.M. at Kern COG.  

 

 
8. How can Kern COG help us get these rest of the projects funded?  Kern COG may have 

resources available to assist with public outreach, background information and technical 
assistance in development of the applications.  These resources will be discussed at the next 
PDT meeting scheduled for September 16, 2014 at 10 A.M. at Kern COG. 

 
ACTION:  Information. 
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September 18, 2014 
 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By:   Raquel Pacheco, 
          Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM. N.  

PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT  
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Report on the project status of CMAQ, RSTP, and TE projects. The Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
On January 3, 2007, the TTAC agreed to meet for monthly project status meetings. This meeting brings 
to the forefront Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ), Regional Surface Transportation Program 
(RSTP), Transportation Enhancement (TE), and Transit Program project delivery commitments in current 
and future fiscal years of the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP). On October 19, 2010, 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 projects were added to the agenda. The forum is ideal to 
discuss new requirements or announcements such as training opportunities or programming approvals. 
Caltrans staff is invited to assist project managers and provide updates on specific requests.   
 
Project Delivery Update 
 
1. Congratulations! All of the RSTP and CMAQ projects in fiscal year 13/14 have received request for 

authorization approval. 
 

2. August 22, 2014 Score Card – 98% of projects have approved funding authorization; 1% is awaiting 
funding authorization; 1% was not submitted for funding authorization. 

 
3. In an effort to encourage early delivery of projects, Kern COG staff has been developing a project 

milestone report for projects listed in fiscal years 14/15, 15/16, and 16/17. The report was discussed 
at the Project Accountability Team meeting on September 16, 2014. 

 
4. Caltrans Office of Local Assistance District 6 & 9 held successful workshops for Kern COG member 

agencies.  A survey was circulated September 3, 2014 to request new topics for a future workshop. 
 
Enclosure: August 22, 2014 Score Card for fiscal year 13/14 
           August 22, 2014 FY 13/14 project list 
    

ACTION:  Information. 



 
 

August 22, 2014 
 

 
TO:  TTAC Members and Project Managers 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By: Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner III 
 
RE:  Monthly Project Delivery Score Card 
 
 

Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
 

            Federal/State $ in FY 13/14     

  FY 2013-14 
No. of

Projects
Preliminary

Engineering Construction
% of  

funding   
  RSTP 11 $0 $9,270,116   
  CMAQ 20 $35,400 $9,684,600   
  TE 8 $158,387 $2,899,331   
  Transit 0 $0 $0     
  Totals 39 $193,787 $21,854,047 100%   
           
    

  
1.  Not  
    Submitted 

No. of
Projects

Preliminary
Engineering Construction

% of  
funding   

  RSTP 0 $0 $0   
  CMAQ 0 $0 $0   
  TE 1 $0 $296,000   
  Transit 0 $0 $0   
  Total 1 $0 $296,000 1%   
    

  2.  Submitted 
No. of

Projects
Preliminary

Engineering Construction
% of  

funding   
  RSTP 0 $0 $0   
  CMAQ 0 $0 $0   
  TE 1 $0 $264,000   
  Transit 0 $0 $0   
  Total 1 $0 $264,000 1%   
    

  

3.  
State/Federal 
    Approvals 

No. of
Projects

Preliminary
Engineering Construction

% of  
funding   

  RSTP 11 $0 $9,270,116   
  CMAQ 20 $35,400 $9,684,600   
  TE 6 $158,387 $2,339,331   
  Transit 0 $0 $0   
  Total 37 $193,787 $21,294,047 98%   

 
 



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Arvin KER120401 STPL‐5370(024)
IN ARVIN: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 
AND/OR REHABILITATION (Campus Dr)

$0 $621,765 $707,250
done

3

Bakersfield KER120402
STPL‐5109(204), 
(203)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Panama Ln, Truxtun 
Ave)

$0 $3,353,579 $3,793,000
done

3

Bakersfield KER120506
CML‐5109(209), 
(208)

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 
SIGNALIZATION (Buena Vista Rd, Jewetta at Reina)

$0 $762,683 $861,500
done

3,3

Bakersfield KER120507 CML‐5109(206)
IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 
SIGNALIZATION (Jewetta Ave, Calloway Dr)

$0 $369,869 $417,800
done

3

Bakersfield KER120508 CML‐5109(207)
IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR TRAFFIC CONTROL 
DEVICES (H St, White Ln, Stine Rd)

$0 $734,040 $829,150
done

3

Bakersfield KER120511 CML‐5109(212)
IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 
IMPROVEMENTS (Old River Rd, Cottonwood Rd, Morning Dr)

$0 $695,575 $785,700
done

3

Bakersfield KER121001
RPSTPLE‐
5109(205)

IN BAKERSFIELD: MT VERNON FROM COLUMBUS ST TO 
UNIVERSITY AVE; LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

$0 $398,000 $515,565
done

3

Cal. City KER120403 STPL‐5399(021)
IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hacienda Blvd)

$0 $238,359 $341,850
done

3

Cal. City KER120513 CML‐5399(022)

IN CALIFORNIA CITY: CALIFORNIA CITY BLVD (SOUTH) AT 
HARVARD AVE; CONSTRUCT COLLEGE STATION PARK‐AND‐
RIDE

$0 $297,060 $335,548
done

3

Delano KER120404
STPCML‐5227
(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Hiett Ave)

$0 $541,977 $612,196
done

3

Delano KER120514
STPCML‐5227
(045), (046)

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 
IMPROVEMENTS (Albany St and Hiett Ave)

$0 $689,101 $778,382
done

3

GET KER120504
FTACML14‐
6013(019) PURCHASE TWO REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES CA‐95‐X288

$0 $1,018,095 $1,150,000
done

3

GET KER120502
FTACML14‐
6013(019) PASSIVE SOLAR ELECTRIC CONVERSION SYSTEM CA‐95‐X288

$0 $1,064,325 $2,474,337
done

3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 1 8/22/14



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

KCOG KER120412 IN KERN COUNTY:  REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM
$0 $79,677 $90,000

done
3

KCOG KER120501 CMLNI‐6087(045) IN KERN COUNTY:  RIDESHARE PROGRAM $0 $191,490 $216,300 done 3

Kern Co. KER120405 RSTPL‐5950(373)
IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (Elk Hills Rd)

$0 $3,246,637 $3,672,202
done

3

Kern Co. KER120510 CML‐5950(381)
IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 
SIGNALIZATION (Merle Haggard Dr at Airport Dr)

$0 $486,800 $550,000
done

3

Kern Co. KER120515 CML‐5950(380)
IN TEHACHAPI: ROOST AVE FROM BEAR VALLEY RD TO END; 
SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

$0 $300,000 $375,000
done

3

Kern Co. KER120518 CML‐5950(371)
IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 
IMPROVEMENTS (Redrock‐Randsburg Rd)

$0 $1,935,036 $2,185,741
done

3

Kern Co. KER121002

IN RIDGECREST: COLLEGE HEIGHTS BLVD FROM DOLPHIN AVE 
TO CERRO COSO COMMUNITY COLLEGE; CONSTRUCT 
PEDESTRIAN PATH AND LANDSCAPE IMPROVE

$0 $0 $48,000
PE: done
in‐house

N/A

Kern Co. KER121003
IN BAKERSFIELD:  CHESTER AVE FROM KERN RIVER PARKWAY 
TO OILDALE TOWN CENTER; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK

$0 $296,000 $380,000 1

Kern Co. KER121005 5950(378)

IN ROSAMOND: DIAMOND ST FROM ROSAMOND BLVD TO 
ORANGE ST; CON SIDEWALK & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS, 
STREETLIGHTS, RESTRIPE RD, & BIKE LANES

$0 $1,000,000 $1,300,000

done

3

Kern Co. KER121006

IN AND NEAR LOST HILLS: SR 46 FROM 0.1 MILE WEST OF 
CALIFORNIA AQUEDUCT TO LOST HILLS RD; CONSTRUCT 
SIDEWALK

$0 $264,000 $351,000 June 2014 
CTC

2a

Kern Co. KER121007
RPSTPLE‐
5950(377)

IN BAKERSFIELD: BERNARD ST FROM HALEY ST TO MT 
VERNON AVE; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALKS

$0 $248,000 $316,000
done

3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments Page 2 8/22/14



DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

McFarland KER120406 STPL‐5343(005)

IN MCFARLAND: W KERN AVE FROM WEST OF FRONTAGE RD 
TO EAST OF 2ND ST; PEDESTRIAN / LANDSCAPE 
IMPROVEMENTS

$0 $293,453 $331,473
done

3

Ridgecrest KER120407 STPL‐5385(047)
IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (S. China Lake Blvd)

$0 $539,646 $686,754
done

3

Ridgecrest KER120519 CML‐5385(046)
IN RIDGECREST: SOUTH SUNLAND DR FROM UPJOHN AVE TO 
BOWMAN RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

$0 $440,226 $497,262
done

3

Ridgecrest KER120520 CML‐5358(053)
IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION 
SIGNALIZATION (China Lake Blvd)

$0 $309,000 $350,000
done

3

Shafter KER120408 STPL‐5281(019)

IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (West Los Angeles 
Ave)

$0 $182,637 $307,000
done

3

Taft KER120409 STPL‐5193(035)
IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING 
AND/OR REHABILITATION (Center St)

$0 $172,386 $224,274
done

3

Taft KER121008 RPSTPL‐5193(036)
IN TAFT: SUNSET RAILROAD CORRIDOR FROM 2ND ST TO SR 
119; CONSTRUCT BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH

$86,985 $0 $99,000
done

3

Tehachapi KER120523 CML‐5184(021) IN TEHACHAPI: CURRY ST AT VALLEY BLVD; GUTTER REMOVAL
$35,400 $391,300 $482,000

done
3,3

Tehachapi KER121009
RPSTPLE‐
5184(022)

IN TEHACHAPI: TEHACHAPI BLVD FROM SNYDER AVE TO 
DENNISON RD; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK, PEDESTRIAN 
LIGHTING, & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

$15,935 $0 $18,000
done

3

Wasco KER121010 STPE‐P043(044)
IN WASCO: SR43 FROM POSO DRIVE TO FILBURN AVE; 
CONSTRUCT LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

$55,467 $693,331 $845,812
done

3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending
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DRAFT 13/14 Federal Transportation Improvement Program ‐ Fiscal Year 2013/2014
RSTP, CMAQ, TE, Transit

DRAFT 13/14

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal
FY 13/14

PE

Federal
FY 13/14

CON

FY 13/14
Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐HIGHWAY 
SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). [Bakersfield, Kern 
County, Ridgecrest]

HSIPL‐5109(202) Bakersfield: 20 pedestrian countdown heads $0 $116,000 $129,000 done 3
HSIPL‐5950(374) Kern County: Patton Way $0 $144,000 $180,000 done 3
HSIPL‐5950(375) Kern County: Roberts Ln/Oildale Dr $0 $109,000 $139,000 done 3
HSIPL‐5385(049) Ridgecrest: China Lake Blvd/Bowman Rd $0 $396,000 $440,000 PE ‐ done 3,1
HSIPL‐5385(050) Ridgecrest: Drummond Ave $0 $263,700 $293,000 PE ‐ done 3,1
HSIPL‐5385(051) Ridgecrest: 7 intersections upgrade traffic signals $0 $383,400 $426,000 done 3,3
HSIPL‐5385(052) Ridgecrest: 12 intersections install signs $0 $475,200 $528,000 done 3,3

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐SAFE 
ROUTES TO SCHOOL FEDERAL PROGRAM. [Delano, Kern 
County, Ridgecrest, Taft, Wasco]

SRTSL‐5227(042) Delano: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐001 $0 $393,600 $393,600 done 3
Kern County: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐007 $0 $263,000 $263,000 1

SRTSL‐5950(364) Kern County: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐008 $0 $213,000 $213,000 done 3
SRTSL‐5385(045) Ridgecrest: Various locations SRTS3‐09‐002 $0 $583,400 $583,400 done 3,3

SRTSLNI‐
5193(034) Taft: Various locations SRTS3‐06‐011

$0 $457,400 $457,400
done 3

SRTSL‐5287(034) Wasco: SRTS Plan SRTS3‐06‐015 $0 $165,000 $165,000 done 3
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS ‐HIGHWAY 
SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). [Arvin, Bakersfield, 
California City, Delano, Tehachapi]

HSIPLN‐5370(025) Arvin: Bear Mountain/Derby HSIP6‐06‐001 $0 $163,000 $181,112 PE ‐ done 3
HSIPL‐5109(211) Bakersfield: 60 intersection HSIP6‐06‐002 $0 $171,000 $190,000 CON ‐ done 3
HSIPL‐5399(023) California City: California City Blvd HSIP6‐09‐001 $0 $91,400 $101,556 PE‐ done 3
HSIPL‐5227(047) Delano: Cecil Ave/Albany St HSIP6‐06‐004 $0 $72,200 $80,223 PE‐ done 3
HSIPL‐5184(023) Tehachapi:  HSIP6‐09‐002 $0 $312,800 $347,556 PE‐ done 3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC.
A. Amendment pending

Various KER110601

Various KER110602

Various KER140601
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September 18, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Transportation Planning Policy Committee  
 
FROM:   Ahron Hakami 

Executive Director   
    

By: Rob Ball, Director of Planning 
 Ben Raymond, Regional Transportation Planner 

 
SUBJECT:   TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM O. 

2018 RTP/SCS PROCESS TIMELINE AND REGIONAL GROWTH FORECAST UPDATE 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
Initiation of the 4-year update to the long range plan or Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) with a Sustainable 
Community Strategy (SCS) has started.  This update must comply with state and federal regulations and is a 
required step in the transportation planning process to deliver projects in the region.  Some of the first steps include 
revisiting the regional vision as well as the regional growth forecast assumptions. The Transportation Technical 
Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.  
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Background - The RTP is 
the long range, 20+ year 
plan for transportation 
projects in the region.  In 
June 2014, the Kern COG 
Board unanimously 
approved the region’s first 
RTP to contain a new state 
requirement for a 
Sustainable Community 
Strategy (SCS) designed to 
reduce passenger travel 
related climate change 
emissions.  Federal 
regulations (figure 1) also 
require the development of a 
long range plan using the 3-
Cs – Cooperative, 
Comprehensive and 
Continuous process.  So 
with the completion of 2014 
RTP, work on the 2018 RTP 
began for more than 6 
months ago. 
 

Figure 1: The Federal Transportation Planning Process 
http://www.planning.dot.gov/documents/briefingbook/bbook.htm  
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RTP Timeline - Attachment 1 is a summary timeline of the many tasks involved in the update of the RTP.  The 
timeline is broken into 8 major work areas including – oversight, conformity modeling (air quality), RTP, 
environmental compliance, transportation improvement program (TIP), outreach, modeling, and planning studies.  
These activities account for a little more than half of Kern COG annual work program adopted each May. 
 
In addition, the timeline indicates that with the adoption of the 2014 RTP local government general plan housing 
elements are required to be completed by December 2015 18 months after the adoption of the 2014 RTP and the 
concurrent Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA).   
 
ARB Timeline – The Air Resource Board is responsible for reviewing Kern COG’s SCS and Kern’s modeling 
methodology to determine that if implemented the SCS would meet the Green House Gas (GHG) reductions set by 
ARB. ARB staff is reviewing the Valley MPO’s SCSs and expects to report back to the ARB Board in late 2014 and 
early 2015.  
 
The ARB Board will also consider when and how to update GHG reduction targets. ARB staff released an initial 
draft staff report discussing the many factors and issues that they will be looking at for updating targets. The 
following is an initial timeline from this staff report: 
 

•  October 2014: Board direction to staff on target setting.  
•  November 2014: staff develops a workplan based on Board direction.  
• Early 2015 through mid-2015: Consultation between ARB staff and MPOs. MPOs provide preliminary 

target recommendations to ARB.  
•  Mid-2015 through late 2015: Board action to establish new targets.  

 
The full preliminary draft staff report is available at: 
http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/pre_draft_target_update_sr.pdf  
 
Regional Growth Forecast Update Timeline - The 2014/2015 Regional Growth Forecast Update will forecast 
population, housing & employment data out to year 2050. The update is scheduled to begin late this Fall and will 
incorporate: the 2014 Department of Finance Estimates and Projections, 2014 Aerial Imagery and acquired 2014 
employment data. Growth forecast update workshops will take place in early 2015.  
 
ACTION:  Information. 
 
 
Attachments: 
 

A. 2014 RTP/EIR/TIP Conformity Timeline – 3/21/11 – from Kern COG 
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Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

 

 
 

September 18, 2104 
 
 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM P. 

KERN RIVER VALLEY TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The Transportation Development Plan (TDP) is a short-range (five-year) comprehensive planning 
document that serves as a blueprint to guide public policy decisions regarding transportation programs 
and expenditures. The Kern River Valley TDP has been identified under Work Element 606.2. This TDP 
will build on the previous TDP completed in 1995. Based on evaluations, Nelson\Nygaard Consulting was 
chosen to complete the project at a proposed cost of $64,500. County Counsel is reviewing this contract. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Requests for proposals (RFPs) were distributed to over forty consultants. Proposals were received from 
three consulting teams: LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc., Moore & Associates, and Nelson\Nygaard. 
Proposals were evaluated by representatives from the County of Kern and Kern COG staff. 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve selection of the firm Nelson\Nygaard for the Kern River Valley Transportation Development Plan, 
and authorize Chair to sign the contract. VOICE VOTE. 
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CONTRACT BETWEEN THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
AND 

 
    NELSON\NYGAARD 

 
 

THIS CONTRACT, made and entered into this 18th day of September, by and between 
the Kern Council of Governments, hereinafter referred to as "Kern COG," and, Nelson\Nygaard 
hereinafter referred to as "Consultant." 
 
 W I T N E S S E T H: 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Joint Powers Agreement of November 4, 1970, creating Kern 
COG and the amended Joint Powers Agreement of May 1, 1981, Kern COG is authorized and 
empowered to employ consultants and specialists in the performance of its duties and functions; 
and 
 

WHEREAS, Consultant represents it is qualified and willing to provide such services 
pursuant to the terms and conditions of this contract; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto do mutually agree as follows: 
 
 I.  Contract Organization and Content 
 
This contract is fully comprised of these terms and the attached exhibits: Scope of Work, 
Schedule, and Budget/Cost Proposal, all of which are incorporated herein by this reference. 
 
 II.  Statement of Work 
 
The work to be conducted by Consultant is specified in Scope of Work identified in the  
Consultant's proposal, dated August 22, 2014, for the delivery of products as specified in the 
Scope of Work, attached hereto as Exhibit "A,"  according to the Schedule, attached hereto as 
Exhibit “B,” and Budget/Cost Proposal, attached hereto as Exhibit “C.”  During the performance of 
this contract, the representative project managers for Kern COG and Consultant will be: 
   
Kern COG: Robert Snoddy 
Consultant: Paul Supawanich 
 
 III.  Term 
 
Time is of the essence in this contract.  The term of this contact is September 18, 2014 through 
June 30, 2015 unless an extension of time is granted in writing by Kern COG.  The various 
phases involved in this project shall be completed as indicated in Exhibit "B," Schedule. 
 
Consultant services and reimbursements beyond June 30, 2015, are subject to the inclusion and 
funding agency approval of this project in Kern COG's 2014/2015 fiscal year Overall Work 
Program (OWP).  If the project or OWP is not approved, this contract is terminated, effective the 
ending date of the last approved Kern COG OWP.  
 
 IV.  Assignability 
 
Consultant shall not assign any interest in this contract, and shall not transfer the same, without 
the prior written consent of Kern COG. 
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V.  Contract Changes 
 
No alteration or deviation of the terms of this contract shall be valid unless made in writing and 
signed by the parties.  No oral understanding or agreement not incorporated herein, shall be 
binding on any of the parties. 
 
Kern COG may request, at any time, amendments to this contract and will notify Consultant in 
writing regarding changes.  Upon a minimum of ten (10) days notice, Consultant shall determine 
the impact on both time and compensation of such changes and notify Kern COG in writing.  
Upon agreement between Kern COG and Consultant as to the extent of these impacts on time 
and compensation, an amendment to this contract shall be prepared describing such changes.  
Such amendments shall be binding on the parties if signed by Kern COG and Consultant, and 
shall be effective as of the date of the amending document, unless otherwise indicated. 
 
 VI.  Contract Costs and Reimbursements 
 
A. Maximum Contract Amount/Budget Amendments:   
 

For services rendered, Consultant may bill and receive up to $64,500, to be billed in 
accordance with Exhibit "C," Costs.  The total sum billed under this contract may not 
exceed including all costs, overhead, and fixed fee expenses.  Such billings, up to the 
specified amount, shall constitute full and complete compensation for Consultant's 
services. Any amendments to the individual categories within the budget must be 
approved in writing in advance by Kern COG.   

 
B. Progress Payments and Reports:   
 

Progress payments are authorized under this contract.  Progress billings in arrears may 
be submitted as often as monthly.  Written progress reports shall accompany each billing 
and shall specify, by task, the percentage of contract work completed to date and since 
the date of the preceding billing, if any.  Consultant shall be paid within 30 days following 
the receipt and approval of each billing by Kern COG.  If Kern COG disputes any portion 
of a request for payment, Kern COG shall pay the undisputed portion of such request as 
provided herein and shall promptly notify Consultant of the amount in dispute and the 
reason therefore.  

 
C. Billing Format and Content:   
 

Requisitions for payment shall refer to Work Element number 606.2 as identified on the 
FY 2014-2015 Overall Work Program, or as may be specified in a written notice by Kern 
COG.  Specific budget category detail is given below:   
 
1. Direct Labor and Fringe Benefits:  All direct labor charges should be billed by 

class of employee, rate per hour and number of hours.  (Anticipated personnel 
cost-of-living or merit increase, if any, should be reflected in the budget). 

 
2. Other Direct Costs:  All direct costs billed must be specifically identified.  Any 

travel costs may not exceed the per diem $65/day meals; $225/day 
accommodations and mileage rates shall be reimbursed at the IRS established 
standard mileage rate.  Any other direct costs not specifically identified in the 
contract budget cannot be reimbursed. 

 
D. Contract Completion Retainer:   
 

Ten (10) percent shall be retained from each contract billing until the completion of the 
contract.  This retention will be released to Consultant upon completion of contract and 
contract deliverables to the satisfaction of Kern COG. 
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E. Allowable Costs and Documentation:   
 
All costs charged to this contract by Consultant shall be supported by properly executed 
payrolls, time records, invoices, and vouchers, evidencing in proper detail the nature and 
propriety of the charges, and shall be costs allowable as determined by Title 48 Code of 
Federal Regulations, Chapter 1, Part 31 (Contract Cost Principles and Procedures), 
Subpart 31.2 (Contracts with Commercial Organizations), as modified by Subpart 31.103.  
Consultant shall also comply with Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 18, 
(Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements to State 
and Local Governments) in the procurement of services, supplies or equipment. 

 
 VII.  Progress Reports 
 
Consultant shall submit progress reports, as described in Exhibit "A" and Paragraph VI-B. above.   
The purpose of the reports is to allow Kern COG to determine if Consultant is completing the 
activities identified in the Work Program in accordance with the agreed upon schedule, and to 
afford occasions for airing difficulties or special problems encountered so remedies can be 
developed. 
 
Consultant's Project Manager shall meet with Kern COG's Project Manager, as identified under 
Section II, as needed to discuss work progress. 
 
 VIII.  Inspection of Work 
 
Consultant, and any subcontractors, shall permit Kern COG, Caltrans and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), and other participating agencies, the opportunity to review and inspect 
the project activities at all reasonable times during the performance period of this contract, 
including review and inspection on a daily basis. 
 
 IX.  Staffing 
 
There shall be no change in Consultant's Project Manager, or members of the project team, 
without prior written approval by Executive Director of Kern COG.  The Project Manager shall be 
responsible for keeping Kern COG informed of the progress of the work and shall be available for 
no less than four (4) meetings with Kern COG. 
 
 X.  Subcontracting 
 
Consultant shall perform the work with resources available within its own organization, unless 
otherwise specified in this contract.  No portion of the work included in this contract shall be 
subcontracted without written authorization by Kern COG.  In no event shall Consultant 
subcontract for work in excess of fifty (50) percent of the contract amount, excluding specialized 
services.  Specialized services are those items not ordinarily furnished by a consultant performing 
this particular type of work.  All authorized subcontracts shall contain the same applicable 
provisions specified in this contract. 
 
 XI.  Termination of Contract   
 
A. Termination for Convenience of Kern COG:   
 

Kern COG may terminate this contract at any time by giving notice to Consultant of such 
termination, and the effective termination date, at least thirty (30) days before the 
effective date of such termination.  In such event, all finished or unfinished documents 
and other materials shall, at the option of Kern COG, become its property.  If this contract 
is terminated by Kern COG, as provided herein, Consultant shall be reimbursed for 
expenses incurred prior to the termination date, in accordance with the cost provisions of 
this contract.  Consultant will also be allowed a proportion of any fixed fee that is equal to 
the same proportion of the project completed by Consultant on the date of termination of 
this contract.  
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B. Termination for Cause:   
 

If through any cause, Consultant shall fail to fulfill in a timely and proper manner its 
obligations under this contract, or if Consultant violates any of the covenants, 
agreements, or stipulations of this contract, Kern COG shall thereupon have the right to 
immediately terminate the contract by giving written notice to Consultant of the intent to 
terminate and specifying the effective date thereof.  Kern COG shall provide an 
opportunity for consultation with Consultant and a ten-day cure period prior to 
termination.  In such an event, all finished or unfinished documents, data, studies, 
surveys, drawings, maps, models, photographs, reports or other materials prepared by 
Consultant under this contract shall, at the option of Kern COG, become the property of 
Kern COG.  Consultant shall be entitled to receive compensation for all satisfactory work 
completed prior to the effective date of termination. 

 
 XII.  Compliance with Laws, Rules and Regulations 
 
All services performed by the Consultant pursuant to this contract shall be performed in 
accordance and full compliance with all applicable federal, state or local statutes, rules, and 
regulations. 
 
 XIII.  Conflict of Interest 
 
A. Consultant, and the agents and employees of Consultant, shall act in an independent 

capacity in the performance of this contract, and not as officers, employees or agents of 
Kern COG. 

 
B. No officer, member, or employee of Kern COG or other public official of the governing 

body of the locality or localities in which the work pursuant to this contract is being carried 
out, who exercises any functions or responsibilities in the review or approval of the 
undertaking or carrying out of the aforesaid work shall: 

 
1.  Participate in any decision relating to this contract which affects his personal interest 
or the interest of any corporation, partnership, or association in which he has, directly or 
indirectly, any interest; or  

 
2.  Have any interest, direct or indirect, in this contract or the proceeds thereof during his 
tenure or for one year thereafter. 

 
C. Consultant hereby covenants that it has, at the time of the execution of this contract, no 

interest, and that it shall not acquire any interest in the future, direct or indirect, which 
would conflict in any manner or degree with the performance of services required to be 
performed pursuant to this contract.  Consultant further covenants that in the 
performance of this work, no person having any such interest shall be employed. 

 
 XIV.  Contingency Fees 
 
Consultant warrants, by execution of this contract, that no person or selling agency has been 
employed or retained to solicit or secure this contract upon an agreement or understanding for a 
commission, percentage, brokerage, or contingency fee, excepting bona fide employees or bona 
fide established commercial or selling agencies maintained by Consultant for the purpose of 
securing business.  For breach or violation of this warranty, Kern COG has the right to terminate 
this contract without liability, allowing payment only for the value of the work actually performed, 
or to deduct from the contract price, or otherwise recover, the full amount of such commission, 
percentage, brokerage, or contingency fee. 
 
 XV.  Copyrights 
 
Consultant shall be free to copyright material developed under this contract with the provision that 
Kern COG reserve a royalty-free, nonexclusive and irrevocable license to reproduce, publish, or 
otherwise use, distribute, and to authorize others to use, and distribute for fee or otherwise, the 
work for any purpose.  Consultant is subject to the duties of agency relating to rights in data and 
copyrights as set forth in 28 CFR 179.9(c) and (d).  
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 XVI.  Publication 
 
A. No report, information, or other data given to or prepared or assembled by Consultant 

pursuant to this contract, shall be made available to any individual or organization by 
Consultant without the prior written approval of Kern COG. 

 
B. The following acknowledgment of FTA’s participation must appear on the cover or title 

page of all final products: 
 

“The preparation of this report has been financed, in part, through a grant from the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, Federal Transit Administration, under the authority of the 
49 USC Chapter 43 #5313(b) of the Federal Transit Laws.” 

 
 XVII.  Disputes 
 
Except as otherwise provided in this contract, any dispute concerning a question of fact which is 
not disposed of by mutual agreement, shall be decided by a court of competent jurisdiction. 
 
 XVIII.  Hold Harmless 
 
Consultant agrees to indemnify, defend (upon request of Kern COG), and hold harmless Kern 
COG and all of its officers, agents and employees from any and all actions, causes of action, 
claims, demands, costs, liabilities, losses, damages and expenses of whatsoever kind and nature 
(including attorney's fees) for injuries to or death of any person or persons, or damage to property 
of third persons, to the extent arising out of or in any way connected with the negligent acts, 
errors or omissions by Consultant in the performance of the services to be provided pursuant to 
this contract by Consultant or Consultant's officers, agents or employees. 
 
   XIX.  Insurance 
 
A. Consultant shall procure and maintain in force, at all times during the term of this 

contract, the following insurance coverages: 
 

1) Worker's Compensation in the amount required by law; 2)  Commercial general liability 
insurance, including contractual liability coverage, covering all of its actions under this 
contract with limits of not less than $2,000,000 combined single limit for bodily injury and 
property damage or $1,000,000 per person and per occurrence for bodily injury and 
$1,000,000 per each occurrence for property damage and $2,000,000 aggregate; and 3) 
Commercial automobile liability coverage with the same limits as the commercial general 
liability insurance described above, covering all owned, hired, and non-owned 
automobiles and any other vehicle or equipment used by Consultant or its agents in 
performance of this contract. 

 
B. All policies of insurance mentioned above shall be placed with insurers admitted to do 

business in California and with current “Best's Key Rating Guide” rating of no less than 
an A-, VII.  The commercial general liability and automobile liability policies shall contain 
endorsements naming the Kern Council of Governments, its officers, employees, agents 
and governing body and each member thereof, as additional insureds and providing for a 
legal defense, if such is requested, for all such additional insureds.  In addition, all 
policies of insurance mentioned in paragraph A. above shall not be canceled or reduced 
until thirty (30) days after Kern COG receives notice of such cancellation or reduction.  A 
signed copy of a certificate or certificates of insurance evidencing each of the coverages 
and requirements for the policies of insurance mentioned above, and evidencing each of 
the endorsements described herein, shall be submitted to Kern COG prior to Consultant 
performing any work under this contract. 
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 XX.  Equal Employment Opportunity/Nondiscrimination 
 
Consultant shall comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, and with the 
provisions contained in 49 CFR 21 through Appendix C and 23 CFR 170.405(b).  During the 
performance of this contract, Consultant, for itself, its assignees and successors in interest, 
agrees as follows: 
 
A. Compliance with Regulations:  Consultant shall comply with the regulations relative to 

nondiscrimination in federally-assisted programs of the Department of Transportation 
(hereinafter DOT) Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21, as they may be 
amended from time to time (hereinafter referred to as the Regulations), which are herein 
incorporated by reference and made a part of this contract. 

 
Prior to any performance under this agreement, Consultant must review, sign and return to Kern 
COG a copy of the Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 29 Debarment and Suspension 
Certifications (“Certifications”) attached and incorporated here as Exhibit D, “Debarment and 
Suspension  Certification.”  The signed copy of the Certifications shall be incorporated by this 
reference into the Agreement as if set forth in full herein. 
 
B. Nondiscrimination:  Consultant, with regard to the work performed by it during the 

contract, shall not discriminate on the grounds of race, religion, color, sex, age or national 
origin in the selection or retention of subcontractors, including the procurement of 
materials and leases of equipment.  Consultant shall not participate either directly or 
indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by Section 21.5 of the Regulations, including 
employment practices when the contract covers a program set forth in Appendix B of the 
Regulations. 

 
C. Solicitations for Subcontractors, including Procurements of Materials and Equipment:  In 

all solicitations, either by competitive bidding or negotiations made by Consultant for work 
to be performed under a subcontract, including the procurement of materials or leases of 
equipment, each potential subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by Consultant of 
Consultant's obligations under this contract, and the Regulations relative to 
nondiscrimination on the grounds of race, religion, color, sex, age or national origin. 

 
D. Information and Reports:  Consultant shall provide all information and reports required by 

the Regulations or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its 
books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be 
determined by Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA to be pertinent to ascertain 
compliance with such Regulations, orders and instructions.  Where any information 
required of Consultant is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or refuses to 
furnish this information, Consultant shall so certify to Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or 
FHWA, as appropriate, and shall set forth what efforts it has made to obtain the 
information. 

 
E. Sanctions for Noncompliance:  In the event of Consultant's noncompliance with the 

nondiscrimination provisions of this contract, Kern COG shall impose such contract 
sanctions as it, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA may determine to be appropriate, including, but 
not limited to:   

 
1) Withholding of payments to Consultant under this contract until Consultant complies; 
and/or 2) Cancellation, termination or suspension of the contract, in whole or in part. 

 
F. Incorporation of Provisions:  Consultant shall include the provisions of Paragraphs A 

through F of this Section XX in every subcontract, including procurements of materials 
and leases of equipment, unless exempt from the regulations, or directives issued 
pursuant thereto.  Consultant shall take such action with respect to any subcontract or 
procurement as Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA may direct as a means of enforcing 
such provisions including sanctions for noncompliance.  However, in the event 
Consultant becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a subcontractor or 
supplier as a result of such direction, Consultant may request Kern COG to enter into 
such litigation to protect the interests of Kern COG, and in addition, Consultant may 
request the United States to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the United 
States. 
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 XXI.  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) 
 
It is the policy of Kern COG, the California State Department of Transportation and the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs), as defined in 49 
CFR Part 23, shall have the maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts 
financed in whole or in part with local, state or federal funds. 
 
 
 
 
 
Consultant shall ensure that DBEs, as defined in 49 CFR Part 23, have the maximum opportunity 
to participate in the performance of this contract.  In this regard, Consultant shall take all 
necessary and reasonable steps to ensure that DBEs have the maximum opportunity to compete 
for and to perform subcontracts arising out of this contract.  Failure to carry out the requirements 
of this paragraph shall constitute a breach of contract and may result in termination of this 
contract or such other remedy Kern COG may deem appropriate. 
 
During the period of this contract, the Consultant shall maintain records of all applicable 
subcontracts advertised and entered into germane to this contract, documenting the opportunity 
given to DBEs to participate in this contract, actual DBE participation, and records of materials 
purchased from DBE suppliers.  Such documentation shall show the name and business address 
of each DBE subcontractor or vendor, and the total dollar amount actually paid each DBE 
subcontractor or vendor.  Upon completion of the contract, a summary of these records shall be 
prepared and certified correct by the Consultant, and shall be furnished to Kern COG. 
 
 XXII.  Audits 
 
At any time during normal business hours, and as often as Kern COG, Kern COG's participating 
agencies, the California Department of Transportation, the Federal Transit Administration, the 
Federal Highway Administration, the Department of Labor, the Comptroller General of the United 
States, or other appropriate state and federal agencies, or any duly authorized representatives 
may deem necessary, Consultant shall make available for examination all of its records with 
respect to all matters covered by this contract for purposes of audit, examination, or to make 
copies or transcripts of such records, including, but not limited to, contracts, invoices, payrolls, 
personnel records, conditions of employment and other data relating to all matters covered by this 
contract.  Project costs are subject to audit and approval for payment according to the eligibility 
requirements of the funding agencies.  However, Kern COG shall not have the right to audit 
Consultant's fixed rates or fees, percentage multipliers, or standard charges.  All project records 
shall be retained and access to the facilities and premises of Consultant shall be made available 
during the period of performance of this contract, and for three years after Kern COG makes final 
payment under this contract. 
 
 XXIII.  Clean Air Act/Clean Water Act Requirements 
 
Consultant, in carrying out the requirements of this contract, shall comply with all applicable 
standards, orders, or requirements issued under Section 306 of the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
1857[h]), Section 508 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1368), Presidential Executive Order 
11738, and those Environmental Protection Agency regulations contained in 40 CFR Part 15. 
 
 XXIV.  Notice 
 
Any notice or notices required or permitted to be given pursuant to this contract may be 
personally served on the other party by the party giving such notice, or may be served by certified 
mail, return receipt requested, to the following addresses: 
 
Mr. Ahron Hakimi,  
Executive Director   
Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG)     
1401 19th Street, Suite 300       
Bakersfield, California  93301 
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OR 
Joey Goldman, 
Principal 
Nelson\Nygaard 
116 New Montgomery Street, Suite 500 
San Francisco, CA 94105 
 
 
 XXV.  Venue 
 
If any party to this contract initiates any legal or equitable action to enforce the terms of this 
contract, to declare the rights of the parties under this contract or which relates to this contract in 
any manner, Kern COG and Consultant agree that the proper venue for any such action is the 
Superior Court of the State of California of and for the County of Kern. 
 
 XXVI.  California Law 
 
Kern COG and Consultant agree that the provisions of this contract will be construed in 
accordance with the laws of the State of California. 
 
 XXVII.  No Authority to Bind Kern COG 
 
It is understood that Consultant, in its performance of any and all duties under this contract, has 
no authority to bind Kern COG to any agreements or undertakings with respect to any and all 
persons or entities with whom Consultant deals in the course of its business. 
 
 XXVIII.  Nonwaiver 
 
No covenant or condition of this contract to be performed by Consultant can be waived except by 
the written consent of Kern COG.  Forbearance or indulgence by Kern COG in any regard 
whatsoever shall not constitute a waiver of any covenant or condition to be performed by 
Consultant.  Kern COG shall be entitled to invoke any remedy available to it under this contract or 
by law or in equity despite any such forbearance or indulgence. 
 
 XXIX.  Independent Contractor 
 
Nothing in this contract shall be construed or interpreted to make Consultant, its officers, agents, 
employees or representatives anything but independent contractors and in all their activities and 
operations pursuant to this contract, Consultant, its officers, agents, employees and 
representatives shall for no purposes be considered employees or agents of Kern COG. 
 
 XXX.  Partial Invalidity 
 
Should any part, term, portion, or provision of this contract be finally decided to be in conflict with 
any law of the United States or the State of California, or otherwise be unenforceable or 
ineffectual, the validity of the remaining parts, terms, portions, or provisions shall be deemed 
severable and shall not be effected thereby, provided such remaining portions or provisions can 
be construed in substance to constitute the agreement which the parties intended to enter into in 
the first instance. 
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 XXXI.  Signature Authority 
 
Each person executing this contract on behalf of Consultant represents and warrants that he or 
she is authorized by Consultant to execute and deliver this contract on behalf of Consultant and 
that this contract is binding on Consultant in accordance with the terms. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Kern Council of Governments and Nelson\Nygaard have executed 
this agreement as of the date first above written.            
 
RECOMMENDED AND APPROVED 
AS TO CONTENT: 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Phillip Hall, Deputy 
Kern County Counsel 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

R 
 
 
 
 

 
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  
 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Harold W. Hanson, Chair 
“Kern COG” 
 
 
 
 
CONSULTANT 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Paul Jewel, COO 
Consultant
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Exhibit “A”  
 

Scope of Work 
 

A. Overview 
 
Project Purpose 
 
The project purpose is for the consultant to craft a transportation development plan (TDP) that 
analyzes the use of existing transit services in the Kern River Valley, determine if those services 
are meeting community transportation needs, and develop recommendations that outline how to 
better serve those needs with transit in the next five years. The Plan will also examine operational 
efficiencies to improve existing local fixed-route and dial-a-ride services, as well as identify other 
feasible service strategies that may be appropriate for these smaller communities, such as 
deviated or flex-route service.  
 
B. Detailed Work Plan 
 
Task 1.1 Kickoff Meeting 
 
The project will be initiated with an in-person meeting including all relevant staff from 
Nelson\Nygaard, Kern COG and members of the Project Steering Committee (PSC). The PSC 
will likely consist of the Nelson\Nygaard project manager, project managers from Kern Transit, 
representatives from the participating Kern River Valley communities, and the Kern COG project 
manager. The purpose of the meeting will be to: 
 

 Discuss, refine, and finalize the scope of work schedule; 
 Identify and discuss desired outcomes of the project; 
 Identify and discuss all major issues that should be addressed; 
 Discuss documents to be reviewed; 
 Discuss data availability and data collection approach; 
 Discuss the outreach process and key stakeholders; and 
 Clarify roles, responsibilities, and procedures. 

 
Deliverables: Kickoff meeting Agenda and Summary of Final Scope of Work and Schedule 
 
Task 1.2 Ongoing Administration 
 
The Nelson\Nygaard project manager will organize regular calls with the Kern COG project 
manager (biweekly) to discuss project status, critical-path issues, next steps, and timelines.  
 
Deliverables: Monthly invoices, monthly progress reports, meeting agendas and summaries for 
any PSC meetings and biweekly calls 
 
 
Task 2.1 Stakeholder Interviews 
 
In tandem with the kickoff meeting, the consultant will hold stakeholder interviews with selected 
members of the community. These interviews will allow the transit agency representatives and 
other key stakeholders to speak candidly about local needs and will allow the interviewer to 
explore the perceptions of current transit services. The consultant will also investigate specific 
user group needs, such as seniors in the Kern River Valley community. 
 
The consultant will develop a list of key stakeholders and a discussion guide for the purpose of 
conducting interviews. Stakeholders could include public and nonprofit social service agencies 
whose clients use transit, employers, and other community leaders.    
  
Interviews will be in-person, although in the interest of time and resources, some people may be 
interviewed as a group.  Other interviews may be completed by telephone.  The interviews will be 
designed in such a way as to solicit   information that responds to core questions but also allows 
for open-ended conversation.  Some of the topics to be covered are: 
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 Perceptions about strengths/weaknesses in the current systems; 
 Existing gaps in transportation services; 
 Likely benefits of improving local and regional services; and 
 Top three priorities for improving transit services in the Kern River Valley. 

 
Task 2.1 Outreach Meetings and Other Public Input 
 
Consultant will provide three outreach methods to encourage public input into the Plan. The PSC 
will decide which combination of outreach methods best fits the project. The outreach methods 
are described as follows:  
 
Option 1: Public Meetings 
 
The consultant will plan and facilitate two (2) public meetings in the Kern River Valley. The first 
workshop will occur after the data collection and existing conditions analysis. This workshop will 
be designed to inform the public about the purpose of the study and solicit input about existing 
transit needs, issues, and future opportunities for improving transit services. The second 
workshop would be designed to solicit feedback on the service alternatives.  
 
The meetings will be held at a senior center, community center, or another location that will 
prioritize transit, bicycling, and walking access. The consultant will be responsible for facilitating 
the workshops and preparing outreach materials such as slide presentations, handouts, and/or 
surveys. The consultant will also prepare summaries of each workshop. 
 
Option 2: Mobile Workshops 
 
The consultant will provide mobile workshops at a popular community destination. The mobile 
workshops will include on-site opportunities to provide input on transit services in the Kern River 
Valley. Potential activities include intercept surveys, online (via iPad), and / or written surveys, 
informational stations, and / or prizes for participation. Potential locations for the mobile 
workshops include schools, parks, grocery stores, community / senior centers, or other 
community events. The first mobile workshop will be designed to gather input on transit needs 
and issues, while the second round would be used to solicit feedback on the proposed service 
alternatives. Potential locations for mobile workshops could include existing events in the Kern 
River Valley such as the Lakeshore Farmers Market, Whiskey Flat Days, or other community 
events. 
 
Option 3: Non-rider Online and Print Surveys 
 
As part of the outreach strategy, the consultant will create and distribute an online survey to 
gauge awareness of existing transportation options and to develop an understanding of existing 
transportation needs in the Kern River Valley. Through the survey design process, the consultant 
will develop questions that encourage survey respondents to think about potential future 
transportation choices beyond what exists today. The online survey will be posted on local media 
outlets (with permission) such as the Kern Valley Sun and popular Facebook pages (Kern River 
Valley Senior, Inc., Kern Valley Buy, Sell and Trade, etc.). The consultant will also create a paper 
version of the surveys that will be printed and sent to local senior centers and centers for 
independent living to be distributed to seniors and people with disabilities who may not be able to 
complete the survey online. 
 
Deliverables: Public Outreach Plan, Meeting/Workshop materials (bilingual, if appropriate) 
Meeting/Workshop summaries and Online and Print Surveys and Summaries 
 
Task 3.1 Review of Existing Plans and Relevant Documents 
 
The consultant will conduct a thorough review of existing documents, reports, and policies to 
familiarize ourselves with all past, current, and proposed transportation, development, and land 
use planning efforts relevant to the study.  
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The consultant will complete a review of applicable planning and policy documents, including but 
not limited to: 
 

 Existing transportation plans at the county and city levels; 
 Kern Transit Service Analysis; 
 2014 Kern COG Regional Transportation Plan; 
 2013-2014 Kern COG Financial Plan; 
 2014-2015 Kern COG Overall Work Program; and 
 2014 Quality of Life Community Survey. 

 
Task 3.2 Community Profile and Population Projections 
 
Using U. S. Census data, the consultant will analyze the following demographics data and 
provide a concise narrative discussion that directly addresses the relevance of the data to 
existing transportation services. The consultant will also develop user-friendly maps to illustrate 
key trends, as appropriate such as: 
 

 Population growth; 
 Population density; 
 Employment density; 
 Population + Employment density; 
 Commute mode split; 
 Vehicle ownership; 
 Senior and youth populations; and 
 Household income. 

 
Using existing mode splits (local and regional), transit ridership data, and growth trends, the 
consultant will estimate future demand for transit. 
 
Task 3.2 On-Board Passenger Survey and Ridership Verification 
 
Using input from Kern COG and County of Kern staff, the consultant will prepare and execute an 
on-board survey to closely measure Kern Transit’s Kern River Valley ridership input. The on-
board survey will take place on one weekday (Tuesday, Wednesday, or Thursday) and one 
Saturday for an accurate sample of all runs. The on-board survey will be available in both English 
and Spanish. The survey will include the following categories: 
 

 Origin-Destination Information: Respondents will be asked to identify the precise origin 
and destination of their current trip. 

 Passenger Satisfaction: The questionnaire will include multi-part questions to assess 
relative satisfaction with an array of system attributes. Passengers will also have an 
opportunity to provide open-ended comments or suggestions. 

 Trip Purpose: This information will help identify existing markets and help understand 
fluctuations in ridership. 

 Frequency of Use: Respondents will be asked when and how often they ride the service 
and how long they have been using transit in general.  

 Transit Dependency: This information will assess transit dependency by asking if 
passengers could have made the trip if transit were not available. Responses in this 
category often correlate with income but could also indicate high concentrations of 
students. 

 Demographic Profile: To the extent desired by Kern COG and County of Kern staff, the 
questionnaire will also solicit detailed demographic information including: income, age, 
primary language, and any other demographics important to the study. 

 
The consultant will work closely with Kern COG and County of Kern staff to develop the on-board 
survey instrument before issuing it to the public. Upon collection of the surveys, the consultant will 
enter all the data collected from the survey and analyze the results. 
 
Task 3.4 Dial-a-Ride and ADA Ridership and Survey (Kern River Valley Dial-a-Ride)  
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The consultant will work with the Kern River Valley Dial-a-Ride service to collect the appropriate 
ridership and system performance data, which will enable the consultant to evaluate key trends. 
To ensure that the consultant captures rider information and characteristics, the consultant will 
also provide an on-board survey for Dial-a-Ride service that will be administered by vehicle 
drivers. If vehicle loads are high, the consultant may supplement this effort with an on-board 
surveyor to assist in the data collection process. 
 
Task 3.5 Service Evaluation and Gaps Analysis 
 
Using data collected in previous tasks, the consultant will conduct a comprehensive evaluation of 
services operated within the Kern River Valley. This in-depth assessment will cover the following 
areas: 
 

 Service description: Including annual ridership and service level trends during the past 
five years, depending on data availability. 

 Capital facilities: An assessment of existing capital facilities’ effectiveness at supporting 
existing service levels and potential future service growth and / or changes. 

 Analysis of ridership data: Upon completion of Tasks 3.3 and 3.4, the consultant will 
process the responses and analyze the data. Findings will be presented in a series of 
charts and graphs that clearly and succinctly highlight passenger demographics, origins 
and destinations, trip purpose, and various measures of passenger satisfaction. Tabular 
results of each survey question, including cross-tabulations, will also be provided.  

 Community needs: The consultant will provide a summary of information captured as part 
of the public outreach phases of the project and stakeholder interviews. 

 Service and financial performance measures: The consultant will provide data regarding 
passengers per revenue hour and revenue mile; operating cost per passenger, revenue 
hour and revenue mile; and farebox recovery. 
 

The consultant will investigate any potential service gaps and opportunities for improvement that 
will set the basis for future service alternatives. The findings of Tasks 3.1 – 3.5 will be submitted 
as part of an Existing Conditions Memorandum that will include all conclusions from the data 
collection efforts, an initial assessment of transportation needs and potential opportunities to 
enhance existing transit services. These findings will also be part of a public meeting/mobile 
workshop where the consultant will gather feedback on existing assessments and existing 
conditions.  
 
4.1 Review Current and Potential Funding Sources 
 
This task will assess existing and future funding sources available for transit operations and 
capital and provide an evaluation of whether potential new sources are likely to be realized. The 
consultant will consider TDA and Section 5311 funding sources, as well as discretionary state 
and federal grants for demonstration or start-up services, or other grants or fees to develop a 
short-range financial plan. 
 
 
 
4.2 Develop Service Alternatives 
 
In terms of developing alternatives, the consultant will evaluate a range of potential short- and 
long-term transportation options including the following:  
 

 Fixed-route transit modifications (Limited-stop vs. Local service); 
 Deviated fixed-route (Flex); 
 Zone services; 
 Community Shuttles; 
 Connector (feeder) services; 
 Peer-to-peer ridesharing services; 
 Enhanced bicycle/pedestrian access;  
 Mobility manager positions; and 
 Expanded volunteer driver programs. 
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Based on the existing conditions report and feedback from the community, short and long-term 
service alternatives will be developed and prioritized based on how well they address the goals 
and objectives. Operating and capital cost impacts are critical when determining priority because 
financial feasibility must be assured. 
 
The alternatives may include, but not limited to:  
 

 New service alternatives such as additional flex-route or route deviation services that 
may better serve the needs of residents. The consultant will define specific service 
parameters and determine how these new services might operate in the Kern River 
Valley. 

 
 Amendments to ADA and dial-a-ride service policies and parameters, scheduling, and 

dispatch procedures to improve service performance and reliability. 
 

 Route restructuring and schedule adjustments to serve new markets, ensure better 
connections, and improve on-time performance and service reliability.  
 

 New transportation programs may include non-traditional transportation programs that 
are tailored to the area’s unique needs, such as ridesharing, subscription services, or 
volunteer driver programs. 
 

 
The consultant will prepare “rough-sketch” scenarios for up to three service alternatives. From 
this group the consultant collaborating with the PSC will select one or two for further analysis. For 
each proposed service, the consultant will include a set of conceptual schedules, maps, ridership 
estimates, operating cost implications, and major capital needs that may result from the 
alternative (including new buses, passenger facilities, etc.) 
 
This task will also include the development of a framework for evaluating the service alternatives 
and comparing these alternatives to the existing system. Evaluation criteria will also include 
operating and capital cost impacts since the financial feasibility of these service must be assured. 
 
4.3 Preferred Alternatives  
 
Once evaluation criteria have been developed, the consultant will prioritize alternatives developed 
in Task 4.2 and compile these services into a single preferred scenario which will include both 
short-term and long-term elements. Similar to previous tasks, the preferred alternatives will be 
documented to the following level of detail: 
 

 System map with routes and service areas; 
 Service levels by day and time period; 
 Estimated ridership and revenue changes; 
 Operating cost estimates; 
 Incremental fleet requirements; 
 Facility requirements; and 
 Other implementation considerations and costs, such as ADA compliance, bus stop 

locations, marketing, etc. 
 
The preferred alternatives will be evaluated within the context of their ability to meet the goals and 
objectives of the study. The consultant will work with the stakeholders to review the preferred 
alternatives to arrive at a recommended service proposal from which the consultant will develop a 
five-year financial and capital plan. Before finalizing the recommendation, the consultant will carry 
out the second round of public input (see Task 2.2). During this process, the consultant will spend 
time in the Kern River Valley understanding how potential new service might operate by analyzing 
the street network, transit generators, land uses, traffic delay, and connection to intercity Kern 
Transit routes, pedestrian access, and any other mobility issues. 
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Deliverables: Funding Outlook and Service Alternatives Memorandum and Preferred Alternative 
Memorandum  
 
Task 5.1 Capital Plan 
 
Based on the preferred alternative selected in Task 4.3, the consultant will outline recommended 
capital improvements based on this analysis and may supplement other capital improvement 
projects already in the “pipeline” for both Kern Transit and the communities in the Kern River 
Valley. Fleet replacement and expansion needs will be consistent with the preferred service 
alternative and FTA minimum life cycle standards. The capital plan will also include 
improvements related to bus stop facilities, marketing, maintenance, and administrative facilities 
or other one-time needs that will support the service plan. The consultant will distinguish essential 
capital improvements from “desirable” capital investments that can be deferred until funds 
become available.  
 
A specific interest for the TDP is the inclusion of costs to construct a CNG facility used to fuel 
vehicles within the Kern River Valley region. This facility would presumably be located at or near 
the existing Kern Transit dispatch yard on Lake Isabella Boulevard. The consultant will include its 
analysis of this project within the capital plan.  
 
5.2 Financial Plan 
 
Building on the Kern River Valley’s operating budgets and service recommendations for transit 
service, the consultant will project operating costs based on unit costs for all types of 
recommended services. The consultant will then incorporate the capital costs and develop the 
financial plan based on the projected federal, state, and local revenue estimates (including 
estimated fare revenues). The consultant will also estimate operating revenues and expenses 
over the five-year period and calculate standard performance indicators such as farebox 
revenues and operating cost per passenger. Using the available data, the consultant will estimate 
any cost savings (or potential cost increase) associated with switching Kern River Valley routes to 
CNG route from their existing fuel source. 
 
Task 6.1 Implementation Plan 
 
The consultant will also develop implementation strategies and timelines based on the preferred 
service alternative. The consultant’s implementation plan will lay out specific next steps over the 
next five years to ensure that the preferred alternative will be successful and can be deployed as 
soon as possible. 
 
The implementation plan will include: 
 

 A developed timeline/milestones for a five-year period; 
 A developed implementation strategy and action plan for implementing the TDP over a 

five-year period; and 
 Developed policies to support the plan including fare, marketing, and administrative 

strategies. 
 
Task 7.1 Draft Plan 
 
In this task, the consultant will produce a Draft TDP for the Kern River Valley. This plan will 
consist primarily of the individual chapters developed as part of Tasks 1 through 6 including the 
financial and capital plans. The consultant will deliver the draft document in electronic form (Word 
and PDF) to Kern COG staff for review and comments. 
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Task 7.2 Plan Presentation  
 
In this task, the consultant will make at least two (2) presentations of the TDP. One presentation 
will be given to the Kern COG Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and one to the 
Transportation Planning Policy Committee. In this presentation, the consultant will summarize key 
recommendations and describe the rationale for each recommendation. The presentation, to be 
developed using Microsoft PowerPoint, will be made available to staff for review prior to the 
meeting. The consultant will do additional presentations if those presentations dates align with 
trips associated with the aforementioned meetings. 
 
Deliverables: Draft and Final TDP Summary Presentation 
7.3 Final Plan 
 
Based on the set of non-conflicting comments from staff, the consultant will revise the Draft TDP 
and produce a Final TDP. The consultant will deliver the final document (including all supporting 
analysis files) in electronic format (Word and PDF). 
 
Deliverables: Final Kern River Valley TDP 
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Exhibit “B” 
 

Project Schedule 

 
 2014 2015 

Task Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May 
1 Project administration          
1.1 Kickoff Meeting          
1.2 Ongoing 
Administration 

         

2 Public Outreach          
2.1 Stakeholder Interviews          
2.2 Outreach Meetings 
and Other Public Input 

         

3 Data Collection and 
Service Assessment 

         

3.1 Review of Existing 
Plans and Relevant 
Documents 

         

3.2 Community Profile and 
Population Projections 

         

3.3 On-board Passenger 
Survey and Ridership 
Verification 

         

3.4 Dial-a-Ride and ADA 
Ridership and Survey 

         

3.5 Service Evaluation 
and Gaps Analysis 

         

4 Service alternatives 
and Preferred Service 
Plan 

         

4.1 Review Current and 
Potential Funding Sources 

         

4.2 Develop Service 
Alternatives 

         

4.3 Preferred Alternative          
5 Capital and Financial 
Plan 

         

5.1 Capital Plan          
5.2 Financial Plan          
6 Implementation Plan          
6.1Implementation Plan          
7 Draft and Final TDP          
7.1 Draft Plan          
7.2 Plan Presentations          
7.3 Final Plan          
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Exhibit “C” 
 

Budget and Billing Format 
 

Base Rate 71.64 50.91 46.91 38.91 46.91 18.18

Overhead 150.00% 107.45 76.37 70.37 58.37 70.37 27.27

Profit 10% 17.91 12.73 11.73 9.73 11.73 4.55

Total Billing Rate $197.00 $140.00 $129.00 $107.00 $129.00 $50.00 Hours Cost

Task Description

1 Project Administration

1.1 Kickoff Meeting 8 8 16 $2,696 16 $2,696

1.2 Ongoing Administration 4 4 $560 4 $560

Task Total 8 12 0 0 0 0 20 $3,256 20 $3,256

2 Public Outreach

2.1 Stakeholder Interviews 4 8 8 8 28 $3,340 28 $3,340

2.2 Outreach Meetings and Other Public Input 8 24 16 24 72 $8,200 72 $8,200

Task Total 12 32 24 0 0 32 100 $11,540 100 $11,540

3 Data Collection and Service Assessement

3.1 Review of Existing Plans and Relevant Documents 8 8 16 $1,256 16 $1,256

3.2 Community Profile and Population Projections 2 4 16 8 30 $3,698 30 $3,698

3.3 On-Board Passenger Survey and Ridership Verification 4 8 16 8 36 $4,020 36 $4,020

3.4 Dial-a-Ride and ADA Ridership and Survey 4 16 4 8 32 $3,188 32 $3,188

3.5 Service Evaluation and Gaps Analysis 4 8 8 20 $2,940 20 $2,940

Task Total 10 24 8 56 12 24 134 $15,102 134 $15,102

4 Service Alternatives and Preferred Service Plan

4.1 Review Current and Potential Funding Sources 4 8 12 $1,416 12 $1,416

4.2 Develop Service Alternatives 4 24 8 8 4 48 $6,552 48 $6,552

4.3 Preferred Alternative 4 24 8 4 40 $5,696 40 $5,696

Task Total 8 52 16 16 8 0 100 $13,664 100 $13,664

5 Capital and Financial Plan

5.1 Capital Plan 8 8 8 16 40 $3,808 40 $3,808

5.2 Financial Plan 8 8 16 $1,976 16 $1,976

Task Total 0 16 8 16 0 16 56 $5,784 56 $5,784

6 Implementation Plan

6.1 Implementation Plan 4 8 12 $1,592 12 $1,592

Task Total 0 4 8 0 0 0 12 $1,592 12 $1,592

7 Draft and Final Transportation Development Plans

7.1 Draft Plan 4 8 8 4 24 $3,456 24 $3,456

7.2 Plan Presentations 4 8 12 $1,908 12 $1,908

7.3 Final Plan 4 8 8 4 24 $3,456 24 $3,456

Task Total 12 24 16 0 8 0 60 $8,820 60 $8,820

QUALITY ASSURANCE / QUALITY CONTROL 2 2 $394 2 $394

TOTAL HOURS 52 164 80 88 28 72 484 484

TOTAL COST 10,244$               22,960$                  10,320$                 9,416$                 3,612$                 3,600$                 59,758$           60,152$                         

Direct Expenses

Travel Units # Cost

Hotel nights 2 8 2 2 14 1,610$             

Unit Cost 115$       115$                    115$                       115$                      115$                    115$                    115$                    

Per Diem days 3 12 3 3 21 1,050$             

Unit Cost 50$         50$                      50$                         50$                        50$                      50$                      50$                      

Rental Cars and Gas days 5 1 6 600$                

Unit Cost 100$       100$                    100$                       100$                      100$                    100$                    100$                    

Other Ground Transportation (Mileage, Transit, Parking) days 5 1 6 450$                

Unit Cost 75$         75$                      75$                         75$                        75$                      75$                      75$                      

Communication/Postage 260$                

Printing/Reproduction/Supplies 500$                

Meeting Materials 272$                

Subtotal - Direct Expenses 4,742$             

Total Cost (Labor + Direct Expenses) 64,500$           64,500$                         

NN Labor

NN Direct Expenses

Joey Goldman Gordon Hansen GIS Claudia PreciadoPaul Supawanich

Total Direct Expenses

Total

Labor Hours

Total

Labor Costs

Nelson\Nygaard Labor Costs

Michael Rhodes
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Exhibit  “D” 
 

 
TITLE 49, CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS, PART 29 

DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION CERTIFICATION 
 
 
The Consultant, under penalty of perjury, certifies that, except as noted below, he/she or any 
person associated therewith in the capacity of owner, partner, director, officer, manager: 
 

is not currently under suspension, debarment, voluntary exclusion, or determination of 
ineligibility by any federal agency; 

 
has not been suspended, debarred, voluntarily excluded or determined ineligible by any 
federal agency within the past 3 years; 

 
does not have a proposed debarment pending; and 

 
has not been indicted, convicted, or had a civil judgment rendered against it by a  court of 

competent jurisdiction in any matter involving fraud or official misconduct within the past 3 years. 
 
If there are any exceptions to this certification, insert the exceptions in the following space. 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Exceptions will not necessarily result in denial of award, but will be considered in determining 
bidder responsibility.  For any exception noted above, indicate below to whom it applies, initiating 
agency, and dates of action. 
 
 
 

_____________________ 
(Consultant) 

 
_____________________ 
Date 
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September 18, 2104 
 
 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Robert M. Snoddy 
   Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM Q. 

MCFARLAND AND TAFT TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT PLANS 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The Transportation Development Plan (TDP) is a short-range (five-year) comprehensive planning 
document that serves as a blueprint to guide public policy decisions regarding transportation programs 
and expenditures. The McFarland TDP has been identified under Work Element 606.3 and the Taft TDP 
has been identified under the Work Element as 606.4 in the FY 2014-15 Overall Work Program (as 
amended tonight). These TDPs will build on the previous TDPs completed in 2007 and 2009 respectively. 
Based on evaluations, Moore & Associates was chosen to complete the project at a proposed cost of 
$69,301. County Counsel is reviewing this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Requests for proposals (RFPs) were distributed to over forty consultants. Proposals were received from 
five consulting teams: C2 Consult Corp., Jakes Associates, Inc., LSC Transportation Consultants, Inc., 
Moore & Associates, and Nelson\Nygaard. Proposals were evaluated by representatives from the cities of 
McFarland and Taft and Kern COG staff. 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve selection of the firm Moore & associates for the McFarland and Taft Transportation Development 
Plans, and authorize Chair to sign the contract. VOICE VOTE. 
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CONTRACT BETWEEN THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
AND 

 
    MOORE & ASSOCIATES  

 
 

 
 
 

THIS CONTRACT, made and entered into this 18th day of September, by and between 
the Kern Council of Governments, hereinafter referred to as "Kern COG," and, Moore & 
Associates hereinafter referred to as "Consultant." 
 
 W I T N E S S E T H: 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Joint Powers Agreement of November 4, 1970, creating Kern 
COG and the amended Joint Powers Agreement of May 1, 1981, Kern COG is authorized and 
empowered to employ consultants and specialists in the performance of its duties and functions; 
and 
 

WHEREAS, Consultant represents it is qualified and willing to provide such services 
pursuant to the terms and conditions of this contract; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto do mutually agree as follows: 
 
 I.  Contract Organization and Content 
 
This contract is fully comprised of these terms and the attached exhibits: Scope of Work, 
Schedule, and Budget/Cost Proposal, all of which are incorporated herein by this reference. 
 
 II.  Statement of Work 
 
The work to be conducted by Consultant is specified in Scope of Work identified in the  
Consultant's proposal, dated August 22, 2014, for the delivery of products as specified in the 
Scope of Work, attached hereto as Exhibit "A,"  according to the Schedule, attached hereto as 
Exhibit “B,” and Budget/Cost Proposal, attached hereto as Exhibit “C.”  During the performance of 
this contract, the representative project managers for Kern COG and Consultant will be: 
   
Kern COG: Robert Snoddy 
Consultant: Jim Moore 
 
 III.  Term 
 
Time is of the essence in this contract.  The term of this contact is September 18, 2014 through 
June 30, 2015 unless an extension of time is granted in writing by Kern COG.  The various 
phases involved in this project shall be completed as indicated in Exhibit "B," Schedule. 
 
Consultant services and reimbursements beyond $69,301, are subject to the inclusion and 
funding agency approval of this project in Kern COG's 2014-2015 fiscal year Overall Work 
Program (OWP).  If the project or OWP is not approved, this contract is terminated, effective the 
ending date of the last approved Kern COG OWP.  
 
 IV.  Assignability 
 
Consultant shall not assign any interest in this contract, and shall not transfer the same, without 
the prior written consent of Kern COG. 
  

 
 



 

2 

 

V.  Contract Changes 
 
No alteration or deviation of the terms of this contract shall be valid unless made in writing and 
signed by the parties.  No oral understanding or agreement not incorporated herein, shall be 
binding on any of the parties. 
 
Kern COG may request, at any time, amendments to this contract and will notify Consultant in 
writing regarding changes.  Upon a minimum of ten (10) days notice, Consultant shall determine 
the impact on both time and compensation of such changes and notify Kern COG in writing.  
Upon agreement between Kern COG and Consultant as to the extent of these impacts on time 
and compensation, an amendment to this contract shall be prepared describing such changes.  
Such amendments shall be binding on the parties if signed by Kern COG and Consultant, and 
shall be effective as of the date of the amending document, unless otherwise indicated. 
 
 VI.  Contract Costs and Reimbursements 
 
A. Maximum Contract Amount/Budget Amendments:   
 

For services rendered, Consultant may bill and receive up to $69,301, to be billed in 
accordance with Exhibit "C," Costs.  The total sum billed under this contract may not 
exceed including all costs, overhead, and fixed fee expenses.  Such billings, up to the 
specified amount, shall constitute full and complete compensation for Consultant's 
services. Any amendments to the individual categories within the budget must be 
approved in writing in advance by Kern COG.   

 
B. Progress Payments and Reports:   
 

Progress payments are authorized under this contract.  Progress billings in arrears may 
be submitted as often as monthly.  Written progress reports shall accompany each billing 
and shall specify, by task, the percentage of contract work completed to date and since 
the date of the preceding billing, if any.  Consultant shall be paid within 30 days following 
the receipt and approval of each billing by Kern COG.  If Kern COG disputes any portion 
of a request for payment, Kern COG shall pay the undisputed portion of such request as 
provided herein and shall promptly notify Consultant of the amount in dispute and the 
reason therefore.  

 
C. Billing Format and Content:   
 

Requisitions for payment shall refer to Work Element number 606.3 (McFarland) and 
606.4 (Taft) as identified on the FY 2014-2015 Overall Work Program, or as may be 
specified in a written notice by Kern COG.  Specific budget category detail is given below:   
 
1. Direct Labor and Fringe Benefits:  All direct labor charges should be billed by 

class of employee, rate per hour and number of hours.  (Anticipated personnel 
cost-of-living or merit increase, if any, should be reflected in the budget). 

 
2. Other Direct Costs:  All direct costs billed must be specifically identified.  Any 

travel costs may not exceed the per diem $65/day meals; $225/day 
accommodations and mileage rates shall be reimbursed at the IRS established 
standard mileage rate.  Any other direct costs not specifically identified in the 
contract budget cannot be reimbursed. 

 
D. Contract Completion Retainer:   
 

Ten (10) percent shall be retained from each contract billing until the completion of the 
contract.  This retention will be released to Consultant upon completion of contract and 
contract deliverables to the satisfaction of Kern COG. 

 
E. Allowable Costs and Documentation:   

 
All costs charged to this contract by Consultant shall be supported by properly executed 
payrolls, time records, invoices, and vouchers, evidencing in proper detail the nature and 
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propriety of the charges, and shall be costs allowable as determined by Title 48 Code of 
Federal Regulations, Chapter 1, Part 31 (Contract Cost Principles and Procedures), 
Subpart 31.2 (Contracts with Commercial Organizations), as modified by Subpart 31.103.  
Consultant shall also comply with Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 18, 
(Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements to State 
and Local Governments) in the procurement of services, supplies or equipment. 

 
 VII.  Progress Reports 
 
Consultant shall submit progress reports, as described in Exhibit "A" and Paragraph VI-B. above.   
The purpose of the reports is to allow Kern COG to determine if Consultant is completing the 
activities identified in the Work Program in accordance with the agreed upon schedule, and to 
afford occasions for airing difficulties or special problems encountered so remedies can be 
developed. 
 
Consultant's Project Manager shall meet with Kern COG's Project Manager, as identified under 
Section II, as needed to discuss work progress. 
 
 VIII.  Inspection of Work 
 
Consultant, and any subcontractors, shall permit Kern COG, Caltrans and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), and other participating agencies, the opportunity to review and inspect 
the project activities at all reasonable times during the performance period of this contract, 
including review and inspection on a daily basis. 
 
 IX.  Staffing 
 
There shall be no change in Consultant's Project Manager, or members of the project team, 
without prior written approval by Executive Director of Kern COG.  The Project Manager shall be 
responsible for keeping Kern COG informed of the progress of the work and shall be available for 
no less than four (4) meetings with Kern COG. 
 
 X.  Subcontracting 
 
Consultant shall perform the work with resources available within its own organization, unless 
otherwise specified in this contract.  No portion of the work included in this contract shall be 
subcontracted without written authorization by Kern COG.  In no event shall Consultant 
subcontract for work in excess of fifty (50) percent of the contract amount, excluding specialized 
services.  Specialized services are those items not ordinarily furnished by a consultant performing 
this particular type of work.  All authorized subcontracts shall contain the same applicable 
provisions specified in this contract. 
 
 XI.  Termination of Contract   
 
A. Termination for Convenience of Kern COG:   
 

Kern COG may terminate this contract at any time by giving notice to Consultant of such 
termination, and the effective termination date, at least thirty (30) days before the 
effective date of such termination.  In such event, all finished or unfinished documents 
and other materials shall, at the option of Kern COG, become its property.  If this contract 
is terminated by Kern COG, as provided herein, Consultant shall be reimbursed for 
expenses incurred prior to the termination date, in accordance with the cost provisions of 
this contract.  Consultant will also be allowed a proportion of any fixed fee that is equal to 
the same proportion of the project completed by Consultant on the date of termination of 
this contract.  

 
 
 
B. Termination for Cause:   
 

If through any cause, Consultant shall fail to fulfill in a timely and proper manner its 
obligations under this contract, or if Consultant violates any of the covenants, 
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agreements, or stipulations of this contract, Kern COG shall thereupon have the right to 
immediately terminate the contract by giving written notice to Consultant of the intent to 
terminate and specifying the effective date thereof.  Kern COG shall provide an 
opportunity for consultation with Consultant and a ten-day cure period prior to 
termination.  In such an event, all finished or unfinished documents, data, studies, 
surveys, drawings, maps, models, photographs, reports or other materials prepared by 
Consultant under this contract shall, at the option of Kern COG, become the property of 
Kern COG.  Consultant shall be entitled to receive compensation for all satisfactory work 
completed prior to the effective date of termination. 

 
 XII.  Compliance with Laws, Rules and Regulations 
 
All services performed by the Consultant pursuant to this contract shall be performed in 
accordance and full compliance with all applicable federal, state or local statutes, rules, and 
regulations. 
 
 XIII.  Conflict of Interest 
 
A. Consultant, and the agents and employees of Consultant, shall act in an independent 

capacity in the performance of this contract, and not as officers, employees or agents of 
Kern COG. 

 
B. No officer, member, or employee of Kern COG or other public official of the governing 

body of the locality or localities in which the work pursuant to this contract is being carried 
out, who exercises any functions or responsibilities in the review or approval of the 
undertaking or carrying out of the aforesaid work shall: 

 
1.  Participate in any decision relating to this contract which affects his personal interest 
or the interest of any corporation, partnership, or association in which he has, directly or 
indirectly, any interest; or  

 
2.  Have any interest, direct or indirect, in this contract or the proceeds thereof during his 
tenure or for one year thereafter. 

 
C. Consultant hereby covenants that it has, at the time of the execution of this contract, no 

interest, and that it shall not acquire any interest in the future, direct or indirect, which 
would conflict in any manner or degree with the performance of services required to be 
performed pursuant to this contract.  Consultant further covenants that in the 
performance of this work, no person having any such interest shall be employed. 

 
 XIV.  Contingency Fees 
 
Consultant warrants, by execution of this contract, that no person or selling agency has been 
employed or retained to solicit or secure this contract upon an agreement or understanding for a 
commission, percentage, brokerage, or contingency fee, excepting bona fide employees or bona 
fide established commercial or selling agencies maintained by Consultant for the purpose of 
securing business.  For breach or violation of this warranty, Kern COG has the right to terminate 
this contract without liability, allowing payment only for the value of the work actually performed, 
or to deduct from the contract price, or otherwise recover, the full amount of such commission, 
percentage, brokerage, or contingency fee. 
 
 XV.  Copyrights 
 
Consultant shall be free to copyright material developed under this contract with the provision that 
Kern COG reserve a royalty-free, nonexclusive and irrevocable license to reproduce, publish, or 
otherwise use, distribute, and to authorize others to use, and distribute for fee or otherwise, the 
work for any purpose.  Consultant is subject to the duties of agency relating to rights in data and 
copyrights as set forth in 28 CFR 179.9(c) and (d).  
 
 XVI.  Publication 
 
A. No report, information, or other data given to or prepared or assembled by Consultant 
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pursuant to this contract, shall be made available to any individual or organization by 
Consultant without the prior written approval of Kern COG. 

 
B. The following acknowledgment of FTA’s participation must appear on the cover or title 

page of all final products: 
 

“The preparation of this report has been financed, in part, through a grant from the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, Federal Transit Administration, under the authority of the 
49 USC Chapter 43 #5313(b) of the Federal Transit Laws.” 

 
 XVII.  Disputes 
 
Except as otherwise provided in this contract, any dispute concerning a question of fact which is 
not disposed of by mutual agreement, shall be decided by a court of competent jurisdiction. 
 
 XVIII.  Hold Harmless 
 
Consultant agrees to indemnify, defend (upon request of Kern COG), and hold harmless Kern 
COG and all of its officers, agents and employees from any and all actions, causes of action, 
claims, demands, costs, liabilities, losses, damages and expenses of whatsoever kind and nature 
(including attorney's fees) for injuries to or death of any person or persons, or damage to property 
of third persons, to the extent arising out of or in any way connected with the negligent acts, 
errors or omissions by Consultant in the performance of the services to be provided pursuant to 
this contract by Consultant or Consultant's officers, agents or employees. 
 
   XIX.  Insurance 
 
A. Consultant shall procure and maintain in force, at all times during the term of this 

contract, the following insurance coverages: 
 

1) Worker's Compensation in the amount required by law; 2)  Commercial general liability 
insurance, including contractual liability coverage, covering all of its actions under this 
contract with limits of not less than $2,000,000 combined single limit for bodily injury and 
property damage or $1,000,000 per person and per occurrence for bodily injury and 
$1,000,000 per each occurrence for property damage and $2,000,000 aggregate; and 3) 
Commercial automobile liability coverage with the same limits as the commercial general 
liability insurance described above, covering all owned, hired, and non-owned 
automobiles and any other vehicle or equipment used by Consultant or its agents in 
performance of this contract. 

 
B. All policies of insurance mentioned above shall be placed with insurers admitted to do 

business in California and with current “Best's Key Rating Guide” rating of no less than 
an A-, VII.  The commercial general liability and automobile liability policies shall contain 
endorsements naming the Kern Council of Governments, its officers, employees, agents 
and governing body and each member thereof, as additional insureds and providing for a 
legal defense, if such is requested, for all such additional insureds.  In addition, all 
policies of insurance mentioned in paragraph A. above shall not be canceled or reduced 
until thirty (30) days after Kern COG receives notice of such cancellation or reduction.  A 
signed copy of a certificate or certificates of insurance evidencing each of the coverages 
and requirements for the policies of insurance mentioned above, and evidencing each of 
the endorsements described herein, shall be submitted to Kern COG prior to Consultant 
performing any work under this contract. 

 
 XX.  Equal Employment Opportunity/Nondiscrimination 
 
Consultant shall comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, and with the 
provisions contained in 49 CFR 21 through Appendix C and 23 CFR 170.405(b).  During the 
performance of this contract, Consultant, for itself, its assignees and successors in interest, 
agrees as follows: 
 
 
A. Compliance with Regulations:  Consultant shall comply with the regulations relative to 
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nondiscrimination in federally-assisted programs of the Department of Transportation 
(hereinafter DOT) Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21, as they may be 
amended from time to time (hereinafter referred to as the Regulations), which are herein 
incorporated by reference and made a part of this contract. 

 
Prior to any performance under this agreement, Consultant must review, sign and return to Kern 
COG a copy of the Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 29 Debarment and Suspension 
Certifications (“Certifications”) attached and incorporated here as Exhibit D, “Debarment and 
Suspension  Certification.”  The signed copy of the Certifications shall be incorporated by this 
reference into the Agreement as if set forth in full herein. 
 
B. Nondiscrimination:  Consultant, with regard to the work performed by it during the 

contract, shall not discriminate on the grounds of race, religion, color, sex, age or national 
origin in the selection or retention of subcontractors, including the procurement of 
materials and leases of equipment.  Consultant shall not participate either directly or 
indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by Section 21.5 of the Regulations, including 
employment practices when the contract covers a program set forth in Appendix B of the 
Regulations. 

 
C. Solicitations for Subcontractors, including Procurements of Materials and Equipment:  In 

all solicitations, either by competitive bidding or negotiations made by Consultant for work 
to be performed under a subcontract, including the procurement of materials or leases of 
equipment, each potential subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by Consultant of 
Consultant's obligations under this contract, and the Regulations relative to 
nondiscrimination on the grounds of race, religion, color, sex, age or national origin. 

 
D. Information and Reports:  Consultant shall provide all information and reports required by 

the Regulations or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its 
books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be 
determined by Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA to be pertinent to ascertain 
compliance with such Regulations, orders and instructions.  Where any information 
required of Consultant is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or refuses to 
furnish this information, Consultant shall so certify to Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or 
FHWA, as appropriate, and shall set forth what efforts it has made to obtain the 
information. 

 
E. Sanctions for Noncompliance:  In the event of Consultant's noncompliance with the 

nondiscrimination provisions of this contract, Kern COG shall impose such contract 
sanctions as it, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA may determine to be appropriate, including, but 
not limited to:   

 
1) Withholding of payments to Consultant under this contract until Consultant complies; 
and/or 2) Cancellation, termination or suspension of the contract, in whole or in part. 

 
F. Incorporation of Provisions:  Consultant shall include the provisions of Paragraphs A 

through F of this Section XX in every subcontract, including procurements of materials 
and leases of equipment, unless exempt from the regulations, or directives issued 
pursuant thereto.  Consultant shall take such action with respect to any subcontract or 
procurement as Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA may direct as a means of enforcing 
such provisions including sanctions for noncompliance.  However, in the event 
Consultant becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a subcontractor or 
supplier as a result of such direction, Consultant may request Kern COG to enter into 
such litigation to protect the interests of Kern COG, and in addition, Consultant may 
request the United States to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the United 
States. 

 
 XXI.  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) 
 
It is the policy of Kern COG, the California State Department of Transportation and the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs), as defined in 49 
CFR Part 23, shall have the maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts 
financed in whole or in part with local, state or federal funds. 
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Consultant shall ensure that DBEs, as defined in 49 CFR Part 23, have the maximum opportunity 
to participate in the performance of this contract.  In this regard, Consultant shall take all 
necessary and reasonable steps to ensure that DBEs have the maximum opportunity to compete 
for and to perform subcontracts arising out of this contract.  Failure to carry out the requirements 
of this paragraph shall constitute a breach of contract and may result in termination of this 
contract or such other remedy Kern COG may deem appropriate. 
 
During the period of this contract, the Consultant shall maintain records of all applicable 
subcontracts advertised and entered into germane to this contract, documenting the opportunity 
given to DBEs to participate in this contract, actual DBE participation, and records of materials 
purchased from DBE suppliers.  Such documentation shall show the name and business address 
of each DBE subcontractor or vendor, and the total dollar amount actually paid each DBE 
subcontractor or vendor.  Upon completion of the contract, a summary of these records shall be 
prepared and certified correct by the Consultant, and shall be furnished to Kern COG. 
 
 XXII.  Audits 
 
At any time during normal business hours, and as often as Kern COG, Kern COG's participating 
agencies, the California Department of Transportation, the Federal Transit Administration, the 
Federal Highway Administration, the Department of Labor, the Comptroller General of the United 
States, or other appropriate state and federal agencies, or any duly authorized representatives 
may deem necessary, Consultant shall make available for examination all of its records with 
respect to all matters covered by this contract for purposes of audit, examination, or to make 
copies or transcripts of such records, including, but not limited to, contracts, invoices, payrolls, 
personnel records, conditions of employment and other data relating to all matters covered by this 
contract.  Project costs are subject to audit and approval for payment according to the eligibility 
requirements of the funding agencies.  However, Kern COG shall not have the right to audit 
Consultant's fixed rates or fees, percentage multipliers, or standard charges.  All project records 
shall be retained and access to the facilities and premises of Consultant shall be made available 
during the period of performance of this contract, and for three years after Kern COG makes final 
payment under this contract. 
 
 XXIII.  Clean Air Act/Clean Water Act Requirements 
 
Consultant, in carrying out the requirements of this contract, shall comply with all applicable 
standards, orders, or requirements issued under Section 306 of the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
1857[h]), Section 508 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1368), Presidential Executive Order 
11738, and those Environmental Protection Agency regulations contained in 40 CFR Part 15. 
 
 XXIV.  Notice 
 
Any notice or notices required or permitted to be given pursuant to this contract may be 
personally served on the other party by the party giving such notice, or may be served by certified 
mail, return receipt requested, to the following addresses: 
 
Mr. Ahron Hakimi,  
Executive Director   
Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG)     
1401 19th Street, Suite 300       
Bakersfield, California  93301 
 
OR 
Jim Moore, 
Principal 
Moore & Associates 
28159 Avenue Stanford, Suite 110 
Valencia, CA 91355-1106 
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 XXV.  Venue 
 
If any party to this contract initiates any legal or equitable action to enforce the terms of this 
contract, to declare the rights of the parties under this contract or which relates to this contract in 
any manner, Kern COG and Consultant agree that the proper venue for any such action is the 
Superior Court of the State of California of and for the County of Kern. 
 
 XXVI.  California Law 
 
Kern COG and Consultant agree that the provisions of this contract will be construed in 
accordance with the laws of the State of California. 
 
 XXVII.  No Authority to Bind Kern COG 
 
It is understood that Consultant, in its performance of any and all duties under this contract, has 
no authority to bind Kern COG to any agreements or undertakings with respect to any and all 
persons or entities with whom Consultant deals in the course of its business. 
 
 XXVIII.  Nonwaiver 
 
No covenant or condition of this contract to be performed by Consultant can be waived except by 
the written consent of Kern COG.  Forbearance or indulgence by Kern COG in any regard 
whatsoever shall not constitute a waiver of any covenant or condition to be performed by 
Consultant.  Kern COG shall be entitled to invoke any remedy available to it under this contract or 
by law or in equity despite any such forbearance or indulgence. 
 
 XXIX.  Independent Contractor 
 
Nothing in this contract shall be construed or interpreted to make Consultant, its officers, agents, 
employees or representatives anything but independent contractors and in all their activities and 
operations pursuant to this contract, Consultant, its officers, agents, employees and 
representatives shall for no purposes be considered employees or agents of Kern COG. 
 
 XXX.  Partial Invalidity 
 
Should any part, term, portion, or provision of this contract be finally decided to be in conflict with 
any law of the United States or the State of California, or otherwise be unenforceable or 
ineffectual, the validity of the remaining parts, terms, portions, or provisions shall be deemed 
severable and shall not be effected thereby, provided such remaining portions or provisions can 
be construed in substance to constitute the agreement which the parties intended to enter into in 
the first instance. 
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 XXXI.  Signature Authority 
 
Each person executing this contract on behalf of Consultant represents and warrants that he or 
she is authorized by Consultant to execute and deliver this contract on behalf of Consultant and 
that this contract is binding on Consultant in accordance with the terms. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Kern Council of Governments and Moore & Associates have 
executed this agreement as of the date first above written.
 
RECOMMENDED AND APPROVED 
AS TO CONTENT: 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Phillip Hall, Deputy 
Kern County Counsel        
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

R 
 
 
 
 

 
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  
 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Harold W. Hanson, Chair 
“Kern COG” 
 
 
 
 
CONSULTANT 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Jim Moore, Moore & Associates



 

10 

 

Exhibit “A” 
 

Scope of Work 
 

Task 1. Project Management 
 
Following the receipt of Kern COG’s Notice to Proceed, consultant will manage 
project tasks, submit written monthly progress reports with invoices, and 
schedule bi-weekly phone calls with the Kern COG project manager. The 
monthly progress report shall document specific accomplishments of each task, 
identify percent completion by task, difficulties encountered, and any adjustments 
in the project schedule. 
 
The consultant will coordinate a project kick-off meeting with project managers 
from Kern COG, the City of McFarland, and the City of Taft. During this kick-off 
meeting, the participants will: 
 

 Establish communication protocols, 
 Finalize the work plan, 
 Finalize the project schedule, 
 Finalize composition of the Project Steering Committee, 
 Obtain clarification on available data resources, and 
 Discuss deliverable requirements. 

 
Following the project kick-off meeting, the consultant will revise work plans, 
project schedules, or data needs arising from that discussion (as applicable), as 
well as a meeting summary. 
 
The consultant will make two presentations on the final report both the Kern COG 
Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee. 
 
The consultant will manage scheduling, coordinating and preparation of all 
necessary materials for the Project Steering Committee (PSC) meetings 
throughout the duration of the project. The consultant will prepare meeting 
minutes which document all of the major points and actions taken at each PSC 
meeting and provide said notes to the Kern COG project manager for review and 
comment within five business days following each meeting. Upon approval, the 
meeting notes will be distributed to all PSC members. 
 
To assist in the development of the McFarland and Taft TDPs, the consultant will 
use Basecamp, a web-based project management tool that allows the consultant 
to monitor the projects in real-time, assign resources effectively, and keep tabs 
on the project schedule. 
 
In addition to the Basecamp platform, the consultant will provide at a minimum, 
biweekly phone communications with project team staff, including McFarland 
Transit and TAT staff, to provide project status updates, recent tasks completed, 
as well as upcoming project tasks inclusive of anticipated staff assistance. 
 
Upon identification of priority tasks, the consultant will update the project 
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Basecamp account, thus providing Kern COG’s Project Manager with real-time 
access to the consultant’s strategies for achieving the plan’s objectives. Should 
any question arise from the consultant’s anticipated tasks, they may be submitted 
via the same Basecamp account, to ensure complete transparency and open 
communication. 
 
Deliverables: Finalized work plan and schedule; meeting agendas and minutes; 
monthly reports. 
 
Task 2. Public Outreach and User and Non-User Survey 
 
In order to successfully engage the current riders, non-riders, and stakeholders 
alike, the consultant will provide the following methods of public outreach: 
 

1. Focus Groups 
The consultant will be facilitating no fewer than four focus groups targeted 
to specific populations (i.e., seniors, minority-based groups, large 
employers, and/or the business community). The groups will focus on 
assessing awareness of local transit service, identifying mobility needs, 
and identifying barriers to use. The consultant will coordinate with the 
individual municipalities to ensure focus groups represent the communities 
at-large. The consultant will offer real-time Spanish or other language 
interpretation/translation of each session as warranted.   
 

2. Stakeholder Survey/Interviews 
 The consultant will work with the PSC to develop a list of project 
 stakeholders representing local businesses and organizations (such as 
 the Oaxacan community of Taft, local Chambers of Commerce, Taft 
 College, and the Kern County Department of Human Services). Initial 
 outreach will be conducted by phone or email, requesting stakeholders to 
 complete a brief survey and advise the best time for a follow-up interview. 
 
 During follow-up interviews, stakeholders will be asked to describe their 
 perception of local transit service, how they feel McFarland Transit and 
 Taft Area Transit addresses the needs of their clientele or members, and 
 what opportunities for coordination between McFarland Transit, TAT, and 
 their respective organizations they might deem beneficial.  
 

3. Community Surveys 
The consultant will conduct an intercept and web-based community survey 
of households located within each jurisdiction. To formulate the most 
appropriate survey questions that reflect the established goals and 
objectives of the study, the consultant’s project team will work closely with 
Kern COG’s project manager and the PSC to design a project-specific 
survey instrument. The instrument will assess public perceptions of transit 
services, as well as satisfaction, utilization, barriers to use, and community 
priorities in terms of mobility needs and options. The survey will be 
available in English and in Spanish. 
 
Local bilingual surveyors will administer the survey. The consultant will 
collect no less than 375 responses from the two methodologies combined, 
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ensuring statistical accuracy at the 95 percent confidence level and a + or 
– 5 percent margin of error. The online survey will remain open during all 
intercept surveying, and for a minimum of two weeks following, to 
accommodate those who do not wish to take a paper survey. The online 
survey will also be promoted via media releases, local community outlets, 
and by leveraging the consultant’s stakeholder contacts. 
 

4. Community Workshops 
The consultant will facilitate no less than two rounds of workshops (each 
round comprising of a workshop in McFarland and Taft) at approximately 
the 30-percent and 70-percent completion of the project. The consultant 
will collect the community workshop input and combine it with the 
community surveys and prepare feedback to the PSC. 
 

5. Transit Customer Surveys 
The consultant will conduct an on-board survey of transit customers of all 
fixed-route or demand-responsive service within each study area. The 
primary objective of the on-board survey is to identify and quantify transit 
needs from the customer’s perspective. Through this task, the consultant 
will also identify user’s perceptions of and satisfaction with existing 
services, preferred improvements, and latent demand. Data collection will 
take place during a typical service week (no holidays) while school is in 
session. Surveys of demand-response customers will be primarily 
administered via direct-mail methodology to registered customers. Both 
surveys will be supplemented with matching online versions. Should 
mailing databases not exist or be out-of-date, the consultant will work with 
the transit staff to identify the methodology most likely to result in valid 
customer responses (such as driver-distributed surveys on-board the 
vehicles).  
 
The consultant will work with McFarland Transit, and TAT staff to develop 
and produce promotional materials. Such materials may be posted inside 
the vehicles, at transit stops, on the respective agency webpages, and a 
key transfer locations to increase awareness among transit customers 
about upcoming survey opportunity. 
 
The consultant’s on-board survey instrument will ask each respondent for 
the following information: 
 

 Origin and destination locations, 
 Route on which the survey was completed, 
 Time of day survey was administered, 
 Frequency of transit use, 
 Desired service improvements, 
 Perception of service, 
 Trip purpose, 
 Routes transferred to (if applicable), 
 Gender, and 
 Household income. 
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The consultant’s sampling plan will cover weekday and Saturday fixed-route 
service. Formal weighted sampling targets will be calculated for each route using 
actual ridership data. These data will, at a minimum, provide McFarland Transit 
and TAT with valuable insight into travel patterns of local riders, including key trip 
generators, typical trip purposes, and basic socio-economic data. In terms of 
sample size, the consultant will refine the target based on individual system 
performance (ridership) using actual daily or weekly ridership totals at the time of 
the project initiation meeting. The target shall be calculated so as to achieve 
statistical validity at the 95 percent confidence level with a + or – 5 percent 
margin of error.  
 
A somewhat modified survey instrument will be developed for Dial-a-Ride 
customers. These instruments will be distributed via direct mail and/or on-board 
the vehicles and mailed back using an incentivized postage-paid mechanism. 
Unique considerations for typical Dial-a-Ride customers (such as large print) will 
be incorporated in the development of the instruments. 
 
Once the survey instruments have been approved by Kern COG’s project 
manager, the consultant will move forward with translation and production of 
paper survey instruments.  
 
Upon finalization of the survey instrument, the consultant will prepare a Statistical 
Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) software database to facilitate data 
compilation and analysis.   
 
Once all survey data have been entered into SPSS, the consultant will verify it for 
accuracy. The consultant’s project team will then run simple frequencies and 
work with the PSC to identify possible data cross tabulations.  
 
The deliverables for this task will include a complete analysis of the collected 
data, inclusive of travel patterns, preferences, demographic information, and 
other customer characteristics. From this data, the consultant will develop a 
demographic profile of the “typical” McFarland/Taft Area Transit rider. The 
consultant will provide demographic data in a tabular format as well as include 
accompanying narrative and discussion. 
 
Following the data analysis, the consultant’s project team will identify key issues 
necessary for outreach. The consultant will describe its findings with regard to 
TDP objectives. Analysis will also present findings on demographic information, 
satisfaction with exiting services/projects, and any notable trends or relationships 
that arise.  
 
Deliverables: Focus group summaries, stakeholder questionnaire, community 
survey instrument, transit customer survey, notices and promotional materials, 
workshop materials, and summaries. 
 
Task 3 Data Collection and Assessment 
Market Analysis 
 
The consultant’s project team will create a comprehensive profile of the 
McFarland Transit /TAT service areas. This analysis will include graphic 
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representations (maps) of historically transit-dependent populations using current 
ACS data at the block group level. All maps will be supported by a review of land 
use and key trip generators, both current and planned, by reviewing documents 
such as: 
 

 Prior Transit Development Plans, 
 Local Land-use and General Plans, 
 Kern County Regional Transportation Plan, and 
 Kern County Coordinated Human Services Plan. 

 
Discussion with county planning staff will round out this assessment. Again, 
maps will be used to more effectively convey the results of this analysis. Finally, 
the consultant will explore each municipality’s unique role within the regional 
transit network (e.g., in conjunction with Kern Transit services, local school 
transportation, etc.), identifying key connection points as well as any duplicative 
service.  
 
Once the preliminary analysis has been completed, the consultant will use the 
data developed therein to conduct a gap analysis (temporal and spatial). By 
overlaying McFarland Transit/TAT routes and service boundaries onto 
demographic data, land uses, and key trip generators, the consultant’s project 
team will identify to what degree existing transit is meeting the mobility needs of 
the service area.  
 
Service Evaluation 
As part of the evaluation of existing conditions, the consultant will also review 
operations data from the prior three fiscal years, including monthly operation 
reports (inclusive of system performance data, ridership reports, and transfer 
data). The consultant will evaluate the following service characteristics by mode 
and route-by-route (as applicable) basis: 
 

 Ridership, 
 Boarding and alighting by route and stop, 
 Spatial and temporal analysis, 
 Transfer patterns, 
 Key trip generators, 
 Key transfer points, 
 Ridership and productivity by time of day of week, 
 Schedule adherence, 
 Bus stop spacing (distance between established stops), 
 Service levels (days/hours of operations, frequencies, and cycle 

times/layover), 
 ADA accessibility, and 
 Number of wheelchair boardings per day. 

 
In addition, the consultant will include calculation of system-wide TDA required 
and non-required performance metrics inclusive of: 
 

 Operating cost, 
 Fare revenue, 
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 Vehicle Service Hours (VSH) 
 Vehicle Service Miles (VSM) 
 Passengers, 
 Passengers/VSH, 
 Passengers/VSM, 
 VSM/VSH, and 
 Fare/Passenger. 

 
A ride check will be conducted concurrent with the fixed-route rider survey. This 
will provide the project team with a “snapshot” of current on-time performance 
and ridership. 
 
Deliverables: Existing Conditions Report. 
 
Task 4 Preferred Service Plan 
 
Based on the feedback from the PSC, McFarland Transit, TAT staff, and input 
from community workshops, the consultant’s team will develop service scenarios 
(as many as warranted) which will result in overall enhancement to each transit 
program. The service scenarios will also be the focus of the second round of 
community workshops discussed in Task 2, and large-format displays will be 
crafted for use in said workshops. 
 
From the developed scenarios and after discussion of each with the PSC, an 
objectively determined recommended service alternative (i.e., “Preferred 
Alternative”) for each transit program (McFarland Transit and TAT) will be 
selected which best meets the needs and desires of the respective communities, 
existing and potential riders, and regional partners. Service and operating plans 
will be delivered based on the preferred service alternative.  
 
Deliverables: Service recommendations plan, workshop presentation materials. 
 
Task 5 Capital and Financial Plan 
 
The consultant will review funding sources and revenue levels projected over a 
five-year horizon. The likely effects of any potential fare changes (i.e., fare 
elasticity) will also be examined. The advantages and disadvantages of any 
viable funding alternatives will be explored and presented in a summary matrix. 
This activity calculates changes in farebox revenue, operational costs, and 
capital outlays to ensure any proposed service alternative has a sound financial 
basis for meeting the projected goals.  
 
The financial analysis will also include estimated capital expenses related to our 
recommendations, including new vehicles, bus stop amenities, vehicle facilities, 
etc. Each capital item will include both its cost, in year-of-expenditures dollars, as 
well as the year in which the consultant recommends its implementation. The 
capital forecast will tie each capital expense to a funding source to demonstrate 
that any expenditure will be financially feasible using accessible funding sources. 
Additional funding alternatives, such as development impact fees, service 
contracts, and green building construction programs, will be assessed with 
respect to their potential impact on McFarland Transit and Taft Area Transit.  
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All of these elements (revenue, funding sources, operating cost, and capital 
outlay) will be illustrated in a single, easy-to-read spreadsheet. 
 
Deliverables: Capital Plan, Financial Plan (both with five-year horizons). 
 
Task 6 Implementation Plan 
 
After identifying a preferred service plan and completing the capital and financial 
plan, the consultant’s project team will develop an Implementation Plan. This 
plan will provide McFarland Transit, TAT, and their project partners with clear 
steps for executing the preferred service plan discussed within the TDPs. Steps 
to implementation will be clearly identified and defined. An analysis relating to 
compliance with federally mandated programs and the provisions of ADA 
Paratransit services will be incorporated within the service and operating plan. 
 
Spanning a five-year horizon, the Implementation Plan will present a detailed 
timeline for capital purchases, facility development, and organizational changes. 
It will also fully explain all prerequisite activities necessary for each step as well 
as recommendations for assigning an agency responsible.  
 
Deliverables: Five-year Implementation Plan. 
 
Task 7 Final Documentation 
 
Incorporating feedback from the PSC and community workshops, as well as from 
discussions with McFarland Transit and TAT staff, the consultant’s project team 
will prepare and submit administrative draft plans inclusive of all prior completed 
work tasks and analysis. The administrative draft will be submitted to the PSC for 
review and comment prior to finalizing the TDPs. 
 
Upon completion of a review period (not less than two weeks) and receipt of 
comments or revisions from the PSC and other reviewers, the consultant will 
revise the draft TDPs, and prepare final reports. The final TDPs will all be bound 
and be inclusive of the following: 
 

 Formal cover; 
 Title page; 
 Table of contents (including list of appendices); 
 Executive summary; 
 Introduction and project background; 
 Existing conditions assessment; 
 Public outreach summary; 
 Capital and Financial Plans; 
 Implementation Plan; and 
 Appendices and supporting documentation. 

 
Upon completing the Final TDPs, the consultant’s project manager will develop a 
tailored presentation for both McFarland and Taft based on key findings from 
their respective TDP, and present it to the Kern Council of Governments 
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Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee for approval and adoption.  
 
Upon approval and adoption of the final TDPs, the consultant’s project manager 
will produce one hard-copy of each report for each PSC member. Electronic 
copies of all files and the final report will be provided in Microsoft office Suite 
formats (i.e., Word, Excel, PowerPoint, etc.) as well as in PDF formats. An 
electronic copy of each final TDP will be provided on compact disc for each PSC 
member.  
 
Deliverables: Draft and Final Transportation Development Plans, presentations, 
electronic copy of final TDPs.  
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Exhibit “B” 

 
Project Schedule 

 
Tasks Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr 

Task 1: Project 
Management 

        

Task 2: Public Outreach 
and User and Non-User 
Survey 

        

Task 3: Data Collection 
and Assessment 

        

Task 4: Preferred Service 
Plan 

        

Task 5: Capital and 
financial Plan 

        

Task 6: Implementation 
Plan 

        

Task 7: Final 
Documentation 

        

Milestones and 
Deliverables 

        

Notice to Proceed         
Project initiation meeting         
Finalized work plan and 

schedule  
        

PSC meetings (tentative)         
Focus groups         

Community workshops 
round 1 

        

Stakeholder interviews         
Community survey         

Rider survey         
Existing Conditions 

Report 
        

Service Alternatives         
Community workshops 

round 2 
        

Preferred Service Plans         
Capital and Financial 

Plans 
        

Implementation Plan         
Draft Transportation 
Development Plan 

        

Final Transportation 
Development Plan 

        

Presentation to Kern COG          
Project Completion         
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Exhibit “C”  

 
Budget and Cost Schedule 

 
Tasks Project Manager Senior Planner Market Research 

Manager 
Survey 

Supervisor 
Total 
Task  
Hours 

Total 
Task 
Cost  $116.25        

Tasks Hours Cost Hours Cost Hours Cost Hours Cost 
Task1: Project 
Management 

16 $1,860 12 $1,209 8 $620 0 0 36 $3,689 

Task 2: Public 
Outreach and 
User and Non-
User Survey 

56 $6,510 44 $4,433 48 $3,720 48 $1,860 196 $16,523 

Task 3: Data 
Collection and 
Assessment 

32 $3,720 52 $5,239 20 $1,550 0 0 104 $10,509 

Task 4: 
Preferred 

Service Plan 

44 $5,115 48 $4,836 28 $2,170 0 0 120 $12,121 

Task 5: Capital 
and Financial 

Plan 

24 $2,790 32 $3,224 0 0 0 0 56 $6,014 

Task 6: 
Implementation 

Plan 

12 $1,395 16 $1,612 8 $620 0 0 36 $3,627 

Task 7: Final 
Documentation 

32 $3,720 24 $2,418 24 $1,860 0 0 80 $7,998 

Tasks Subtotal 216 $25,110 228 $22,971 136 $10,540 48 $1,860 628 $60,481 

 
DIRECT COSTS 
 
Direct Cost Amount 
Surveyors $1,908 
Data Entry $550 
Postage $1,480 
Travel/Per Diem $3,482 
Printing/Production $1,400 
Direct Costs Subtotal $8,820 
 

SUBCONSULTANTS 
 
Direct Cost Amount 
Not Applicable  
  
  
  
Sub-consultants Subtotal  $0 

 
Proposed Grand Total - $69,301 
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Exhibit  “D” 
 

 
TITLE 49, CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS, PART 29 

DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION CERTIFICATION 
 
 
The Consultant, under penalty of perjury, certifies that, except as noted below, 
he/she or any person associated therewith in the capacity of owner, partner, 
director, officer, manager: 
 

is not currently under suspension, debarment, voluntary exclusion, or 
determination of ineligibility by any federal agency; 

 
has not been suspended, debarred, voluntarily excluded or determined 
ineligible by any federal agency within the past 3 years; 

 
does not have a proposed debarment pending; and 

 
has not been indicted, convicted, or had a civil judgment rendered against 

it by a  court of competent jurisdiction in any matter involving fraud or official 
misconduct within the past 3 years. 
 
If there are any exceptions to this certification, insert the exceptions in the 
following space. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Exceptions will not necessarily result in denial of award, but will be considered in 
determining bidder responsibility.  For any exception noted above, indicate below 
to whom it applies, initiating agency, and dates of action. 
 
 
 

_____________________ 
(Consultant) 

 
_____________________ 
Date 



 
Kern Council of Governments 
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September 19, 2014 
 
 
 
TO: Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  BY: Michael Heimer, 
      Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM R. 
 SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY GREENPRINT FINAL REPORT. 
 
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
San Joaquin Valley Greenprint State of the Valley Report. The Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
has reviewed this item.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
As an effort to address resource management opportunities and challenges, the San Joaquin Valley 
Greenprint has assembled the perspectives of the residents of the region into a shared vision to identify a 
series of strategies for the conservation and management of the region’s land, water and living resources.  
The Greenprint project was inaugurated by San Joaquin Valley Regional Policy Council, and is supported 
by a grant from the California Strategic Growth. The Fresno Council of Governments is responsible for 
managing the Greenprint project and has created a steering committee comprised of individuals 
representing the public and private sector, and a diverse range of interests in the Valley’s resources to 
assist in this process. 
 
As a culmination of the first phase, the San Joaquin Valley Greenprint State of the Valley Report has 
been released.  A copy is available at  
 
http://sjvgreenprint.ice.ucdavis.edu/content/draft-san-joaquin-valley-greenprint-phase-1-report 
 
ACTION:   
 
Information. 
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September 18, 2014 

 

 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
   
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
  

BY: Becky Napier, Regional Planner 
   Troy Hightower, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM S. 
  STATE AGENCY CAP AND TRADE IMPLEMENTATION PROCESSES (Napier) 
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Cap and Trade funding opportunities are governed by the following Assembly and Senate Bills:  AB 32, SB 375, SB 
535 AB 1532, SB 1018 and SB 862.  Various State agencies are in the process of preparing grant guidelines for cap 
and trade funding opportunities. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Below is a brief highlight of the various Assembly and Senate Bills related to Cap and Trade funding opportunities: 
 

AB 32 (2006) California Global Warning Solutions Act 
SB 375 (2008) Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act 
SB 535 (2012) Requires that auction proceeds benefit and invest in disadvantaged communities. 
SB 1532 (2012) Establishes public processes and directs funds to reduce greenhouse gases and 

achieve co-benefits 
SB 1018 (2012) Establishes the greenhouse gas reduction fund and accountability requirements 
SB 862 (2014) Creates the Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities Program 
 

To comply with SB 535, the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA), on behalf of the California 
Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA), created the California Communities Environmental Health Screening 
Tool: CalEnviroScreen Version 2.0. CalEnviroScreen is a screening methodology that can be used to help identify 
California communities that are disproportionately burdened by multiple sources of pollution.  The press release 
stated:  “The tool will be used to inform the investment of state cap-and-trade funds specifically targeted for 
disadvantaged communities.” 
 
Attached for Committee information are two CalEnviroScreen maps and a methodology/scoring chart.  More 
information on CalEnviroScreen can be found at:  http://www.oehha.ca.gov/ej/ces2.html. 
 
The Strategic Growth Council is tasked with the responsibility of administering the Affordable Housing and 
Sustainable Communities Program.  The guidelines for the program are currently under development.  Following is 
the development schedule: 
 

Aug. 12-15, 2014 Three public workshops held in Fresno, Oakland and Los Angeles 
September 2014 Release Draft Guidelines 
October 2014 Three public workshops held on Draft Guidelines 
November 2014 Release Final Draft Guidelines 
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December 2014 Final Draft Guidelines presented to Strategic Growth Council Board for approval 
January 2015 Funding Solicitation Released 
April 2015 Grant Applications Due 
June 2015 Grant Awards Announced 
 

Information regarding the Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities Program can be found at: 
http://sgc.ca.gov/ and http://sgc.ca.gov/docs/AHSC_Background_Information.pdf. 
 
The Office of Planning and Research (OPR) is in the process of updating the General Plan Guidelines.  Information 
and a general overview can be found at the following websites: 
 
http://www.opr.ca.gov/s_generalplanguidelines.php and  
http://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/General_Plan_Guidelines_2014_Website.pdf 
 
Kern COG staff will continue to research grant opportunities and forward information on to RPAC Committee 
Members. 
 
ACTION:  Information. 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 



CalEnviroScreen 2.0 results

Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, TomTom, Intermap, increment P Corp.,
GEBCO, USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL,
Ordnance Survey, Esri Japan, METI, Esri China (Hong Kong), swisstopo,
MapmyIndia, © OpenStreetMap contributors,  and the GIS User Community

CalEnviroScreen 2.0 all results
CI10grps_1

Lowest Scores (Bottom 10%)
11 - 20%
21 - 30%
31- 40%
41- 50%

51 - 60%
61 - 70%
71 - 80%
Highest Scores (81 - 90%)
Highest Scores (91 - 100%)

August 19, 2014
0 5 102.5 mi

0 8 164 km

1:288,895

 
 



Draft CalEnviroScreen 2.0 
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Pollution  
Burden  Population 

Characteristics   

Ozone concentrations 
PM2.5 concentrations 
Diesel PM emissions 
Drinking water quality  
Pesticide use 
Toxic releases from 

facilities 
Traffic density 
Cleanup sites (½) 
Groundwater threats (½) 
Hazardous waste (½)  
Impaired water bodies (½) 
Solid waste sites and 

facilities (½) 

× 

Children and elderly 
Low birth-weight births 
Asthma emergency 

department visits 
Educational attainment 
Linguistic isolation 
Poverty 
Unemployment 

= 

 

CalEnviroScreen 
Score 

 

  

CalEnviroScreen 
Score and Maps 

The overall CalEnviroScreen score is calculated from the Pollution Burden 
and Population Characteristics groups of indicators by multiplying the 
two scores. Since each group has a maximum score of 10, the maximum 
CalEnviroScreen Score is 100.  

The geographic areas are ordered from highest to lowest, based on 
their overall score. A percentile for the overall score is then calculated 
from the ordered values. As for individual indicators, a geographic 
area’s overall CalEnviroScreen percentile equals the percentage of all 
ordered CalEnviroScreen scores that fall below the score for that area. 

Maps are developed showing the percentiles for all the census tracts of 
the state. Maps are also developed highlighting the census tracts scoring 
the highest. 

Uncertainty  
and Error 

There are different types of uncertainty that are likely to be introduced 
in the development of any screening method for evaluating pollution 
burden and population vulnerability in different geographic areas. 
Important ones are: 

The degree to which the data that are included in the model are 
correct. 
The degree to which the data and the indicator metric selected 
provide a meaningful measure of the pollution burden or 
population vulnerability. 
The degree to which data gaps or omissions influence the results. 

Efforts were made to select datasets for inclusion that are complete, 



CalEnviroScreen 2.0 results

Sources: Esri, HERE, DeLorme, TomTom, Intermap, increment P Corp.,
GEBCO, USGS, FAO, NPS, NRCAN, GeoBase, IGN, Kadaster NL,

CalEnviroScreen 2.0 all results
CI10grps_1

Lowest Scores (Bottom 10%)

11 - 20%
21 - 30%
31- 40%

41- 50%
51 - 60%
61 - 70%

71 - 80%
Highest Scores (81 - 90%)
Highest Scores (91 - 100%)

August 19, 2014
0 20 4010 mi

0 30 6015 km

1:1,155,581
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September 18, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee  
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
 

BY: Rob Ball, Director of Planning 
Rochelle Invina, Regional Planner 

 
SUBJECT:      TPPC AGENDA NUMBER IV. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM T. 
  5th Cycle Housing Element Timing, Streamlining, and Tips Workshops 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
Kern COG hosted the Housing Element Timing, Streamlining, and Tips Workshop on August 6, 2014. A 
second more in-depth workshop is tentatively scheduled for November 4, 2014 at Kern COG. The 
Regional Planning Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The California Department of Housing and Community Development Department (HCD) and Governor’s 
Office of Planning and Research (OPR) presented during the workshop held on August 6, 2014 in the 
Kern COG Board Room. Paul McDougall from HCD discussed recent changes to Housing Element law, 
SB 375 and the Housing Element, streamline updates. Scott Morgan from OPR phoned-in to discuss 
general plan guidelines including new requirements and best practices. Representatives from Kern 
County, Wasco, Taft, Shafter, Bakersfield, Ridgecrest and Kern COG attended the workshop. 
 
Local Government agencies in Kern that have HCD approved Housing Elements, due December 2015, 
will not have to revise their housing elements for 8-years (2023). All other agencies remain on the 4 year 
cycle. The following is a summary of some of the key streamlining efforts available in Kern to help your 
agency achieve this goal. 
 
1)   HCD Pre-Approved Kern COG Housing Data Report – Kern COG is working with HCD in 
development of a Housing Data Report that provides the required data reporting for all jurisdictions in 
Kern. The report includes a section for each jurisdiction that can be appended to the back of a housing 
element. Agencies that use this pre-approved data will be exempt from the data review portion of the 
housing element by HCD. 
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2)   HCD Approved 4th Cycle Housing Element – Jurisdictions that adopted a housing element in the 
4th cycle that HCD found in substantial compliance with State law may opt to use the streamlined update 
and may be eligible for a streamlined limited review covering only the following 5 areas:   Rezones from 
4th Cycle; Zoning for Emergency Shelters; Zoning for Transitional and Supportive Housing; Reasonable 
Accommodation Ordinance; and Density Bonus Ordinance. 
 
The presentations from the workshop can be downloaded from the following link under the Attachments 
section dated August 6, 2014:  http://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing . A follow-up Housing Element 
Preparation Workshop is scheduled for November 4, 2014 from 9:00 a.m. to noon at Kern COG and it is 
highly encouraged staff from all cities and county attend. HCD will be assisting jurisdictions in the 
preparation of the 2015-2023 housing element update. The Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
reviewed this item during their September 3, 2014 meeting.  
 
ACTION: Information. 
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September 18, 2014 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 

FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Ed Flickinger, Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA: NUMBER IV.  CONSENT CALENDAR, ITEM U. 

Professional Services Agreement - Enhancements for the Kern Regional Traffic Count 
Program Website 

 
DESCRIPTION:    

 

A contract with Midwestern Software Solutions, LLC (MS2) has been negotiated for an amount not to 
exceed $39,926 plus annual web hosting/support fee for the preparation of the Regional Transportation 
Monitoring Improvement Plan Database and Website Improvements. County Counsel is reviewing this 
Agreement. 

DISCUSSION: 

Background – Traffic monitoring and pavement management are mandated under Federal Title 23 Part 
500 - Management and Monitoring Systems.  Since the 1980s Kern COG has collected traffic counts for 
traffic monitoring, project planning/engineering, and to validate the regional travel demand model.  In 
addition, traffic counts are used in the federally required annual pavement management report to Caltrans 
that provides technical data on road conditions and volumes throughout Kern County.   

In 2004 the Kern COG Board approved a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) establishing the Kern 
Regional Traffic Count program between Caltrans, the County, the City of Bakersfield and Kern COG 
representing the outlying communities.  The program is funded through the Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program (FTIP) per the requirements of the MOU.  The adopted Kern COG Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program includes Federal Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) 
funding with local Transportation Development Act (TDA) matching funds for the Regional Traffic Count 
Program. Kern COG staff time for administration of the program is funded by federal planning (PL) and/or 
local Transportation Development Act (TDA) matching funds. 

In 2008 a transportation monitoring system plan was completed with the help of a consultant and 
extensive input from member agencies. A link to the final report can be found at 
http://www.kerncog.org/publications/general-transportation-reports titled Regional Transportation 
Monitoring Improvement Plan Final Report 1-4-08. The program has provided more consistent and 
frequent traffic count, vehicle mix, and other transportation monitoring data and eliminates duplication of 
effort in counting programs between Kern COG member agencies and Caltrans.  In addition, the plan 
included a provision to periodically review the traffic count program. 

From 2006 through the Fiscal Year ending June 2014, nearly 8,000 daily counts and 4,000 classification 
counts have been acquired and are available online. The current website has been developed mapping 
out the count data and can be found at http://www.kerncog.org/data-center/regional-traffic-count-data-
map.  All data can also be queried out by users with a query tool on that site with additional supplemental 
locations. The files for the entire database as of January 2014 can be downloaded as well. 
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Program Funding - In May 2014 the Kern COG board approved the 2014-15 Overall Work Program 
(OWP) Work Element 603.2 authorizing this consulting contract.  The Kern Regional Traffic Count 
program is funded at $79,677 per year for traffic count consulting and related services such as the 
website plus $40,000 this year for website improvement.  

MS2 has been negotiated for an amount not to exceed $39,926.  The following are the website hosting 
and support fees which are $7000 plus 5% per year for the first five years beyond the 2014-2015 support 
year: 

Support 
Year 

Annual Fee 
(+5%/yr.) 

2014-2015 $7,000 
(included in $39,926) 

2015-2016 $7,350 

2016-2017 $7,710 

2017-2018 $8,090 

2018-2019 $8,490 

2019-2020 $8,900 

 

The website hosting and support fees will be paid from a portion of the annual $79,677 RSTP funds for 
traffic count consulting services with the remaining amount going toward traffic count data collection.  The 
hosting and support services are subject to approval of the board each year in the OWP.  

Member Agency Input - At the February 5, 2014 the Regional Planning Advisory 
Committee/Transportation Modeling Committee concurred with the need for the website update and 
directed staff to explore solutions.  The member agencies agreed that in order for the online traffic count 
mapping system to better handle the constantly increasing database size, improvements are needed. 
This will be the second upgrade to the website since it was first implemented in 2008.  Staff planned to 
implement a “cloud based” system to eliminate the need for periodic software and hardware updates and 
add year to year historical traffic count trend to display on website. A screen shot of the website is 
attached. 

Consultant Selection Process - A Request for Proposal (RFP) was advertised June 23, 2014.  RFPs 
were sent to all consultants in the Kern COG database. The Proposals were due July 25, 2014.  Two 
proposals were received and were ranked by staff, a member of the city of Bakersfield, and a member of 
the county of Kern by a ten item proposal evaluation form.  The highest ranked proposal was chosen. 

Attachments –  

1. Screenshot of Proposed Online New Traffic Count Interface 
 

ACTION:   

 

Approve contract award and authorize Chair to sign. VOICE VOTE. 
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Attachment 1 - Screenshot of Proposed Online New Traffic Count Interface 
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CONTRACT BETWEEN THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
AND 

Midwestern Software Solutions, LLC 
 

KERN COG Regional Transportation Monitoring Improvement Plan Database and Website 
Improvement 

 
THIS CONTRACT, made and entered into this 18th day of September, 2014, by and 

between the Kern Council of Governments, hereinafter referred to as "Kern COG," and, 
Midwestern Software Solutions, LLC hereinafter referred to as "Consultant." 
 
 W I T N E S S E T H: 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Joint Powers Agreement of November 4, 1970, creating Kern 
COG and the amended Joint Powers Agreement of May 1, 1982, Kern COG is authorized and 
empowered to employ consultants and specialists in the performance of its duties and functions; 
and 
 

WHEREAS, the project is identified in the 2014-2015 Kern COG Overall Work Program 
under Work Element 603.2; and 
 

WHEREAS, Consultant represents it is qualified and willing to provide such services 
pursuant to the terms and conditions of this contract; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto do mutually agree as follows: 
 
 I.  Contract Organization and Content 
 
This contract is fully comprised of these terms and the attached exhibits: Scope of Work, 
Schedule, and Budget/Cost Proposal, all of which are incorporated herein by this reference. 
 
 II.  Statement of Work 
 
The work to be conducted by Consultant is specified in Scope of Work  of the Consultant's 
proposal, dated July 21, 2014, for the delivery of products as specified in the Scope of Work, 
attached hereto as Exhibit "A,"  according to the Schedule, attached hereto as Exhibit “B,” and 
Budget/Cost Proposal, attached hereto as Exhibit “C.”  During the performance of this contract, 
the representative project managers for Kern COG and Consultant will be: 
   
Kern COG: Ed Flickinger, Project Manager 
Consultant: Ben Chen, Project Manager 
 
 III.  Term 
 
Time is of the essence in this contract.  The term of this contact is October 1, 2014 through June 
30, 2015, unless an extension of time is granted in writing by Kern COG.  The various phases 
involved in this project shall be completed as indicated in Exhibit "B," Schedule. 
 
Consultant services and reimbursements beyond June 30, 2015 are subject to the inclusion and 
funding agency approval of this project in Kern COG's annual fiscal year Overall Work Program 
(OWP).  If the project or OWP is not approved, this contract is terminated, effective the ending 
date of the last approved Kern COG OWP.  
 
 IV.  Assignability 
 
Consultant shall not assign any interest in this contract, and shall not transfer the same, without 
the prior written consent of Kern COG. 
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V.  Contract Changes 

 
No alteration or deviation of the terms of this contract shall be valid unless made in writing and 
signed by the parties.  No oral understanding or agreement not incorporated herein, shall be 
binding on any of the parties. 
 
Kern COG may request, at any time, amendments to this contract and will notify Consultant in 
writing regarding changes.  Upon a minimum of ten (10) days notice, Consultant shall determine 
the impact on both time and compensation of such changes and notify Kern COG in writing.  
Upon agreement between Kern COG and Consultant as to the extent of these impacts on time 
and compensation, an amendment to this contract shall be prepared describing such changes.  
Such amendments shall be binding on the parties if signed by Kern COG and Consultant, and 
shall be effective as of the date of the amending document, unless otherwise indicated. 
 
 VI.  Contract Costs and Reimbursements 
 
A. Maximum Contract Amount/Budget Amendments:   
 

For services rendered, Consultant may bill and receive up to Thirty Nine Thousand Nine 
Hundred Twenty Six Dollars ($39,926), to be billed in accordance with Exhibit "C," Costs.  
The total sum billed under this contract may not exceed including all costs, overhead, and 
fixed fee expenses.  Such billings, up to the specified amount, shall constitute full and 
complete compensation for Consultant's services.  Any amendments to the individual 
categories within the budget must be approved in writing in advance by Kern COG.   

 
B. Progress Payments and Reports:   
 

Progress payments are authorized under this contract.  Progress billings in arrears may 
be submitted as often as monthly.  Written progress reports shall accompany each billing 
and shall specify, by task, the percentage of contract work completed to date and since 
the date of the preceding billing, if any.  Consultant shall be paid within 30 days following 
the receipt and approval of each billing by Kern COG.  If Kern COG disputes any portion 
of a request for payment, Kern COG shall pay the undisputed portion of such request as 
provided herein and shall promptly notify Consultant of the amount in dispute and the 
reason therefore.  

 
C. Billing Format and Content:   
 

Requisitions for payment shall refer to Work Element No 603.2, or as may be specified in 
a written notice by Kern COG.  Specific budget category detail is given below:   
 
1. Direct Labor and Fringe Benefits:  All direct labor charges should be billed by 

class of employee, rate per hour and number of hours.  (Anticipated personnel 
cost-of-living or merit increase, if any, should be reflected in the budget). 

 
2. Other Direct Costs:  All direct costs billed must be specifically identified.  Any 

travel costs may not exceed the per diem ($65.00/day meals; $225.00/day 
accommodations) and mileage rates shall be reimbursed at the IRS established 
standard mileage rate.  Any other direct costs not specifically identified in the 
contract budget cannot be reimbursed. 

 
D. Contract Completion Retainer:   
 

Ten (10) percent shall be retained from each contract billing until the completion of the 
contract.  This retention will be released to Consultant upon completion of contract and 
contract deliverables to the satisfaction of Kern COG. 
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E. Allowable Costs and Documentation:   

 
All costs charged to this contract by Consultant shall be supported by properly executed 
payrolls, time records, invoices, and vouchers, evidencing in proper detail the nature and 
propriety of the charges, and shall be costs allowable as determined by Title 48 Code of 
Federal Regulations, Chapter 1, Part 31 (Contract Cost Principles and Procedures), 
Subpart 31.2 (Contracts with Commercial Organizations), as modified by Subpart 31.103.  
Consultant shall also comply with Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 18, 
(Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements to State 
and Local Governments) in the procurement of services, supplies or equipment. 

 
 VII.  Progress Reports 
 
Consultant shall submit progress reports, as described in Exhibit "A" and Paragraph VI-B. Above.   
The purpose of the reports is to allow Kern COG to determine if Consultant is completing the 
activities identified in the Work Program in accordance with the agreed upon schedule, and to 
afford occasions for airing difficulties or special problems encountered so remedies can be 
developed. 
 
Consultant's Project Manager shall meet with Kern COG's Project Manager, as identified under 
Section II, as needed to discuss work progress. 
 
 VIII.  Inspection of Work 
 
Consultant, and any subcontractors, shall permit Kern COG, Caltrans and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), and other participating agencies, the opportunity to review and inspect 
the project activities at all reasonable times during the performance period of this contract, 
including review and inspection on a daily basis. 
 
 IX.  Staffing 
 
There shall be no change in Consultant's Project Manager, or members of the project team 
identified in Consultant’s proposal, without prior written approval by Executive Director of Kern 
COG.  The Project Manager shall be responsible for keeping Kern COG informed of the progress 
of the work and shall be available for no less than four (4) meetings with Kern COG. 
 
 X.  Subcontracting 
 
Consultant shall perform the work with resources available within its own organization, unless 
otherwise specified in this contract.  No portion of the work included in this contract shall be 
subcontracted without written authorization by Kern COG.  In no event shall Consultant 
subcontract for work in excess of fifty (50) percent of the contract amount, excluding specialized 
services.  Specialized services are those items not ordinarily furnished by a consultant performing 
this particular type of work.  All authorized subcontracts shall contain the same applicable 
provisions specified in this contract. 
 
 XI.  Termination of Contract   
 
A. Termination for Convenience of Kern COG:   
 

Kern COG may terminate this contract at any time by giving notice to Consultant of such 
termination, and the effective termination date, at least thirty (30) days before the 
effective date of such termination.  In such event, all finished or unfinished documents 
and other materials shall, at the option of Kern COG, become its property.  If this contract 
is terminated by Kern COG, as provided herein, Consultant shall be reimbursed for 
expenses incurred prior to the termination date, in accordance with the cost provisions of 
this contract.  Consultant will also be allowed a proportion of any fixed fee, that is equal to 
the same proportion of the project completed by Consultant on the date of termination of 
this contract.  
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B. Termination for Cause:   
 

If through any cause, Consultant shall fail to fulfill in a timely and proper manner its 
obligations under this contract, or if Consultant violates any of the covenants, 
agreements, or stipulations of this contract, Kern COG shall thereupon have the right to 
immediately terminate the contract by giving written notice to Consultant of the intent to 
terminate and specifying the effective date thereof.  Kern COG shall provide an 
opportunity for consultation with Consultant and a ten-day cure period prior to 
termination.  In such an event, all finished or unfinished documents, data, studies, 
surveys, drawings, maps, models, photographs, reports or other materials prepared by 
Consultant under this contract shall, at the option of Kern COG, become the property of 
Kern COG.  Consultant shall be entitled to receive compensation for all satisfactory work 
completed prior to the effective date of termination. 

 
 XII.  Compliance with Laws, Rules and Regulations 
 
All services performed by the Consultant pursuant to this contract shall be performed in 
accordance and full compliance with all applicable federal, state or local statutes, rules, and 
regulations. 
 
 XIII.  Conflict of Interest 
 
A. Consultant, and the agents and employees of Consultant, shall act in an independent 

capacity in the performance of this contract, and not as officers, employees or agents of 
Kern COG. 

 
B. No officer, member, or employee of Kern COG or other public official of the governing 

body of the locality or localities in which the work pursuant to this contract is being carried 
out, who exercises any functions or responsibilities in the review or approval of the 
undertaking or carrying out of the aforesaid work shall: 

 
1.  Participate in any decision relating to this contract which affects his personal interest 
or the interest of any corporation, partnership, or association in which he has, directly or 
indirectly, any interest; or  

 
2.  Have any interest, direct or indirect, in this contract or the proceeds thereof during his 
tenure or for one year thereafter. 

 
C. Consultant hereby covenants that it has, at the time of the execution of this contract, no 

interest, and that it shall not acquire any interest in the future, direct or indirect, which 
would conflict in any manner or degree with the performance of services required to be 
performed pursuant to this contract.  Consultant further covenants that in the 
performance of this work, no person having any such interest shall be employed. 

 
 XIV.  Contingency Fees 
 
Consultant warrants, by execution of this contract, that no person or selling agency has been 
employed or retained to solicit or secure this contract upon an agreement or understanding for a 
commission, percentage, brokerage, or contingency fee, excepting bona fide employees or bona 
fide established commercial or selling agencies maintained by Consultant for the purpose of 
securing business.  For breach or violation of this warranty, Kern COG has the right to terminate 
this contract without liability, allowing payment only for the value of the work actually performed, 
or to deduct from the contract price, or otherwise recover, the full amount of such commission, 
percentage, brokerage, or contingency fee. 
 
 XV.  Copyrights 
 
Consultant shall be free to copyright material developed under this contract with the provision that 
Kern COG reserve a royalty-free, nonexclusive and irrevocable license to reproduce, publish, or 
otherwise use, distribute, and to authorize others to use, and distribute for fee or otherwise, the 
work for any purpose.  Consultant is subject to the duties of agency relating to rights in data and 
copyrights as set forth in 28 CFR 179.9(c) and (d).  
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 XVI.  Publication 
 
A. No report, information, or other data given to or prepared or assembled by Consultant 

pursuant to this contract, shall be made available to any individual or organization by 
Consultant without the prior written approval of Kern COG. 

 
B. The following acknowledgment of FTA’s participation must appear on the cover or title 

page of all final products: 
 

“The preparation of this report has been financed, in part, through a grant from the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, Federal Transit Administration, under the authority of the 
49 USC Chapter 43 #5313(b) of the Federal Transit Laws.” 

 
 XVII.  Disputes 
 
Except as otherwise provided in this contract, any dispute concerning a question of fact which is 
not disposed of by mutual agreement, shall be decided by a court of competent jurisdiction. 
 
 XVIII.  Hold Harmless 
 
Consultant agrees to indemnify, defend (upon request of Kern COG), and hold harmless Kern 
COG and all of its officers, agents and employees from any and all actions, causes of action, 
claims, demands, costs, liabilities, losses, damages and expenses of whatsoever kind and nature 
(including attorney's fees) for injuries to or death of any person or persons, or damage to property 
of third persons, arising out of or in any way connected with the acts, errors or omissions by 
Consultant in the performance of the services to be provided pursuant to this contract by 
Consultant or Consultant's officers, agents or employees. 
 
   XIX.  Insurance 
 
A. Consultant shall procure and maintain in force, at all times during the term of this 

contract, the following insurance coverages: 
 

1) Worker's Compensation in the amount required by law; 2)  Commercial general liability 
insurance, including contractual liability coverage, covering all of its actions under this 
contract with limits of not less than $1,000,000 combined single limit for bodily injury and 
property damage or $1,000,000 per person and per occurrence for bodily injury and 
$1,000,000 per each occurrence for property damage and $2,000,000 aggregate; and 3) 
Commercial automobile liability coverage with the same limits as the commercial general 
liability insurance described above, covering all owned, hired, and non-owned 
automobiles and any other vehicle or equipment used by Consultant or its agents in 
performance of this contract. 

 
B. All policies of insurance mentioned above shall be placed with insurers admitted to do 

business in California and with current “Best's Key Rating Guide” rating of no less than 
an A-, VII.  The commercial general liability and automobile liability policies shall contain 
endorsements naming the Kern Council of Governments, its officers, employees, agents 
and governing body and each member thereof, as additional insureds and providing for a 
legal defense, if such is requested, for all such additional insureds.  In addition, all 
policies of insurance mentioned in paragraph A. above shall not be canceled or reduced 
until thirty (30) days after Kern COG receives notice of such cancellation or reduction.  A 
signed copy of a certificate or certificates of insurance evidencing each of the coverages 
and requirements for the policies of insurance mentioned above, and evidencing each of 
the endorsements described herein, shall be submitted to Kern COG prior to Consultant 
performing any work under this contract. 

 
 XX.  Equal Employment Opportunity/Nondiscrimination 
 
Consultant shall comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, and with the 
provisions contained in 49 CFR 21 through Appendix C and 23 CFR 170.405(b).  During the 
performance of this contract, Consultant, for itself, its assignees and successors in interest, 
agrees as follows: 
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A. Compliance with Regulations:  Consultant shall comply with the regulations relative to 

nondiscrimination in federally-assisted programs of the Department of Transportation 
(hereinafter DOT) Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21, as they may be 
amended from time to time (hereinafter referred to as the Regulations), which are herein 
incorporated by reference and made a part of this contract. 

 
Prior to any performance under this Agreement, Consultant must review, sign and return to Kern 
COG a copy of the Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 29 Debarment and Suspension 
Certifications (“Certifications”) attached and incorporated herein as Exhibit “D.”  The signed 
copy of the Certifications shall be incorporated by this reference into the Agreement as if set forth 
in full herein. 
 
 
B. Nondiscrimination:  Consultant, with regard to the work performed by it during the 

contract, shall not discriminate on the grounds of race, religion, color, sex, age or national 
origin in the selection or retention of subcontractors, including the procurement of 
materials and leases of equipment.  Consultant shall not participate either directly or 
indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by Section 21.5 of the Regulations, including 
employment practices when the contract covers a program set forth in Appendix B of the 
Regulations. 

 
C. Solicitations for Subcontractors, including Procurements of Materials and Equipment:  In 

all solicitations, either by competitive bidding or negotiations made by Consultant for work 
to be performed under a subcontract, including the procurement of materials or leases of 
equipment, each potential subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by Consultant of 
Consultant's obligations under this contract, and the Regulations relative to 
nondiscrimination on the grounds of race, religion, color, sex, age or national origin. 

 
D. Information and Reports:  Consultant shall provide all information and reports required by 

the Regulations or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its 
books, records, accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be 
determined by Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA to be pertinent to ascertain 
compliance with such Regulations, orders and instructions.  Where any information 
required of Consultant is in the exclusive possession of another who fails or refuses to 
furnish this information, Consultant shall so certify to Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or 
FHWA, as appropriate, and shall set forth what efforts it has made to obtain the 
information. 

 
E. Sanctions for Noncompliance:  In the event of Consultant's noncompliance with the 

nondiscrimination provisions of this contract, Kern COG shall impose such contract 
sanctions as it, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA may determine to be appropriate, including, but 
not limited to:   

 
1) Withholding of payments to Consultant under this contract until Consultant complies; 
and/or 2)  Cancellation, termination or suspension of the contract, in whole or in part. 

 
F. Incorporation of Provisions:  Consultant shall include the provisions of Paragraphs A 

through F of this Section XX in every subcontract, including procurements of materials 
and leases of equipment, unless exempt from the regulations, or directives issued 
pursuant thereto.  Consultant shall take such action with respect to any subcontract or 
procurement as Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA may direct as a means of enforcing 
such provisions including sanctions for noncompliance.  However, in the event 
Consultant becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a subcontractor or 
supplier as a result of such direction, Consultant may request Kern COG to enter into 
such litigation to protect the interests of Kern COG, and in addition, Consultant may 
request the United States to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the United 
States. 
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XXI.  Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) 
 
It is the policy of Kern COG, the California State Department of Transportation and the U.S. 
Department of Transportation, that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs), as defined in 49 
CFR Part 23, shall have the maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts 
financed in whole or in part with local, state or federal funds. 
 
Consultant shall ensure that DBEs, as defined in 49 CFR Part 23, have the maximum opportunity 
to participate in the performance of this contract.  In this regard, Consultant shall take all 
necessary and reasonable steps to ensure that DBEs have the maximum opportunity to compete 
for and to perform subcontracts arising out of this contract.  Failure to carry out the requirements 
of this paragraph shall constitute a breach of contract and may result in termination of this 
contract or such other remedy Kern COG may deem appropriate. 
 
During the period of this contract, the Consultant shall maintain records of all applicable 
subcontracts advertised and entered into germane to this contract, documenting the opportunity 
given to DBEs to participate in this contract, actual DBE participation, and records of materials 
purchased from DBE suppliers.  Such documentation shall show the name and business address 
of each DBE subcontractor or vendor, and the total dollar amount actually paid each DBE 
subcontractor or vendor.  Upon completion of the contract, a summary of these records shall be 
prepared and certified correct by the Consultant, and shall be furnished to Kern COG. 
 
 XXII.  Audits 
 
At any time during normal business hours, and as often as Kern COG, Kern COG's participating 
agencies, the California Department of Transportation, the Federal Transit Administration, the 
Federal Highway Administration, the Department of Labor, the Comptroller General of the United 
States, or other appropriate state and federal agencies, or any duly authorized representatives 
may deem necessary, Consultant shall make available for examination all of its records with 
respect to all matters covered by this contract for purposes of audit, examination, or to make 
copies or transcripts of such records, including, but not limited to, contracts, invoices, payrolls, 
personnel records, conditions of employment and other data relating to all matters covered by this 
contract.  Project costs are subject to audit and approval for payment according to the eligibility 
requirements of the funding agencies.  However, Kern COG shall not have the right to audit 
Consultant's fixed rates or fees, percentage multipliers, or standard charges.  All project records 
shall be retained and access to the facilities and premises of Consultant shall be made available 
during the period of performance of this contract, and for three years after Kern COG makes final 
payment under this contract. 
 
 XXIII.  Clean Air Act/Clean Water Act Requirements 
 
Consultant, in carrying out the requirements of this contract, shall comply with all applicable 
standards, orders, or requirements issued under Section 306 of the Clean Air Act (42 USC 
1857[h]), Section 508 of the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1368), Presidential Executive Order 
11738, and those Environmental Protection Agency regulations contained in 40 CFR Part 15. 
 
 XXIV.  Notice 
 
Any notice or notices required or permitted to be given pursuant to this contract may be 
personally served on the other party by the party giving such notice, or may be served by certified 
mail, return receipt requested, to the following addresses: 
 
Mr. Ahron Hakimi,  
Executive Director   
Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG)     
1401 19th Street,  
Suite 300       
Bakersfield, California  93301 
 
OR 
 
 



 

9 

 

Ben Chen, Project Manager 
Midwestern Software Solutions, LLC 
3815 Plaza Drive 
Ann Arbor MI 48108 
 
 
 
 
 
 XXV.  Venue 
 
If any party to this contract initiates any legal or equitable action to enforce the terms of this 
contract, to declare the rights of the parties under this contract or which relates to this contract in 
any manner, Kern COG and Consultant agree that the proper venue for any such action is the 
Superior Court of the State of California of and for the County of Kern, unless the amount in 
controversy is below the jurisdiction of the Superior Court, in which case the proper venue for any 
such action is the Bakersfield Municipal Court. 
 
 XXVI.  California Law 
 
Kern COG and Consultant agree that the provisions of this contract will be construed in 
accordance with the laws of the State of California. 
 
 XXVII.  No Authority to Bind Kern COG 
 
It is understood that Consultant, in its performance of any and all duties under this contract, has 
no authority to bind Kern COG to any agreements or undertakings with respect to any and all 
persons or entities with whom Consultant deals in the course of its business. 
 
 XXVIII.  Nonwaiver 
 
No covenant or condition of this contract to be performed by Consultant can be waived except by 
the written consent of Kern COG.  Forbearance or indulgence by Kern COG in any regard 
whatsoever shall not constitute a waiver of any covenant or condition to be performed by 
Consultant.  Kern COG shall be entitled to invoke any remedy available to it under this contract or 
by law or in equity despite any such forbearance or indulgence. 
 
 XXIX.  Independent Contractor 
 
Nothing in this contract shall be construed or interpreted to make Consultant, its officers, agents, 
employees or representatives anything but independent contractors and in all their activities and 
operations pursuant to this contract, Consultant, its officers, agents, employees and 
representatives shall for no purposes be considered employees or agents of Kern COG. 
 
 XXX.  Partial Invalidity 
 
Should any part, term, portion, or provision of this contract be finally decided to be in conflict with 
any law of the United States or the State of California, or otherwise be unenforceable or 
ineffectual, the validity of the remaining parts, terms, portions, or provisions shall be deemed 
severable and shall not be effected thereby, provided such remaining portions or provisions can 
be construed in substance to constitute the agreement which the parties intended to enter into in 
the first instance. 
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 XXXI.  Signature Authority 
 
Each person executing this contract on behalf of Consultant represents and warrants that he or 
she is authorized by Consultant to execute and deliver this contract on behalf of Consultant and 
that this contract is binding on Consultant in accordance with the terms. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Kern Council of Governments and Midwestern Software Solutions, 
LLC have executed this agreement as of the date first above written. 
 
RECOMMENDED AND APPROVED 
AS TO CONTENT: 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Philip Hall, Deputy 
Kern County Counsel 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

R 
 
 
 
 

 
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  
 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Harold Hanson, Chair 
“Kern COG” 
 
 
 
 
CONSULTANT 
 
 
 
 
 

__________________________ 
Ben Chen 
Project Manager 
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Exhibit A - Scope of Work 
 
To meet all the requirements as identified in the Kern COG RFP, MS2 proposes to implement the 
following Transportation Data Management System (TDMS) software module – Traffic Count 
Database System (TCDS): 
 

 

The TCDS was the original component (module) of the TDMS and it has set the standard for cloud-
based management of traffic count data.  The main functions of the TCDS include: 

 Traffic data collection management by auto-polling or importing of machine-readable 
volumes, bins, or per vehicle records 

 Traffic data collection site management for traffic station identification and reference 
 Data workflow management to allow users to review and edit imported data prior to 

submitting the data into the database 
 Automated quality control and quality checking of data with the generation of alerts/flags to 

inform users of potential data issues or errors 
 Calculate Seasonal and Axle Adjustment Factors in accordance with FHWA Traffic 

Monitoring Guide procedures 
 Calculate Average Daily Traffic (ADT), Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT), and Vehicle 

Mile Traveled (VMT) 
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 Calculate Design Hourly Volumes (DHV), Annual Hourly Day of Week, and Annual Day of 
Week Percentage Statistics 

 Process and store short count data and continuous count data including volume, 
classification, weigh-in-motion, speed, gap, and length data 

 Data summary and reporting of data in various timeframes (daily, monthly, and annual) 
 Database management tools for the storage, modification, importing, and extraction of 

traffic information 
 Export capabilities to support FHWA monthly TMAS reporting requirements including 3-

Card, S-Card, C-Card, and W-Card records 
 Export capabilities to support FHWA annual HPMS traffic data reporting requirements  

 
The project will be initiated by a Kick-Off Meeting via WebEX immediately following a Notice to 
Proceed (NTP) from Kern COG.  
 

Task 1 – System Setup and Configuration 

Following the Kick-off meeting, MS2 will begin a complete system implementation using the Traffic 
Count Database System (TCDS) module.  The full system will incorporate the data from all the 
various sources as defined by Kern COG, functionality to import all ongoing traffic data collection 
activities, and the necessary customizations to meet all of Kern COG’s needs and requirements.     
 
The TCDS has a seamlessly integrated GIS-enabled mapping component.  MS2 uses an innovative 
hybrid mapping solution integrating Google Maps with ESRI’s ArcGIS Server.  This hybrid solution 
takes the widely-utilized Google Maps interface and combines it with the powerful GIS analytic 
capabilities of ArcGIS Server.  The result is a mapping solution that displays an agency’s GIS data 
layers on the Google Maps interface.   
 
MS2 will incorporate existing GIS layers, as desired by Kern COG, into the TDMS mapping 
component.   
 
Deliverables:  

 Fully-functional TCDS 
 TCDS Enterprise License  

 

Task 2 – Data Migration 

All historic data will be gathered from Kern COG.  MS2 staff will perform the data loading and 
cleanup process to populate the TCDS.   
 
Deliverables:  

 Station Location Data  
 All Historic Annual Traffic Statistics 
 All Raw Traffic Data 
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Task 3 – System Customization 

MS2 will customize the TCDS to ensure essential functionality, forms, and reports in the Kern COG 
legacy system are available for Kern COG users.  System customizations will be made to meet all 
Kern COG traffic data management needs.  The customizations may include: 

 Additional data attributes 
 Count location ID convention 
 Customized user interface 
 Additional data uploading routines 
 Additional automated polling application for traffic detection devices 
 Additional data validation routines (e.g.,, trending and abnormalities) 
 Special data queries, analysis, graphs, and reports 

A 4-step system development process (brainstorming-prototype-feedback-refinement) will be used 
to ensure the customizations meet the requirements specified by Kern COG. 
 
Deliverable:  

 Fully customized TCDS 
 

Task 4 – System Hosting and Support 

MS2 will continue supporting the system for Kern COG throughout the length of the contract, 
which includes, but is not limited to, the following: 

 Host the TCDS on the MS2 servers   
 Perform system maintenance as necessary  
 Perform routine backups of the system 
 Provide technical support to system users as requested 

MS2 provides unlimited user support to Kern COG via telephone and email.  System issues and bug 
fixes are tracked and prioritized using the latest technology (e.g., Pivotal Tracker). 
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MS2 is also proactive in detecting a system error even before a user notification. A notification 
system has been developed by MS2 staff to provide notification of any failure that would prevent 
access to MS2 applications.  Notification is sent instantly to multiple staff members via email and 
text messaging to cell phones.  This allows rapid response times to minimize down time.  All key 
MS2 staff have access to servers from offsite locations to manage those servers and systems as 
needed.   
 
Deliverable:  

 Ongoing system and user support 
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Exhibit B – Schedule 
 
 

 
 
 
 
  

Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar

1. System Setup and Configuration

2. Data Migration

3. System Customization

4. System Hosting and Support

Beta Deliverable

Final Deliverable

Task
2014 2015
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Exhibit C – Budget/Cost Proposal 
 
 
 

 
 
 

As an option, Kern COG can renew the System Hosting and Support for the years beyond the 
2014-2015 support year.  The annual System Hosting and Support fee is subject to the increase of 
5% every year.  
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Hourly Rate $204.42 $143.85 $108.16

Task 1.  System Setup and Configuration

4 8

TCDS Enterprise License $25,000

Task Total Hours 4 8 0 12

Task Total Fee $818 $1,151 $0 $25,000 $26,968

Task 2.  Data Migration

2 24

Task Total Hours 2 24 0 26

Task Total Fee $409 $3,452 $0 $0 $3,861

Task 3.  System Customization

8 12 24

Task Total Hours 8 12 24 44

Task Total Fee $1,635 $1,726 $2,596 $0 $5,957

Task 4.  System Hosting and Support 

First Year Fee $7,000

Task Total Hours 0 0 0 0

Task Total Fee $0 $0 $0 $7,000 $7,000

PROJECT FEE & HOUR SUMMARY

TOTAL HOURS 12 20 24 56

TOTAL FEE $2,453 $2,877 $2,596 $32,000 $39,926

     Classification
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EXHIBIT D 
 
 
 
 

TITLE 49, CODE OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS, PART 29 
DEBARMENT AND SUSPENSION CERTIFICATION 

 
 
The Consultant, under penalty of perjury, certifies that, except as noted below, he/she or 
any person associated therewith in the capacity of owner, partner, director, officer, 
manager: 
 

is not currently under suspension, debarment, voluntary exclusion, or 
determination  of ineligibility by any federal agency; 
 

has not been suspended, debarred, voluntarily excluded or determined ineligible 
 by any federal agency within the past 3 years; 

 
does not have a proposed debarment pending; and 

 
has not been indicted, convicted, or had a civil judgement rendered against it by a 

 court of competent jurisdiction in any matter involving fraud or official misconduct 
 within the past 3 years. 
 
If there are any exceptions to this certification, insert the exceptions in the following space. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Exceptions will not necessarily result in denial of award, but will be considered in 
determining bidder responsibility.  For any exception noted above, indicate below to 
whom it applies, initiating agency, and dates of action. 
 
 
 

_____________________ 
(Consultant) 

 
_____________________ 
Date 

 



 
 

September 18, 2014 
 
TO:    Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
   
  By:   Peter Smith, 
   Senior Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER V. 

FY 2014-2016 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
The State of California, through the Department of Transportation, administers the Active Transportation 
Program (ATP). The ATP funds projects that support non- motorized transportation activities such as 
walking and biking, provide education and infrastructure to assure safe routes to schools and supports 
planning efforts to support and encourage physically active transportation.  $360,000,000 is available 
statewide to fund the ATP. The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee has reviewed this item. 
 
DISCUSSION:  
 
A statewide Call-for Projects for the ATP was announced on March 21, 2014, with a submittal deadline of 
May 21, 2014.  Thirty-eight (38) project proposals were submitted from the Kern COG region (771 
statewide).   Each project was reviewed and ranked by expert evaluators chosen by the Department of 
Transportation.  The results of the evaluation were released on August 8, 2014.  The following Kern COG 
region projects were funded.  
 
Agency    Project Description     Funding 
 
State-funded 
 
Delano  Safety and Education for an Active Delano School Community  $392,463 
Wasco  Palm Ave. Elementary School Pedestrian Infrastructure Imp.  $458,181 
Wasco  Burke Elementary School Bike and Pedestrian Infrastructure Imp. $1,794,594 
Kern County Horace Mann Pedestrian Improvements     $310,000 
Kern County Highland Elementary Pedestrian Improvements    $275,000 
Tehachapi Valley Blvd. Bikeways Facilities Project Phase II    $1,292,000 
 
 
        State Funded Total: $4,522,238 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
Kern COG funded 
 
Wasco  Clemens and Jefferson School Bike and Pedestrian Improvements $305,827 
Kern County Walter Stiern Middle School Pedestrian Improvements   $125,000 
Arvin  Sidewalk Improvements at Various Locations    $680,000 
Wasco  Highway 43 Pedestrian Lighting      $593,565 
Wasco  Prueitt Elementary School Bike and Pedestrian Improvements  $473,136 
Bakersfield Bike Lane and Route Projects Group B (West)    $270,000 
Bakersfield Safe Routes to School Improvements-Frank West School  $311,850 
Tehachapi Safe Routes to School Gap Closure Project    $884,622 
 
       Kern COG Funded Total: $3,643,000 
 
      Kern Region ATP Grand Total: $8,165,238 
 
The Transportation Technical Advisory Committee unanimously recommended approval of this item. 
 
ACTION: 
 
Approve Fiscal Year 2014-2016 Active Transportation Program of Projects VOICE VOTE 
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September 18, 2014 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
 
  By: Robert M. Snoddy, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER VI. 
  PUBLIC HEARING – UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS IN KERN COUNTY 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
California Public Utilities Code Section 99401.5 requires that Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) 
annually identify any unmet transit needs and those that are reasonable to meet. Kern COG will conduct 
a public hearing on September 18, 2014 prior to making a final determination. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Prior to making any allocation from the Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds to uses other than 
public transportation or pedestrian/bikeway facilities, Kern COG is legally required to determine whether 
unmet transit needs have been identified within its jurisdiction.  
 
Through newspaper advertisements, members of the public were requested to provide their input. Public 
input was also obtained through public hearings held in the cities, County of Kern, and Golden Empire 
Transit (GET).Kern COG’s Social Services Transportation Advisory Committee (SSTAC) reviewed the 
results of these public hearings. 
 
GET held its unmet transit needs public hearing on March 4, 2014. After GET staff reviewed the public 
testimony received at its public hearing, the GET Board found by resolution that there are unmet transit 
needs, including those that are reasonable to meet. Kern Regional Transit held its unmet transit needs 
hearing on June 3, 2014 and no unmet transit needs were identified at the hearing. City-operated transit 
systems in Kern County held unmet transit needs public hearings between February and May 2014. None 
of the cities reported unmet transit needs that were reasonable to meet.  
 
At its May 14, 2014 meeting, the Social Services Transportation Advisory Committee reviewed a 
countywide analysis of unmet transit needs provided by Kern COG staff and, after discussion, determined 
that there are unmet transit needs, including those that are reasonable to meet within Kern County.   
 
Tonight is the public hearing for FY 2014-15’s unmet transit needs assessment and determination, at 
which time Kern COG should decide through resolution, one of the following: 
 
1. There are no unmet transit needs; or 
2. There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet; or 
3. There are unmet transit needs, including those that are reasonable to meet. 
 
OPEN PUBLIC HEARING    RECEIVE COMMENTS   CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 
 
Action: Find that there are unmet transit needs, including those that are reasonable to meet in Kern 
County and authorize the Chair to sign Resolution No. 14-29. ROLL CALL VOTE 



 
BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-29 
 
In the matter of: 
 

UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS FINDING FOR FISCAL YEAR 2014/2015 
 

 WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code Section 29350, the County of Kern and the 
State Board of Equalization have entered into an agreement that provides for the collection of certain 
additional sales and use taxes in Kern County that are returned to Kern County, administered by the 
regional transportation planning agency (Kern Council of Governments) and used for the purpose 
specified in California Public Utilities Code Section 99200 et seq.; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Utilities Code 99401.5, Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) 
is required to establish and define the terms “unmet transit needs”. Kern COG Resolution 90-04 defines 
“unmet transit needs” as follows: “An unmet transit needs exists if an individual of any age or physical 
condition is unable to transport himself or herself due to deficiencies in the existing transportation system. 
Excluded are: 1) Those requests for minor operational improvements, and 2) Those improvements 
funded and scheduled for implementation in the following year. The term “reasonable to meet” is defined: 
A) Operational Feasibility. The requested improvement must be safe to operate and there must be 
adequate roadways for transit vehicles; B) Duplication of Service. The proposed service shall not 
duplicate other transit services; C) Timing. The proposed service shall be in response to an existing, 
rather than a future need; and D) Service must meet the legally required farebox ratio (PUC Sections 
99268.2, 99268.5 and CAC Section 6633.2, 6633.5) with fares close to fares of similar service.” 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99401.5, Kern COG is required to establish 
a Social Services Transportation Advisory Committee, identify transit needs and adopt a finding that there 
are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet within Kern County, prior to approving the 
allocation of Transportation Development Act monies for any purpose not directly related to public and 
specialized transportation services or facilities for the exclusive use of pedestrian and bicycles; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Social Services Transportation Advisory Committee finds that currently, there are  
unmet transit needs, including those that may reasonable to meet; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99238.5, Kern COG shall provide for the 
conduct of at least one public hearing for the purpose of identifying transit needs. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED by the Kern Council of Governments that: 
 

1) The facts herein are true and the Committee has jurisdiction to consider and make findings in 
the matter herein mentioned; and  
 
2) The Committee hereby determines that there are unmet transit needs, including those that are 
reasonable to meet within Kern County; 
 
3) The Executive Director is directed to submit this finding and the supporting documentation to 
the California State Department of Transportation; and 
 
4) Kern COG staff is directed to continue to work on transit issues with all interested individuals, 
organizations, communities, transit operators and public entities. 
 
 
 



 
SIGNED AND AUTHORIZED THIS 18th DAY of SEPTEMBER 2014 

 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
     ____________________ 
     Harold W. Hanson, Chair 
     Kern COG 
 
ATTEST: 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly scheduled meeting held on the 18th day of September 2014. 
 
 
 
____________________ Date: _______________ 
 
Ahron Hakimi, 
Executive Director 
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September 18, 2014 
 
TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:   Raquel Pacheco, 
          Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: TPPC AGENDA NUMBER VII. 

2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program – Draft Amendment No. 1 
 
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Amendment No. 1 includes changes to the State Highway Operation and Protection Program, Safety 
Program, Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program, Transit Program, Non-motorized Program, and 
Recreational Trails Program. The amendment was circulated to the Transportation Technical Advisory 
Committee via email September 5, 2014. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Amendment No. 1 includes changes to the State Highway Operation and Protection Program, Safety 
Program, Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program, Transit Program, Non-motorized Program, and 
Recreational Trails Program. Amendment No. 1 is financially constrained, has been submitted through 
the interagency consultation process, and includes: 
 
STATE HIGHWAY OPERATION AND PROTECTION PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (SHOPP) 
The State Department of Transportation requests to increase funding for a Bridge Preservation project. 
Please see record KER120201 in Attachment for details. 
 
The State Department of Transportation requests to introduce a new Collision Reduction project, a new 
Mandates project, new Roadway Preservation projects, a new Mobility project, new Highway 
Maintenance projects, and new Minor Program projects. Please see record KER120202, KER120204, 
KER120205, KER140201, KER140202, and KER140203 in Attachment for details. 
 
SAFETY PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
The State Department of Transportation requests to revise an existing Highway Bridge Program (HBP) 
record and two Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) records. Please see record KER060601, 
KER110601 and KER140601 in Attachment for details. 
 
CONGESTION MITIGATION AIR QUALITY PROGRAM OF PROJECTS (CMAQ) 
The Kern Council of Governments’ Board of Directors approved a new substitution list of CMAQ projects 
on March 20, 2014. The program includes projects for the cities of Delano, Ridgecrest, and Wasco. The 
program also includes projects for the County of Kern and Golden Empire Transit District. Please see 
records KER140514 through KER140523 in Attachment for details. 
 
 



 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

 
 
 
 
 
Page 2/ Draft Amendment 
 
 
TRANSIT PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
The Golden Empire Transit District requests to introduce new Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 
Section 5307 projects: preventive maintenance, passive solar power, and bus shelters. Please see 
KER140804, KER140805, and KER140806 in Attachment for details. 
 
NON-MOTORIZED PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
The California Transportation Commission approved a statewide Active Transportation Program of 
projects on August 20, 2014. The program includes projects for the cities of Delano, Tehachapi, and 
Wasco as well as for the County of Kern. Please see records KER141003 through KER141008 in 
Attachment for details. 
 
RECREATIONAL TRAILS PROGRAM OF PROJECTS 
The State Department of Transportation requests to introduce new Recreational Trails projects: trail map 
and maintenance equipment. Please see record KER141001 and KER141002 in Attachment for details. 
 
 
Review Process 
The public review period for this amendment began September 5, 2014 and concludes September 19, 
2014. A public hearing will be held September 18, 2014. As allowed per Kern COG’s Public Information 
Policies and Procedures and the FTIP Amendment Policy, no board action is required for this 
amendment. The Kern COG Executive Director is expected to sign the final amendment September 22, 
2014. State and federal approval is required. The expected federal approval date is December 17, 2014. 
 
 
Attachment: “Interagency Consultation Memo” dated September 5, 2014 
 
 
OPEN PUBLIC HEARING HEAR COMMENTS CLOSE PUBLIC HEARING 
 
 
ACTION:  
 
Open the public hearing, take public comment, and close public hearing. 
 
 
 
  
 



 

September 5, 2014 

To:    Interagency Consultation Partners and Public 

From:   Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner III 

Subject:   Availability of Draft Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 FTIP for Interagency 

Consultation and Public Review 

 

Kern COG is proposing a formal amendment (Type #3) to its regionally approved 2015 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP).  The 2015 FTIP is the programming document 
that identifies four years (FY 14/15, FY 15/16, FY 16/17, and FY 17/18) of federal, state and 
local funding sources for projects in Kern County.  Draft Amendment No. 1 introduces 
new/revised projects in the following programs: State Highway Operation and Protection 
Program (SHOPP), Safety Program, Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program (CMAQ), 
Transit Program (FTA Section 5307), Non-motorized Program, and Recreational Trails Program. 
Documentation associated with this amendment is provided as indicated below. 

 Project List: Attachment 1 includes a summary of programming changes that 
result from Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 FTIP. These project and/or project 
phases are consistent with the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), which 
was adopted June 19, 2014. The attachment also includes the “CTIPS” printout for 
the proposed project changes. 
 

 Updated Financial Plan: Attachment 2 – The Financial Plan from the 2015 FTIP 
has been updated to include the project list as provided in Attachment 1. The 
appropriate grouped project list has been updated as well.   

 
 Conformity Requirements: The proposed project changes have been determined to 

be exempt from the requirement that a conformity determination and/or regional 
emissions analysis be performed per 40 CFR 93.126, 93.127, or 93.128. Because 
the projects and/or project phases are exempt, no further conformity determination 
is required. In addition, the projects and/or project phases contained in 
Amendment No. 1 do not interfere with the timely implementation of any 
approved Transportation Control Measures (TCMs). 

 
 Public Involvement:  Attachment 3 includes the Draft Public Notice. 
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Kern COG published a notice of public hearing and opens the 14-day public comment period 
September 5, 2014.  The public hearing is scheduled for September 18, 2014. Comments may be 
submitted in writing by 5 P.M. September 19, 2014.  No Kern COG Board action is required. 
The Kern COG Executive Director will consider adoption of the proposed amendment 
September 22, 2014.  Kern COG anticipates State and Federal approval by December 17, 2014.  
Amendment No. 1 documentation is available at:  www.kerncog.org 
 
In conclusion, the 2015 FTIP meets all applicable transportation planning requirements per 23 
CFR Part 450, 40 CFR Part 93, and conforms to the applicable SIPs, and does not interfere with 
the timely implementation of approved TCMs.  If you have questions regarding this amendment, 
please contact Raquel Pacheco at (661) 861-2191 or rpacheco@kerncog.org  



ATTACHMENT 1 
 
 
 

Caltrans Summary of Changes 
 

“CTIPS” Printout  - Revised Records 



Caltrans Summary of Changes

Formal
Amendment #: 1

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

Existing KER120201

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE 
REHABILITATION AND 

RECONSTRUCTION - SHOPP 
PROGRAM

N/A FFY 15/16 CON SHOPP AC 14% Add $9,055,000

Exisitng KER120202
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 

IMPROVEMENTS - SHOPP 
COLLISION REDUCTION PROGRAM

N/A FFY 15/16 CON SHOPP AC 12%
Add $3,040,000; 0S650 to 

group listing

Existing KER120204
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 

IMPROVEMENTS - SHOPP 
MANDATES PROGRAM

N/A FFY 15/16 CON SHOPP AC 289%
Add $6,876,000; 0H642 to 

group listing

Existing KER120205

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 

REHABILITATION - SHOPP 
ROADWAY PRESERVATION 

PROGRAM

N/A FFY 14/15 CON SHOPP AC 49%
Add $39,502,000; 0R150, 
0S280, 0S270 & 0S750 to 

group listing

New KER140201

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 

REHABILITATION ON THE STATE 
HIGHWAY SYSTEM - HIGHWAY 

MAINTENANCE (toll credits)

N/A FFY 14/15 CON STP N/A
Add $5,796,000; 0S2501 & 

0S3001 to group listing

New KER140202

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS, SHOULDER 
IMPROVEMENTS, PAVEMENT 

RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHAILITATION - MINOR PROGRAM

N/A FFY 14/15 CON SHOPP AC N/A
Add $2,874,000; 0R060 & 

0P070 to group listing

New KER140203
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 

IMPROVEMENTS - SHOPP 
MOBILITY PROGRAM

N/A FFY 14/15 CON SHOPP AC N/A
Add $6,563,000; 42471 to 

group listing

Amendment Type:
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Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 17/18 CON HBP 596% Add $7,449,800

N/A FFY 17/18 CON LSSRP 48% Add $596,440

N/A FFY 17/18 CON Local 30% Add $368,760

Prior Year N/A CON HSIP 35%

Delete $1,030,399; HSIP5-06-
001, HSIP4-09-002, HSIP5-06-
014, HSIP5-06-015, HSIP4-09-

001

Prior Year N/A CON Local 8% Delete $231,101

FFY 14/15 FFY 15/16 CON HSIP 0% Move $223,200

FFY 14/15 FFY 15/16 CON Local 0% Move $24,800

FFY 15/16 Prior Year CON HSIP 0% Move $74,250

FFY 15/16 Prior Year CON Local 0% Move $8,250

N/A FFY 15/16 CON HSIP 2% Add $14,600

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local 1% Add $1,753

N/A FFY 16/17 CON HSIP 211% Add $1,902,600

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local 24% Add $211,800

N/A FFY 16/17 PE Local N/A Add $100,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ N/A Add $1,000,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local N/A Add $150,000

N/A FFY 16/17 PE Local N/A Add $76,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ N/A Add $760,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local N/A Add $114,000

New KER140514
IN TEHACHAPI: UMTALI RD FROM 
UMFALOZI RD TO SAND CANYON 
RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

New KER140515

Exisitng KER140601

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS -HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
(HSIP). NON-CAPACITY 

INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 
CFR TABLES 2&3)

Exisitng KER110601

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS -HIGHWAY 

SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
(HSIP). NON-CAPACITY 

INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 
CFR TABLES 2&3)

Exisitng KER060601

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE 
REHABILITATION AND 

RECONSTRUCTION - HIGHWAY 
BRIDGE PROGRAM (HBP).  NON-
CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY. (40 

CFR TABLES 2&3) (INCLUDES 
SEISMIC RETROFIT)

IN INYOKERN: NEAL RD FROM SR 
395 TO BROWN RD; SURFACE 

UNPAVED STREET
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Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 16/17 PE Local N/A Add $40,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ N/A Add $400,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local N/A Add $60,000

N/A FFY 16/17 PE Local N/A Add $40,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ N/A Add $400,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local N/A Add $60,000

N/A FFY 16/17 PE CMAQ N/A Add $15,294

N/A FFY 16/17 PE Local N/A Add $1,982

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ N/A Add $87,912

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local N/A Add $11,390

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ N/A Add $746,816

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local N/A Add $96,759

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ N/A Add $2,500,000

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local N/A Add $323,902

N/A FFY 16/17 CON CMAQ N/A Add $276,190

N/A FFY 16/17 CON Local N/A Add $35,784

N/A FFY 14/15 CON
FTA Section 

5307
N/A Add $5,240,240

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local N/A Add $1,310,060

N/A FFY 15/16 CON
FTA Section 

5307
N/A Add $5,502,240

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local N/A Add $1,375,560

KER140517
NEAR BUTTONWILLOW: CANNON 
ST FROM SR58 TO SULLIVAN RD; 

SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

New KER140804
IN BAKERSFIELD: PREVENTIVE 

MAINTENANCE

New KER140523
IN WASCO: PURCHASE 

REPLACEMENT CNG REFUSE 
TRUCK

New KER140521

New KER140516
NEAR BUTTONWILLOW: SULLIVAN 
RD FROM CANNON ST TO BUSSELL 

RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

New

IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECTS 
FOR SHOULDER IMPROVEMENTS

New KER140522
IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE OF 
FIVE REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES

New KER140520

IN RIDGECREST: GRAAF AVE FROM 
NORTH SIERRA VIEW TO NORTH 
NORMA ST; SURFACE UNPAVED 

STREET
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Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 14/15 CON
FTA Section 

5307
N/A Add $960,000

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local N/A Add $240,000

N/A FFY 14/15 CON
FTA Section 

5307
N/A Add $200,000

N/A FFY 14/15 CON Local N/A Add $50,000

N/A Prior Year CON Rec. Trails N/A Add $17,530

N/A Prior Year CON Local N/A Add $2,400

N/A Prior Year CON Rec. Trails N/A Add $73,795

N/A Prior Year CON Local N/A Add $10,064

N/A FFY 14/15 PE ATP N/A Add $31,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON ATP N/A Add $362,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON ATP N/A Add $275,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local N/A Add $55,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON ATP N/A Add $310,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON Local N/A Add $62,000

N/A FFY 14/15 PE ATP N/A Add $136,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON ATP N/A Add $1,156,000

KER141004

NORTH OF BAKERSFIELD: 
HIGHLAND ELEMENTARY; 
CONSTRUCT PEDESTRIAN 

IMPROVEMENTS

New KER141001

New KER141002

New KER141003

New KER141005
IN BAKERSFIELD: HORACE MANN 

ELEMENTARY; CONSTRUCT 
PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

New KER141006

IN TEHACHAPI: SOUTHSIDE OF 
VALLEY BLVD FROM 110' WEST OF 
MULBERRY ST TO 95' EAST OF MILL 

ST; CONSTRUCT CLASS I BIKE 
PATH

IN DELANO: SAFETY AND 
EDUCATION FOR AN ACTIVE 

DELANO SCHOOL COMMUNITY

New

New KER140805
IN BAKERSFIELD: PASSIVE SOLAR 

POWER

New KER140806
IN BAKERSFIELD: FIFTEEN BUS 

SHELTERS

CALIFORNIA TRAILS USERS 
COALITION: UPDATE AND REPRINT 
OF ANGELES NATIONAL FOREST 

AND EL MIRAGE AREAS TRAIL MAP
FRIENDS OF JAWBONE: 

PURCHASE TRAIL MAINTENANCE 
EQUIPMENT TO WORK IN 
JAWBONE CANYON AREA
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Caltrans Summary of Changes

Existing 
or New 
Project

MPO 
FTIP/RTP ID PROJECT TITLE

FFY of Current 
Programming

FFY to be 
Programmed Phase Fund Source

% Cost 
Increase/
Decrease DESCRIPTION OF CHANGE 

N/A FFY 14/15 PE ATP N/A Add $29,000

N/A FFY 14/15 RW ATP N/A Add $19,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON ATP N/A Add $410,000

N/A FFY 14/15 PE ATP N/A Add $114,000

N/A FFY 14/15 RW ATP N/A Add $110,000

N/A FFY 15/16 CON ATP N/A Add $1,570,000

LEGEND

ATP Active Transportation Program
CMAQ Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program
FTA Section 5307 Federal Transit Administration - Section 5307
HBP Highway Bridge Program
HSIP Highway Safety Improvement Program
LSSRP Local Seismic Safety Retrofit Program
Rec. Trails Recreational Trails Program
SHOPP AC State Highway Operation and Protection Program advance construction
STP Surface Transportation Program

New KER141007

IN WASCO: PALM AVE 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL; 

CONSTRUCT PEDESTRIAN 
INFRASTRUCTURE 
IMPROVEMENTS

New KER141008

IN WASCO: TERESA BURKE 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL & FILBURN 

AVE; CONSTRUCT BIKE & 
PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS
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Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
Status

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

State Highway Operations and Protection ProgramPROGRAM:  

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20

Prior

Current

$6,563,000

$6,563,000

Various
Various
KER140203

SHOPP-A
1.17
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS - SHOPP MOBILITY 
PROGRAM

20400000755

PE
RW

Total
$6,563,000

$6,563,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 6-6RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$39,502,000 $80,336,000

$39,502,000 $80,336,000

Various
Various
KER120205

SHOPP-A
1.10
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION - SHOPP ROADWAY 
PRESERVATION PROGRAM

20400000698

PE
RW

Total
$119,838,000

$119,838,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 6-6RTP Reference:
Prior Yr Status:

---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$9,259,000

$9,259,000

Various
Various
KER120204

SHOPP-A
1.02
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS - SHOPP 
MANDATES PROGRAM

20400000697

PE
RW

Total
$9,259,000

$9,259,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 6-6RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$5,154,000 $3,040,000 $9,687,000 $9,761,000

$5,154,000 $3,040,000 $9,687,000 $9,761,000

Various
Various
KER120202

SHOPP-A
1.09
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS - SHOPP COLLISION 
REDUCTION PROGRAM

20400000695

PE
RW

Total
$27,642,000

$27,642,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 6-6RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$14,487,000 $37,900,000 $19,289,000

$14,487,000 $37,900,000 $19,289,000

Various
Various
KER120201

SHOPP-A
1.19
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE 
REHABILITATION AND 
RECONSTRUCTION - SHOPP 
PROGRAM

20400000694

PE
RW

Total
$71,676,000

$71,676,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 6-6RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$2,874,000

$2,874,000

Various
Various
KER140202

SHOPP-A
1.10
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS, SHOULDER 
IMPROVEMENTS, PAVEMENT 
RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION - MINOR PROGRAM

20400000754

PE
RW

Total
$2,874,000

$2,874,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 6-6RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:
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Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
Status

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

State Highway Operations and Protection ProgramPROGRAM:  

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20

Prior

Current

$5,796,000

$5,796,000

Various
Various
KER140201

STP
1.10
State

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR 
REHABILITATION ON THE STATE 
HIGHWAY SYSTEM - HIGHWAY 
MAINTENANCE (toll credits)

20400000753

PE
RW

Total
$5,796,000

$5,796,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 6-6RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:
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Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
Status

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Safety ProgramPROGRAM:  

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20

$153,200

$15,500Prior

Current

$1,284,000 $248,000

$1,284,000 $248,000

KER110601

HSIP
1.06
Various

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS -HIGHWAY SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). 
NON-CAPACITY INCREASING 
PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR TABLES 

20400000637

PE
RW

Total
$1,687,000

$155,000

$155,000 $1,378,800

$139,500

Con

2014 RTP, Page 6-6RTP Reference:
Prior Yr Status:

---Future Cost Est:

$295,350

$8,250Prior

Current

$834,300 $2,114,400

$834,300 $2,114,400

KER140601

HSIP
1.06
Various

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS -HIGHWAY SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP). 
NON-CAPACITY INCREASING 
PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR TABLES 

20400000710

PE
RW

Total
$3,031,200

$82,500

$82,500 $2,653,350

$74,250

Con

2014 RTP, Page 6-6RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$426,110

$68,820

$596,440

Prior

Current

$450,000 $50,000 $8,415,000

$450,000 $50,000 $8,415,000

KER060601

HBP
1.19
Various

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE 
REHABILITATION AND 
RECONSTRUCTION - HIGHWAY 
BRIDGE PROGRAM (HBP).  NON-
CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR 

20400000418

PE
RW

Total
$9,665,000

$750,000

$750,000 $7,892,450

$681,180

Con

2014 RTP, Page 6-6RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Page  3Dated September 5, 2014



Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
Status

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (Non-transit projects)PROGRAM:  

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20

$96,759

Prior

Current

$843,575

$843,575

KER140521

CMAQ
1.04
Delano

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED 
PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER 
IMPROVEMENTS

20400000749

PE
RW

Total
$843,575

$746,816

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$250,000

Prior

Current

$100,000

$1,150,000

$1,250,000

KER140514

CMAQ
1.10
Kern Co.

IN TEHACHAPI: UMTALI RD FROM 
UMFALOZI RD TO SAND CANYON RD; 
SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

20400000742

PE
RW

Total
$1,250,000

$1,000,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$190,000

Prior

Current

$76,000

$874,000

$950,000

KER140515

CMAQ
1.10
Kern Co.

IN INYOKERN: NEAL RD FROM SR 
395 TO BROWN RD; SURFACE 
UNPAVED STREET

20400000743

PE
RW

Total
$950,000

$760,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$100,000

Prior

Current

$40,000

$460,000

$500,000

KER140516

CMAQ
1.10
Kern Co.

NEAR BUTTONWILLOW: SULLIVAN 
RD FROM CANNON ST TO BUSSELL 
RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

20400000744

PE
RW

Total
$500,000

$400,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$100,000

Prior

Current

$40,000

$460,000

$500,000

KER140517

CMAQ
1.10
Kern Co.

NEAR BUTTONWILLOW: CANNON ST 
FROM SR58 TO SULLIVAN RD; 
SURFACE UNPAVED STREET

20400000745

PE
RW

Total
$500,000

$400,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$13,372

Prior

Current

$17,276

$99,302

$116,578

KER140520

CMAQ
1.10
Ridgecrest

IN RIDGECREST: GRAAF AVE FROM 
NORTH SIERRA VIEW TO NORTH 
NORMA ST; SURFACE UNPAVED 
STREET

20400000748

PE
RW

Total
$116,578

$103,206

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:
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Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
Status

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (Non-transit projects)PROGRAM:  

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20

$35,784

Prior

Current

$311,974

$311,974

KER140523

CMAQ
4.01
Wasco

IN WASCO: PURCHASE 
REPLACEMENT CNG REFUSE TRUCK

20400000751

PE
RW

Total
$311,974

$276,190

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:
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Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
Status

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Transit Program (Non-CMAQ)PROGRAM:  

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20

$50,000

Prior

Current

$250,000

$250,000

KER140806

Sec. 5307
2.07
GET

IN BAKERSFIELD: FIFTEEN BUS 
SHELTERS

20400000758

PE
RW

Total
$250,000

$200,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$240,000

Prior

Current

$1,200,000

$1,200,000

KER140805

Sec. 5307
2.06
GET

IN BAKERSFIELD: PASSIVE SOLAR 
POWER

20400000757

PE
RW

Total
$1,200,000

$960,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$2,685,620

Prior

Current

$6,550,300 $6,877,800

$6,550,300 $6,877,800

KER140804

Sec. 5307
2.01
GET

IN BAKERSFIELD: PREVENTIVE 
MAINTENANCE

20400000756

PE
RW

Total
$13,428,100

$10,742,480

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:
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Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
Status

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (Transit Projects)PROGRAM:  

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20

$323,902

Prior

Current

$2,823,902

$2,823,902

KER140522

CMAQ
2.10
GET

IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE OF 
FIVE REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES

20400000750

PE
RW

Total
$2,823,902

$2,500,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-4RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:
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Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
Status

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Non-Motorized Program (Bike Projects)PROGRAM:  

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20

Prior

Current

$136,000

$1,156,000

$136,000 $1,156,000

KER141006

ATP
3.02
Tehachapi

IN TEHACHAPI: SOUTHSIDE OF 
VALLEY BLVD FROM 110' WEST OF 
MULBERRY ST TO 95' EAST OF MILL 
ST; CONSTRUCT CLASS I BIKE PATH

20400000764

PE
RW

Total
$1,292,000

$1,292,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$114,000
$110,000

$1,570,000

$224,000 $1,570,000

KER141008

ATP
3.02
Wasco

IN WASCO: TERESA BURKE 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL & FILBURN 
AVE; CONSTRUCT BIKE & 
PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

20400000766

PE
RW

Total
$1,794,000

$1,794,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:
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Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
Status

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Non-Motorized Program (Landscape/Pedestrian Projects)PROGRAM:  

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20

Prior

Current

$31,000

$362,000

$31,000 $362,000

KER141003

ATP
4.01
Delano

IN DELANO: SAFETY AND 
EDUCATION FOR AN ACTIVE 
DELANO SCHOOL COMMUNITY

20400000761

PE
RW

Total
$393,000

$393,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$62,000

Prior

Current

$372,000

$372,000

KER141005

ATP
3.02
Kern Co.

IN BAKERSFIELD: HORACE MANN 
ELEMENTARY; CONSTRUCT 
PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

20400000763

PE
RW

Total
$372,000

$310,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$55,000

Prior

Current

$330,000

$330,000

KER141004

ATP
3.02
Kern Co.

NORTH OF BAKERSFIELD: HIGHLAND 
ELEMENTARY; CONSTRUCT 
PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS

20400000762

PE
RW

Total
$330,000

$275,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

Prior

Current

$29,000
$19,000

$410,000

$48,000 $410,000

KER141007

ATP
3.02
Wasco

IN WASCO: PALM AVE ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL; CONSTRUCT PEDESTRIAN 
INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS

20400000765

PE
RW

Total
$458,000

$458,000

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:
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Funding Summary

Local State Federal

Four Year Element

Route
Postmile

Ste/Fed ID
Fund
AQ
Lead

PIN

Phase

Description

Total Escalated Cost
Status

Program Schedule

(construction costs escalated  per Caltrans percentages)

Prior Years

ATTACHMENT A - REVISED RECORDS
Kern Council of Governments:  Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Recreational Trails ProgramPROGRAM:  

14-15 15-16 16-17 17-18 18-19 19-20

$2,400Prior

Current

Various
Various
KER141001

various
1.03
State

CALIFORNIA TRAILS USERS 
COALITION: UPDATE AND REPRINT 
OF ANGELES NATIONAL FOREST 
AND EL MIRAGE AREAS TRAIL MAP

20400000759

PE
RW

Total
$19,930

$19,930

$19,930
$17,530

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:

$10,064Prior

Current

Various
Various
KER141002

various
1.03
State

FRIENDS OF JAWBONE: PURCHASE 
TRAIL MAINTENANCE EQUIPMENT 
TO WORK IN JAWBONE CANYON 
AREA

20400000760

PE
RW

Total
$83,859

$83,859

$83,859
$73,795

Con

2014 RTP, Page 5-18RTP Reference:
---Prior Yr Status:
---Future Cost Est:
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ATTACHMENT 2 
 
 
 

Updated Financial Plan 
 

Updated Grouped Project Listing 



TABLE 1: REVENUE LG: 7/11/2014

Kern Council of Governments
2014/15-2017/18 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

($'s in 1,000)

2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 TOTAL

       -- Gas Tax (Subventions to Cities) $7,471 $5,243 $1,322 $369 $14,405
       -- Street Taxes and Developer Fees $108,900 $65,150 $236,710 $410,761
Local Total $116,372 $70,393 $1,322 $237,079 $425,165
      SHOPP $65,706 $50,199 $90,023 $29,050 $234,978
      State Minor Program $2,874 $568 $3,442
      STIP 1 $20,291 $8,049 $39,497 $33,300 $101,137
      Highway Maintenance (HM) $5,796 $5,796
      Active Transportation Program $2,894 $5,266 $8,160
State Total $97,561 $64,082 $129,520 $62,350 $353,513
      5307 - Urbanized Area Formula Grants $6,400 $5,502 $11,902
      5310 - Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
      5311 - Formula Grants for Rural Areas
      5316 - Job Access and Reverse Commute Program 
      5317 - New Freedom 
Federal Transit Total $6,400 $5,502 $11,902
      Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality  (CMAQ) Improvement Program $9,901 $9,901 $9,901 $9,901 $39,605
      Corridor Infrastructure Improvement Program $64,948 $34,889 $99,837
      High Priority Projects (HPP) and Demo $16,750 $16,750
      Highway Bridge Program (HBP) $398 $44 $8,046 $8,489
      Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) $1,156 $974 $1,903 $4,032
      Projects of National/Regional Significance $96,112 $96,112
      Recreational Trails
      Safe Routes to School (SRTS) $1,492 $583 $2,075
      Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $10,365 $10,365 $10,365 $10,365 $41,460
      Other (see Appendix 5) $377 $377
Federal Highway Total $184,749 $38,618 $22,169 $63,202 $308,737
Federal Total $191,149 $44,120 $22,169 $63,202 $320,640

$405,082 $178,595 $153,011 $362,630 $1,099,318

MPO Financial Summary Notes:
1. STIP includes IIP and other County RIP for projects that are jointly funded by Caltrans, Inyo County, and Mono County.

2. STIP includes STIP-AC for projects previously funded with TE.

This financial plan includes 2015 FTIP Amendment No. 1.

4 YEAR (FSTIP Cycle)
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TABLE 1: REVENUE - APPENDICES LG: 7/11/2014

Kern Council of Governments
2014/15-2017/18 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

($'s in 1,000)

Appendix 5 - Federal Highway Other
4 YEAR (FSTIP Cycle) CURRENT

2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 TOTAL
Transportation & Community & System Preservation Progra $377 $377
Federal Highway Other Total $377 $377

Federal Highway Other

Page 2 of 5



TABLE 2: PROGRAMMED LG: 7/11/2014

Kern Council of Governments
2014/15-2017/18 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

($'s in 1,000)

2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 TOTAL

Local Total $116,372 $70,393 $1,322 $237,079 $425,165

      SHOPP $65,706 $50,199 $90,023 $29,050 $234,978
      State Minor Program $2,874 $568 $3,442
      STIP 1 $20,291 $8,049 $39,497 $33,300 $101,137
      Highway Maintenance (HM) $5,796 $5,796
      Active Transportation Program $439 $4,083 $4,522
State Total $95,106 $62,899 $129,520 $62,350 $349,875
      5307 - Urbanized Area Formula Grants $6,400 $5,502 $11,902
      5310 - Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
      5311 - Formula Grants for Rural Areas
      5316 - Job Access and Reverse Commute Program 
      5317 - New Freedom 
Federal Transit Total $6,400 $5,502 $11,902
      Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Improvement Program $9,901 $9,901 $6,186 $25,989
      Corridor Infrastructure Improvement Program $64,948 $34,889 $99,837
      High Priority Projects (HPP) and Demo $16,750 $16,750
      Highway Bridge Program (HBP) $398 $44 $8,046 $8,489
      Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) $1,156 $974 $1,903 $4,032
      Projects of National/Regional Significance $96,112 $96,112
      Recreational Trails
      Safe Routes to School (SRTS) $1,492 $583 $2,075
      Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $10,365 $10,365 $20,730
      Other (see Appendix D) $377 $377
Federal Highway Total $184,749 $38,618 $8,089 $42,935 $274,391
Federal Total $191,149 $44,120 $8,089 $42,935 $286,293

$402,627 $177,412 $138,930 $342,364 $1,061,334

MPO Financial Summary Notes:
1. STIP includes IIP and other County RIP for projects that are jointly funded by Caltrans, Inyo County, and Mono County.

2. STIP includes STIP-AC for projects previously funded with TE.

This financial plan includes 2015 FTIP Amendment No. 1.

4 YEAR (FSTIP Cycle)
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TABLE 2: PROGRAMMED - APPENDICES LG: 7/11/2014

Kern Council of Governments
2014/15-2017/18 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

($'s in 1,000)

Appendix D - Federal Highway Other
4 YEAR (FSTIP Cycle) CURRENT

2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 TOTAL
Transportation & Community & System Preservation Progra $377 $377
Federal Highway Other Total $377 $377

Federal Highway Other
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TABLE 3: REVENUE-PROGRAMMED LG: 7/11/2014

Kern Council of Governments
2014/15-2017/18 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

($'s in 1,000)

2014/15 2015/16 2016/17 2017/18 TOTAL

Local Total

      SHOPP
      State Minor Program
      STIP 
      Highway Maintenance (HM)
      Active Transportation Program $2,455 $1,183 $3,638
State Total $2,455 $1,183 $3,638
      5307 - Urbanized Area Formula Grants 
      5310 - Mobility of Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities
      5311 - Formula Grants for Rural Areas 
      5316 - Job Access and Reverse Commute Program 
      5317 - New Freedom 
Federal Transit Total
      Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Improvement Program $3,715 $9,901 $13,616
      Corridor Infrastructure Improvement Program
      High Priority Projects (HPP) and Demo
      Highway Bridge Program (HBP)
      Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)
      Projects of National/Regional Significance
      Recreational Trails
      Safe Routes to School (SRTS)
      Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) $10,365 $10,365 $20,730
      Other
Federal Highway Total $14,080 $20,266 $34,346
Federal Total $14,080 $20,266 $34,346

$2,455 $1,183 $14,080 $20,266 $37,984

4 YEAR (FSTIP Cycle)

REVENUE - PROGRAM TOTAL
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2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program

Grouped Project Listings
Kern Council of Governments

Includes:
State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) - dated 8/27/14
Highway Maintenance
Minor Program
Highway Bridge Program (HBP) dated 4/2/14
Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) dated 6/4/14
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program (CMAQ)

Note: Listing is available on the Kern COG website at
   http://www.kerncog.org/federal-transportation-improvement-program



Kern Council of Governments  
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2014

CONRWPEPRIORTOTAL 18/1917/1816/1715/1614/15

SHOPP - Bridge Preservation

$71676 $37,900$14,487 $19,289 $10,106 $2,295 $59,275Bridge - State (HBRR)

$71676 $14,487 $37,900 $19,289 $10,106 $2,295 $59,275TOTAL

SHOPP - Collision Reduction

$7233 $3,063 $4,170 $1,887 $26 $5,320National Hwy System

$20409 $3,040$2,091 $5,517 $9,761 $5,178 $3,608 $11,623Surface Transportation Program

$27642 $5,154 $3,040 $9,687 $9,761 $7,065 $3,634 $16,943TOTAL

SHOPP - Mandates

$9259 $9,259 $2,225 $757 $6,277National Hwy System

$9259 $9,259 $2,225 $757 $6,277TOTAL

SHOPP - Mobility

$6563 $6,563 $6,563National Hwy System

$6563 $6,563 $6,563TOTAL

SHOPP - Roadway Preservation

$119838 $39,502 $80,336 $7,092 $203 $112,543National Hwy System

$119838 $39,502 $80,336 $7,092 $203 $112,543TOTAL

$201,601$6,889$26,488$29,050$90,023$50,199$65,706$234,978 MPO TOTAL

8/27/2014  5:34:45PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120201
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2014

SHOPP - Bridge Preservation

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0M26010400000354 58 Near Tehachapi, at Sand Canyon Road Bridge No. 50-0345R.  Replace 
bridge.

KER 752 8 3,517

06 0K81010400000353 99 In Bakersfield, at Airport Drive Bridge No. 50-0266; also on Route 178 at 
Golden State Avenue Bridge No. 50-0326.  Bridge seismic restoration.

KER 1,594 65 8,480

06 0N96010400000360 204 In Bakersfield, on Route 204 at various bridges from north of Route 178 to 
south of Route 99.  Overlay deck, replace joint seals, and paint.

KER 773 7 9,430

06 0K46010400000352 46 Near Wasco, at Route 99 Separation Bridge No. 50-0184E (Also Route 99 
PM 43.9/44.6). Replace bridge and realign southbound ramps.

KER 3,621 2,165 21,975

06 0Q18010400000377 58 In Tehachapi, at the Summit Overhead Bridge No. 50-343L/R.  Upgrade 
bridge rail

KER 711 27 2,105

06 0Q19010400000378 58 Near Tehachapi, at Cache Creek Bridge No.50-346L/R.  Replace Bridge.KER 2,655 23 13,768

10,106 SHOPP - Bridge Preservation Total: 2,295 59,275

8/27/2014  5:34:45PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120202
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2014

SHOPP - Collision Reduction

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0P29010400000367 155 Near Delano, at Browning Road.  Construct a roundabout.KER 1,113 1,442 2,962

06 0E34010400000359 99 In Bakersfield at various locations, from Planz Road to north of California 
Avenue.  Improve freeway maintenance worker access.

KER 587 6 2,470

06 0R02010400000372 58 In Bakersfield, west of the southern junction of Routes 58/99.  Add high 
friction surface treatment and install guardrail.

KER 207 4 331

06 0N56010400000366 58 In Tehachapi, at Tehachapi Summit Interchange.  Widen intersection.KER 487 92 970

06 0Q62010400000374 5 Near Buttonwillow, at the northbound and southbound Buttonwillow safety 
roadside rest areas.  Upgrade water and waste water systems.

KER 1,300 20 2,850

06 0P90010400000375 43 Near Bakersfield, at the intersection of Routes 43 and 119.  Intersection 
improvement.

KER 2,671 2,040 5,050

06 0S65010400000387 5 Near Bakersfield, from Buena Vista Canal Road to Route 43.  Install median 
high tension cable barrier.

KER 700 30 2,310

7,065 SHOPP - Collision Reduction Total: 3,634 16,943

8/27/2014  5:34:45PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120204
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2014

SHOPP - Mandates

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0P27010400000361 43 In the cities of Shafter and Wasco, at various intersections.  Construct 
pedestrian curb ramps.

KER 571 335 1,477

06 0H64210400000382 99 In Kern County, at Kern Avenue Pedestrian Overcrossing.  Upgrade 
pedestrian Overcrossing to provide Americans with Disabilities Act 
compliance.

KER 1,654 422 4,800

2,225 SHOPP - Mandates Total: 757 6,277

8/27/2014  5:34:45PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER140203
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2014

SHOPP - Mobility

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 4247110400000381 119 Near Dustin Acres, from Elk Hills Road to Tupman Road.  Construct truck 
climbing lanes and widen shoulders.

KER 0 0 6,563

0 SHOPP - Mobility Total: 0 6,563

8/27/2014  5:34:45PM



Kern Council of Governments  KER120205
SHOPP Lump Sum by Category and Fund Type 
Dollars x $1000 

2014

SHOPP - Roadway Preservation

CONRWPEDESCRIPTIONRouteCTIPS ID Dist EAMPO_ID CO

06 0R15010400000383 58 Near Bakersfield, between Tehachapi Creek Bridge and Cache Creek 
Bridge. Rehabilitate pavement.

KER 1,058 11 19,595

06 0S28010400000384 58 Near Boron, from west of West Boron Overcrossing to the San Bernardino 
County line. Rehabilitate pavement.

KER 520 11 5,175

06 0S27010400000385 395 Near Johannesburg, from the San Bernardino County line to Route 178. 
Rehabilitate pavement.

KER 519 13 8,400

06 0Q28010400000379 99 In and near Bakersfield, from Palm Street to Beardsley Canal.  Rehabilitate 
roadway.

KER 2,730 90 50,900

06 0S75010400000386 VAR In Kern County on Routes 5, 58, 99 and 178 at various locations.  Upgrade 
highway signs and lighting.

KER 494 13 3,693

06 0G85110400000376 58 In Bakersfield from 58/99 Separation to Cottonwood Road.  Rehabilitate 
roadway.

KER 1,771 65 24,780

7,092 SHOPP - Roadway Preservation Total: 203 112,543

8/27/2014  5:34:45PM



KER140201 GROUPED PROJECTS FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION ON THE
 STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM - HIGHWAY MAINTENANCE (toll credits)

Maintenance Asphalt Overlay $3,413,000 $0 $180,000 $3,000 $300,000 $2,050,000 2014/15 N STP Ker 178 27.2 57.1

Maintenance Asphalt Overlay  $0 $880,000 2014/15 N STP Ker 166 9.0 24.5

Maintenance Asphalt Overlay $953,000 $0 $100,000 $3,000 $150,000 $700,000 2014/15 N STP Ker 33 19.6 27.0

Maintenance Asphalt Overlay $1,430,000 2014/15

Y,
 for a 

portion of 
project

STP/NHS Ker 119 19.7 30.4

Back 
Post Mile

Ahead 
Post Mile

Latest 
Estimated 

Constructio
n Capital 

FTIP 
Program 

Year

National 
Highway 
System    

(Y/N)

Fund 
Source

County Route

Project Description
Total Project 

Cost
Other/Loc
al Funds

Funds to 
be 

Programm
ed for PE 

Funds to 
be 

Programm
ed in R/W 

Funds to 
be 

Programm
ed in 

District Agency EA5
Project ID 

#
MPO * Project Location

In Kern Co. near Mettler from 4.0 
miles East of Basic School Rd. to 
Route166/99 Sep. and in and 
near Bodfish from 0.4 miles East 
of Democrat Springs to Kelso 
Valley Rd.

In Kern Co. on Rte 33 near Taft 
from 0.1 miles North of Sandy 
Creek Br. To 0.2 miles South of 
Shale Rd and on Rte 119 in and 
near Pumpkin Center from Jct 
119/5 Sep to Wible Rd.

06-1400-
0189

Kern COG

Kern COG
06-1400-

0187

0S2501Caltrans06

06 Caltrans 0S3001



KER140202 GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS, SHOULDER IMPROVEMENTS, 
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR REHAILITATION - MINOR PROGRAM (X $1,000)

District  County Route Postmile Work Description EA-5
EFIS 
ID#

Progra
m Code

CTC         
Estimated 

Construction 
State/Federal 

Cost 

 CTC 
Estimated    
FY 14/15

Right of Way 
Cost 

 Est. 
Capital
Outlay

Support 
(Life of 
Project) 

Cost 

Total 
Project 

Cost 
(Constr
uction, 

R/W 
and 

COS)
6 Kern 14 L5713 Demolish existing 

substandard electrical 
crew building and 
reconstruct with office, 
road crew room, locker 
room, restrooms and 

0R060 201.352 850$                 100$                467$            $  1,417 

6 Kern 58 R85.0/R85.
3

Pave and widen freeway 
ramp intersection to 
provide standard truck 
Surface Transportation 
Assistance Act (STAA) 
turning radius and 

0P070 201.310 454$                 -$                     1,003$         $  1,457 



Grouping Category:  Highway Bridge Program (HBP)

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

prior year $265,590 $34,410 $300,000

14/15 $398,385 $51,615 $450,000

17/18 $7,449,800 $965,200 $8,415,000

5109(175)

Bakersfield: BRIDGE NO. 50C0173, BEALE 
AVE, OVER UP RR, SUMNER ST, 
KENTUCKY, SOUTH MONTEREY ST.  
Rehabilitate two lane bridge. No added lane 
capacity. HBP-ID 953 prior year $88,530 $11,470 $100,000

6248(012)
6248(031)

Department of Water Resources: BRIDGE NO. 
50C0123, OLD RIVER RD, OVER OLD RIVER 
ROAD, 0.6 MI N OF S.H. 166. LSSRP Seismic 
Retrofit HBP-ID 2381    (toll credits) prior year $238,530 $11,470 $250,000

prior year $88,530 $11,470 $100,000

15/16 $44,265 $5,735 $50,000

KER060601 Various

Bridge 
Rehabilitation 

and 
Reconstruction

Grouped Projects for Bridge Rehabilitation and Reconstruction - Highway Bridge Program (HBP)

5109(166)

Bakersfield:  BRIDGE NO. 50C0021 L & R, 
MANOR ST, OVER KERN RIVER, 0.2 MI S 
ROBERTS LANE. Rehabilitate existing two lane 
bridge. No added lane capacity. Including 
LSSRP Retrofit HBP-ID 1246

5950(333)

Kern County: BRIDGE NO. 50C0172, LAKE 
ISABELLA RD OVER BOREL CANAL, 0.75 MI 
N OF NUGGET AVE.Rehabilitate two lane 
Bridge. No added lane capacity. HBP-ID 3710

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments



Grouping Category: Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

prior year $27,000 $3,000 $30,000

14/15 $369,000 $41,000 $410,000

prior year $40,500 $4,500 $45,000

15/16 $223,200 $24,800 $248,000

prior year $36,000 $4,000 $40,000

14/15 $347,400 $38,600 $386,000

prior year $36,000 $4,000 $40,000

14/15 $439,200 $48,800 $488,000

5370(025)

Arvin: Bear Mountain Blvd (SR 223)/Derby St; 
install traffic signals, railroad crossings, 
upgrade and install new pavement, striping and 
pavement markers  HSIP6-06-001 16/17 $651,700 $72,700 $724,400

5109(211)

Bakersfield: 60 intersection throughout the City 
of Bakersfield; install pedestrian countdown 
signal heads HSIP6-06-002 15/16 $171,000 $19,000 $190,000

prior year $24,750 $2,750 $27,500

15/16 $340,750 $37,950 $378,700

prior year $49,500 $5,500 $55,000

15/16 $239,000 $26,600 $265,600

5184(023)
Tehachapi: Tehachapi between Steuber Rd 
and Monolith St; install traffic signals, striping, 
and signs; construct sidewalk, gutter, curb, curb 
ramps; widen pavement HSIP6-09-002 16/17 $1,250,900 $139,100 $1,390,000

Grouped Projects for Safety Improvements - Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)

5385(051)

Ridgecrest: Seven (7) intersection (Norma 
St/Ward Ave, Downs St/Drummond Ave, 
Norma St/Drummond Ave, Norma St/ Las 
Flores Ave, China Lake Blvd/California Ave, 
French Ave/Drummond Ave, China Lake 
Blvd/College Heights Blvd); upgrade traffic 
signals       HSIP5-09-003

5385(052)
Ridgecrest: Twelve (12) intersection (on Norma 
St, Downs St, Richmond Rd); install signs and 
pavement markings  HSIP5-09-004

KER140601 Various
Safety 

Improvements

California City: California City Blvd between 
Baron Blvd and Wonder Ave; install reflectors, 
rumble strips, and slurry seal; upgrade striping 
HSIP6-09-001
Delano: Cecil Ave/Albany St; upgrade traffic 
signals; install protected left-turn phasing 
HSIP6-06-004

5227(047)

5399(023)

KER110601 Various

5385(049)

Safety 
Improvements

Ridgecrest: China Lake Blvd/Bowman Rd; 
install traffic signals (interconnect); construct 
curb ramps, curb and gutter   HSIP5-09-001

5385(050)

Ridgecrest: Drummond Ave between Downs St 
and Inyo St; Widen roadway; improve alignment 
HSIP5-09-002

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments



Grouping Category: Congestion Mitigation Air Quality

PIN Agency State ID Fed ID Project Title Project Description

Program
Year
(FFY)

Federal
Funds

State/ Local
Funds

Total 
Project 

Cost

Woollomes Ave: Dover Pkw to Albany St; shoulder improvements
16/17 $383,996 $49,751 $433,747

Ellington St: Cecil Ave to 9th Ave & Garces Hwy to 1st Ave; 
shoulder improvements

16/17 $362,820 $47,008 $409,828

Grouped Projects for Shoulder Improvements in Delano

KER140521 Delano
Shoulder 

Improvements

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments



 
 

ATTACHMENT 3 
 

Draft Kern Public Notice 
 
 
 



 
  

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Kern Council of Governments will hold a public hearing at 6:30 P.M. 
September 18, 2014 at Kern COG’s office, 1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, CA 93301 regarding Draft 
Amendment No. 1 to the 2015 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP).  The hearing is being 
held to receive public comments. 
  

 The 2015 FTIP is a listing of capital improvement and operational expenditures utilizing federal and 
state monies for transportation projects in Kern County through 2018.   

 The State Department of Transportation provided new projects lists for state administered programs. 
 There are new Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program projects. 
 There are new Transit Program projects. 
 The Draft 2015 FTIP Amendment No. 1 contains a project list, summary of changes, financial plan, 

and grouped project listing. 
  

This public notice also satisfies the program of projects (POP) requirements of the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) Urbanized Area Formula Program, Section 5307. If no comments are received on the 
proposed POP, the proposed transit program (funded with FTA 5307 dollars) will be the final program. 
 
Individuals with disabilities may call Kern COG at 661/861-2191 (or TTY: 661/832-7433, or TDD: 800/874-
9436) with 3-working-day advance notice to request auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public 
hearing. Translation services are available (with 3-working-day advance notice) to participate speaking any 
language with available professional translation services. 
 
A 14-day public review and comment period will begin September 5, 2014 and conclude September 19, 2014. 
 The draft document is available for review at Kern COG’s office and on Kern COG’s website at 
www.kerncog.org . 
 
Public comments are welcomed at the hearing, or may be submitted in writing by 5 P.M. September 19, 2014 
to Ahron Hakimi at the address below. 
 
After considering the comments, the documents will be considered for approval, by Kern COG Executive 
Director, September 22, 2014.  The documents will then be submitted to state and federal agencies for 
approval. 
 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
(661) 861-2191 
 



1 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA  93301 661-861-2191 Facsimile 661-324-8215 TTY 661-832-7433 www.kerncog.org 

  
 
 
 

October 7, 2014 
 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee/ 
  Kern Council of Governments 
 
FROM: Ahron Hakimi,  
  Executive Director 
 
SUBJECT: MEETING OF OCTOBER 16TH – CANCELLATION NOTICE 
 
 
The meeting of the Transportation Planning Policy Committee and Kern Council of 
Governments Board scheduled for October 16, 2014 has been cancelled.  The next 
meeting is scheduled for November 20, 2014.  Agenda materials will be mailed 
approximately one week prior to that date. 
 
Thank you for your cooperation.  If there are any questions, please call. 
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AGENDA 
         KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                                                                                                  THURSDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                                                                                     NOVEMBER 20, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                                                                                                               6:30 P.M.  
 
DISCLAIMER:  This agenda includes the proposed actions and activities, with respect to each agenda item, as of 
the date of posting.  As such, it does not preclude the Committee from taking other actions on items on the agenda 
which are different or in addition to those recommended. 
 
I. ROLL CALL: Flores, Hanson, Wood, Aguirre, Wilke, Cantu, Holloway, Johnston, Linder, Smith, Wegman, 

Couch, Scrivner 
 

Congestion Management Agency Ex-Officio Members: Kiernan, Miller, Parra 
 

 II. PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Council on any 
matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Council.  Council members may respond briefly 
to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff 
for factual information or request staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting.  SPEAKERS ARE 
LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD 
PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.   

 
 Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the Kern Council 

of Governments may request assistance at 1401 19th Street Suite 300; Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling 
(661) 861-2191.  Every effort will be made to reasonably accommodate individuals with disabilities by 
making meeting materials available in alternative formats. Requests for assistance should be made at 
least three (3) working days in advance whenever possible.  

 
 III. CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT: All items on the consent agenda are 

considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one motion if no 
member of the Council or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or discussion is desired 
by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be considered in the listed 
sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the Council concerning the item 
before action is taken.  ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
A. Approval of Minutes – September 18, 2014 

 
B. Concurrence in Actions of TPPC 
 
C. Response to Public Comments (None) 

  
D. Local Clearinghouse:  (None) 

 
E. Community Survey Contract Approval  (Napier) 

 
Comment: Community Survey Contract for Fiscal Year 2014-2015 in an amount not to exceed 
$65,000.  This item has been sent to County Counsel for review. 
 
Action: Approve the contract for the Community Survey between Kern COG and Godbe Research 
in an amount not to exceed $65,000 and authorize the Chair to sign.  VOICE VOTE. 
 

F. Kern Government Television Memorandum of Agreement (Phipps) 
 

Comment: A new, three-year, Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with Kern Government (KGOV) 
Television for $158,670 to record, edit and broadcast Kern COG Board meetings and the annual 
Regional Awards of Merit ceremony.  This MOA has been reviewed by County Counsel. 
 
Action: Approve the Memorandum of Agreement with Kern Government Television and authorize 
the Chair to sign. VOICE VOTE. 
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G. 2015-16 Overall Work Program (OWP) Call for Projects 
 

Comment: Kern COG is developing its 2015-16 Overall Work Program and is soliciting eligible 
projects for possible inclusion. This item has been reviewed by the Transportation Technical 
Advisory Committee and the Regional Planning Advisory Committee.  

 
  Action: Information. 
   

                   *** END CONSENT CALENDAR - ROLL CALL VOTE *** 
IV. KERN COG:   

 
A. CalVans Presentation and Request for Board Member Appointment to CalVans Board         

       (Snoddy) 
 

Comment: CalVans is a public vanpool service that serves central and southern California. The 
CalVans Joint Powers Agreement requires that each member agency appoint one voting member 
of its Board and one alternate.  
 
Action: Appoint a primary and alternate appointee to serve on the CalVans Board of Directors 
effective November 8, 2012. VOICE VOTE. 
 

B. Kern COG’s 2014 Regional Award of Merit – Call for Nominations (Phipps) 
 

Comment: Nominations are open through Nov. 28 for Kern COG’s 2014 Regional Awards of Merit 
program. 

 
Action: Appoint an ad hoc Regional Awards committee for December 11th at 5:30 p.m. VOICE 
VOTE. 
 

C. Rideshare Program (Campbell) 
 

Comment: A discussion of different transportation demand management (TDM) strategies, 
including ridesharing, and their growing role in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). 

 
  Action: Information. 

 
V.         TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY:  (None) 
 
VI. CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AGENCY:  (None) 
 
VII. KERN MOTORIST AID AUTHORITY: (None) 

 
VIII. MEETING REPORTS:  (None) 
 
  IX. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT:  (Report on Programs and Projects in Progress)   
 
      A. Warrant Register   

B. Timeline 
 

X. MEMBER STATEMENTS: On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement or a 
brief report on their own activities.  In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or the public 
for clarification on any matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual information, or 
request staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.  Furthermore, the 
Council, or any member thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of business on a future 
agenda. 

  
XI. CLOSED SESSION: None 

 
XII. ADJOURNMENT:     MAY BE DARK IN DECEMBER - NEXT MEETING: January 15, 2015   
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 

 Minutes of Meeting of September 18, 2014 
 
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM THURSDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR SEPTEMBER 18, 2014 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA 6:30 P.M. 
 
The meeting was called to order by Vice Chair Jennifer Wood at approximately 7:00 p.m.  
   
  I. ROLL CALL: 

Members Present: Flores, Wood, Pascual, Wilke, Cantu, Holloway, Johnston, Smith, Wegman 
Members Absent: Hanson, Linder, Couch, Scrivner 
Alternates: Smith, Krier 
Congestion Management Agency Ex-Officio Members: Miller, Henderson, Fox 
Others: 3 
Staff:  Hakimi, Collins, Ball, Phipps, Ball, Stragmalia, Pacheco, Raymond, Snoddy, Smith, Urata, 
Hightower, and Van Wyk 
 
 PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the Council on 
any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Council. Council members may respond 
briefly to statements made or questions posed.  They may ask a question for clarification; make a 
referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting.  
SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.  PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS 
FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A PRESENTATION.  None heard. 
 

III. CONSENT AGENDA/OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT:  All items on the consent agenda 
are considered to be routine and non-controversial by Kern COG staff and will be approved by one 
motion if no member of the Council or public wishes to comment or ask questions.  If comment or 
discussion is desired by anyone, the item will be removed from the consent agenda and will be 
considered in the listed sequence with an opportunity for any member of the public to address the 
Council concerning the item before action is taken. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
A. Approval of Minutes – June 19, 2014  
B. Concurrence in Actions of TPPC 
C. Response to Public Comments (None) 
D. Local Clearinghouse (None)     
E. Equipment and Materials Disposal 
F. Policy and Procedures Manual Revision – Transportation Development Act 
G. Technical Assistance to Member Jurisdictions 
H. Second Amendment to the Kern Region Energy Action Plans (Kern REAP) Local 

Government Operations Inventories of Greenhouse Gases and Related Energy Efficiency 
Analyses Contract with Environmental Science Associates (ESA) 

 
MOTION BY DIRECTOR P. SMITH, second by Director Holloway, TO APPROVE THE CONSENT 
CALENDAR.  Motion carried with a roll call vote. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
.  
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IV. KERN COG:   
 

A. FY 2014-15 Overall Work Program and Financial Plan Amendment No. 1     
 
Mr. Phipps stated that tonight we present you with the Overall Work Program and Financial 
Plan budget Amendment No. 1 which represents a net budgetary increase of $276,957 in 
Federal and local matching funds including increases and expenditure appropriations of 
$255,423. Specifically in the following work elements, we have significant increases 
establishing work element 606.2 for $75,404 to provide funding for the Kern River Valley 
Transportation Development Plan (TDP). Also for work element 606.3 for $39,228 for the 
McFarland TDP and the same for work element 606.4 for $39,229 for the Taft TDP. Then an 
additional $30,000 amended in for the City of McFarland for a technical assistance grant for 
their bicycle circulation plan. Staff is asking that you approve Amendment no. 1 and this is a 
roll call vote. 
 
MOTION BY DIRECTOR CANTU, second by Director Flores, TO APPROVE AMENDMENT 
NO. 1 TO THE FY 2014-15 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM AND FINANCIAL PLAN AND 
AUTHORIZE CHAIR TO SIGN RESOLUTION NO. 14-30. Motion carried with a roll call vote. 
 

B. Kern COG Office Remodel 
 

Mr. Phipps stated that we are here tonight to update you on Kern COG’s remodeling project. 
You may say to yourself that you didn’t realize there was going to be a remodeling project 
and he would say that he is here to update you on our remodeling project. Back in June this 
Board approved Amendment No. 3 to Kern COG’s lease with Kress Building owner M.D. 
Atkinson and that Amendment included a scope of work that called significant remodeling. 
We are expecting to have new paint and new carpet throughout the building and in addition 
we are looking at some relatively minor demolition work getting rid of a couple of walls. We 
are going to move our server room to what is now the Board closet and former office supply 
closet. That will free up the space behind the wall behind where the public seating area is. 
The wall on the other side of this one that will be removed to make space for additional 
cubicles to kind of relief some of the cramping that we have in some of the offices. The 
contractor is in the process of securing the necessary permits. They have undergone first 
review and are considering their response to the City of Bakersfield on some of the 
requirements that they are asking for. They will be installing throughout the building, he 
understands, the ADA accessible door knobs as part of the project and also there will be 
some minor modifications to this room aside from what was already mentioned. There will be 
lighted exit signs as this is considered an assembly hall and was not previously treated as 
such when it was originally designed. At this point we are looking at about two weeks at least 
before we have a complete go on the permit although he believes at this point they do have 
the authorization to go ahead and begin the demolition work. The work will be divided into 
four phases and be conducted over a series of four weekends. There may be a day or two 
where they may need staff to relocate in order to accommodate the demolition. We are doing 
everything that we can to make sure dust levels are mitigated to the extent possible and that 
no work will be disrupted. Movers will bring staff furniture into the Board room, will do one 
phase and move the furniture back and then the next weekend start on the next phase. This 
should begin around the 1st of October. We do not anticipate any disruption of any Board or 
committee meetings. 
 

V. TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY: (None) 
 
VI. CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AGENCY: (None) 

 
VII. KERN MOTORIST AID AUTHORITY:  (None) 

 
VIII. MEETING REPORTS:  (None) 

 



 

 3 

 
 
 
 
 

 
IX. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT:   

 
A. Warrant Register 
B. Timeline 

 
Mr. Hakimi stated that he is happy to announce that Kern Council of Government’s CommuteKern 
program was the recipient of the Air Quality Improvement or Pollution Prevention Award at the Kern 
Green Awards ceremony Sept. 10th.  It is a great honor for Kern COG to be recognized for all of its 
efforts to help improve the air quality in the communities we serve and live. Ms. Susanne Campbell of 
our staff is the lead for CommuteKern. The Kern County Fair is Sept. 17 through the 28, we have a 
booth next to the cinnamon rolls, please come by and visit us. The San Joaquin Valley Fall Policy 
Conference is Oct. 2 & 3 at the Visalia Convention Center. Flyers are in your folders, please let Laurie 
know tonight if you would like to attend. He then highlighted a few items from the timeline: September 
19 is the 2014 Summit Champions for Regional Change, California Partnership for the San Joaquin 
Valley; September 24th is the Tehachapi Fall Business Showcase. Rideshare and Kern Energy Watch 
will be there; September 24 is also the Aera Energy Health & Recycle Event – Rideshare will be there; 
September 27th is the Take 5! For Energy Efficiency Campaign in Arvin; October 3rd is the San 
Joaquin Valley Regional Policy Council meeting; October 4th is the Take 5! For Energy Efficiency 
Campaign in Tehachapi; October 4-5 is the Delano Harvest Holidays Festival; October 6-10 is 
Rideshare Week; October 8 is the State Farm Insurance Safety Fair, Rideshare will be there; October 
11th is the Take 5! For Energy Efficiency Campaign in McFarland; October 16-19 is the Ridgecrest 
Desert Empire Fair and on the 18th Kern Energy Watch will be sponsoring that day; October 17th is 
the Alternative Fuel Odyssey Day; October 18th is the Take 5! For Energy Efficiency Campaign in 
California City; October 30th is the Kern Energy Watch and Supervisor Couch Energy Fair at Derby 
Acres. He wanted to thank Council members Wegman and Pascual for joining staff of the Valley 
COG’s in Washington DC last week. We met with members of Congress, both of our Senators and 
several members of Congress from the Valley. He asked if either of them would like to report on the 
progress or lack of progress that was made. Director Wegman said that it was a little disappointing, it 
seems that nobody can make a decision on the gas tax or water or anything. Director Pascual said we 
just want our legislators to make a decision so that we can make a decision on what kind of projects 
we can do. They were more focused on reelection, he has always been under the impression that you 
do your job and then you worry about your election when the time comes, but to not make any 
decisions just because you’re running he just doesn’t understand it. Mr. Hakimi said that it is unlikely 
that there will be any resolution anytime soon of the Federal Excise Tax on Gasoline. All of the elected 
officials recognize that there is a problem and it was created in part by their lack of action. It is unlikely 
that there will be any action anytime soon to fix the problem. He went over the items in their folders. 
He announced that Mr. Tom Hallenbeck, Caltrans District 9 Director was recently selected for 
promotion, so for the cities of California City, Ridgecrest and Tehachapi you will have a new District 
Director starting October 1st. He or she has yet to be named. Mr. Hallenbeck has served as District 
Director in District 9 since 1997, he is the longest serving District Director in Caltrans. Congratulations 
to him and we will be glad to introduce you to a new Director once he or she is on board. 
 
Chair presented Mr. Ben Raymond a plaque and pen for five-years of dedicated service to Kern COG.  
 

X MEMBER STATEMENTS: On their own initiative, Council members may make a brief announcement 
or a brief report on their own activities.  In addition, Council members may ask a question of staff or   
the public for clarification on any matter, provide a reference to staff or other resources for factual       
information, or request staff to report back to the Council at a later meeting concerning any matter.     
Furthermore, the Council, or any member thereof, may take action to direct staff to place a matter of   
business on a future agenda.   

 
 Mayor Flores spoke regarding the report on the families that had to be evacuated from their homes 

because of the gases, the families are not willing to go back to their homes until the oil companies in 
Kern County guarantees that they will not be exposed to any chemicals. The City Council approved to 
be in partnership with Kern County to mandate the Division of Oil and Gas to implement and require  
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 the pipelines to be smaller than four inches to be tested. There is still a lot of work to be done and the 

state is on Board to assist the County in any way possible. These families have been out of their 
homes since March and it is uncertain as to when they will be able to return.  

 
 Mayor Smith said that Tehachapi had their Grand Fondo last weekend and it exceeded all of their 

expectations. It is a cycling event that will be held every year. He’s giving the report now so that you 
can prepare for next year. There were different routes to choose from at different levels. There were 
riders from all over the country as well as locals. The comments were very positive, and said that it was 
well organized. The proceeds will go to the non-profits as they were the volunteers. It was very 
successful. Get the bike out and dust if off for next year. 

 
 Mayor Cantu said it’s good to be back and part of the team again and looking forward to sharing a 

cinnamon roll with staff at the fair. 
   
XI. CLOSED SESSION: PENDING LITIGATION: HIGHTOWER VS. KERN COG AND HARTFORD 

INSURANCE 
 

Went into Closed Session at 7:25 p.m. Came back from closed session at approximately 7:45 p.m. 
and there was no reportable action taken. 
 

XII. ADJOURNMENT: Next meeting – October 16, 2014 
 

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at approximately 7:45 p.m. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
ATTEST:     ________________________________  

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
_____________________________    
Harold W. Hanson, Chair   DATE:_______________________                  
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November 20, 2014 
 

TO:   Kern Council of Governments 
 
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi 
   Executive Director 
 
   BY: Becky Napier      

Regional Planner  
 
SUBJECT:  KERN COG AGENDA NUMBER III. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM E. 
   COMMUNITY SURVEY CONTRACT APPROVAL 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
Community Survey Contract for Fiscal Year 2014-2015 in an amount not to exceed $65,000.  This item 
has been sent to County Counsel for review. 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Request for Proposal for the 2013 Community Survey included a clause allowing Kern COG to retain 
the services of the successful firm for up to four (4) additional fiscal years.  On September 24 2014, 
Godbe Research submitted a letter of intent (attached) to conduct another Kern COG Community Survey 
for fiscal year 2014-2015.  Godbe Research is assigning the same project manager, Bryan Godbe.  
 
The research objectives for the community survey are to:  (a) assess residents’ overall opinion of the 
quality of life in their city or town; (b) survey the importance of issues related to the future quality of life in 
the county; (c) identify housing preferences; (d) understand the daily commute of the average resident; 
(e) determine feasibility of a transportation related revenue measure; and (f) identify any differences in 
opinion due to demographic and/or behavioral characteristics.  Selected questions and variables are 
compared to previous telephone surveys conducted from 2007 through 2014.  
 
The 2014-2015 survey will be used to inform the continuing Regional Transportation Planning process.  It 
is anticipated the current survey will be conducted in the Spring of 2015.  This project was approved in 
the 2014-2015 Overall Work Program. 
 
 
ACTION 
 
Approve the contract for the Community Survey between Kern COG and Godbe Research in an amount 
not to exceed $65,000 and authorize the Chair to sign.  VOICE VOTE. 
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CONTRACT BETWEEN THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
AND 

GODBE RESEARCH 
 
 

THIS CONTRACT, made and entered into this 20th day of November, 2014 (“Execution Date”), by 
and between the Kern Council of Governments ("Kern COG") and Godbe Research ("Consultant"). 
 
 W I T N E S S E T H: 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the Joint Powers Agreement of November 4, 1970, creating Kern COG 
and the amended Joint Powers Agreement of May 1, 1982, Kern COG is authorized and empowered to 
employ consultants and specialists in the performance of its duties and functions; and 
 

WHEREAS, Consultant represents it is qualified and willing to provide such services pursuant to 
the terms and conditions of this contract; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties hereto do mutually agree as follows: 
 
 I.  Contract Organization and Content 
 
This contract is fully comprised of these terms and the attached exhibits: Scope of Work, Budget and 
Deliverables and Schedule, all of which are incorporated herein by this reference. 
 
 II. Statement of Work 
 
The work to be conducted by Consultant is specified in Scope of Work identified in the Consultant's 
proposal, dated December 13, 2012, for the delivery of products as specified in the Scope of Work, Budget 
and Deliverables attached hereto as Exhibit "A," and according to the Schedule, attached hereto as Exhibit 
“B.” During the performance of this contract, the representative project managers for Kern COG and 
Consultant will be: 
   
Kern COG: Becky Napier, Regional Planner 
Consultant: Brian Godbe, Project Manager 
 
 III. Term 
 
Time is of the essence in this contract.  The term of this contact shall be from the Execution Date through 
June 30, 2015, unless an extension of time is granted in writing by Kern COG.  The various phases involved 
in this project shall be completed as indicated in Exhibit "B," Schedule. 
 
Consultant services and reimbursements beyond June 30, 2015, are subject to the inclusion and funding 
agency approval of this project in Kern COG's 2015-2016 fiscal year Overall Work Program (OWP).  If the 
project or OWP is not approved, this contract is terminated, effective the ending date of the last approved 
Kern COG OWP.  
 
 IV. Assignability 
 
Consultant shall not assign any interest in this contract, and shall not transfer the same, without the prior 
written consent of Kern COG. 
  

V.  Contract Changes 
 
No alteration or deviation of the terms of this contract shall be valid unless made in writing and signed by 
the parties.  No oral understanding or agreement not incorporated herein, shall be binding on any of the 
parties. 
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Kern COG may request, at any time, amendments to this contract and will notify Consultant in writing 
regarding changes.  Upon a minimum of ten (10) days notice, Consultant shall determine the impact on 
both time and compensation of such changes and notify Kern COG in writing.  Upon agreement between 
Kern COG and Consultant as to the extent of these impacts on time and compensation, an amendment to 
this contract shall be prepared describing such changes.  Such amendments shall be binding on the parties 
if signed by Kern COG and Consultant, and shall be effective as of the date of the amending document, 
unless otherwise indicated. 
 
 VI. Contract Costs and Reimbursements 
 
A. Maximum Contract Amount/Budget Amendments:   
 

For services rendered, Consultant may bill and receive up to $65,000, to be billed in accordance 
with Exhibit "A," Scope of Work, Budget and Deliverables.  The total sum billed under this contract 
may not exceed $65,000 including all costs, overhead, and fixed fee expenses.  Such billings, up 
to the specified amount, shall constitute full and complete compensation for Consultant's services. 
Any amendments to the individual categories within the budget must be approved in writing in 
advance by Kern COG.   

 
B. Progress Payments and Reports:   
 

Progress payments are authorized under this contract.  Progress billings in arrears may be 
submitted as often as monthly.  Written progress reports shall accompany each billing and shall 
specify, by task, the percentage of contract work completed to date and since the date of the 
preceding billing, if any.  Consultant shall be paid within 30 days following the receipt and approval 
of each billing by Kern COG.  If Kern COG disputes any portion of a request for payment, Kern 
COG shall pay the undisputed portion of such request as provided herein and shall promptly notify 
Consultant of the amount in dispute and the reason therefore.  

 
C. Billing Format and Content:   
 

Requisitions for payment shall refer to Work Element number 601.3 as identified on the FY 2014-
2015 Overall Work Program, or as may be specified in a written notice by Kern COG.  Specific 
budget category detail is given below:   
 
1. Direct Labor and Fringe Benefits:  All direct labor charges should be billed by class of 

employee, rate per hour and number of hours.  (Anticipated personnel cost-of-living or merit 
increase, if any, should be reflected in the budget). 

 
2. Other Direct Costs:  All direct costs billed must be specifically identified.  Any travel costs 

may not exceed the per diem ($65/day meals; $225/day accommodations) and mileage 
rates shall be reimbursed at the IRS established standard mileage rate.  Any other direct 
costs not specifically identified in the contract budget cannot be reimbursed. 

 
D. Allowable Costs and Documentation:   

 
All costs charged to this contract by Consultant shall be supported by properly executed payrolls, 
time records, invoices, and vouchers, evidencing in proper detail the nature and propriety of the 
charges, and shall be costs allowable as determined by Title 48 Code of Federal Regulations, 
Chapter 1, Part 31 (Contract Cost Principles and Procedures), Subpart 31.2 (Contracts with 
Commercial Organizations), as modified by Subpart 31.103.  Consultant shall also comply with 
Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 18, (Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants 
and Cooperative Agreements to State and Local Governments) in the procurement of services, 
supplies or equipment. 
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 VII. Progress Reports 
 
Consultant shall submit progress reports, as described in Exhibit "A" and Paragraph VI-B. above.   The 
purpose of the reports is to allow Kern COG to determine if Consultant is completing the activities identified 
in the Work Program in accordance with the agreed upon schedule, and to afford occasions for airing 
difficulties or special problems encountered so remedies can be developed. 
 
Consultant's Project Manager shall meet with Kern COG's Project Manager, as identified under Section II, 
as needed to discuss work progress. 
 
 VIII. Inspection of Work 
 
Consultant, and any subcontractors, shall permit Kern COG, Caltrans and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), and other participating agencies, the opportunity to review and inspect the project 
activities at all reasonable times during the performance period of this contract, including review and 
inspection on a daily basis. 
 
 IX. Staffing 
 
There shall be no change in Consultant's Project Manager, or members of the project team, without prior 
written approval by Executive Director of Kern COG.  The Project Manager shall be responsible for keeping 
Kern COG informed of the progress of the work and shall be available for no less than four (4) meetings 
with Kern COG. 
 X.  Subcontracting 
 
Consultant shall perform the work with resources available within its own organization, unless otherwise 
specified in this contract.  No portion of the work included in this contract shall be subcontracted without 
written authorization by Kern COG.  In no event shall Consultant subcontract for work in excess of fifty (50) 
percent of the contract amount, excluding specialized services.  Specialized services are those items not 
ordinarily furnished by a consultant performing this particular type of work.  All authorized subcontracts shall 
contain the same applicable provisions specified in this contract. 
 
 XI. Termination of Contract   
 
A. Termination for Convenience of Kern COG:   
 

Kern COG may terminate this contract at any time by giving notice to Consultant of such 
termination, and the effective termination date, at least thirty (30) days before the effective date of 
such termination.  In such event, all finished or unfinished documents and other materials shall, at 
the option of Kern COG, become its property.  If this contract is terminated by Kern COG, as 
provided herein, Consultant shall be reimbursed for expenses incurred prior to the termination date, 
in accordance with the cost provisions of this contract.  Consultant will also be allowed a proportion 
of any fixed fee that is equal to the same proportion of the project completed by Consultant on the 
date of termination of this contract.  

 
B. Termination for Cause:   
 

If through any cause, Consultant shall fail to fulfill in a timely and proper manner its obligations 
under this contract, or if Consultant violates any of the covenants, agreements, or stipulations of 
this contract, Kern COG shall thereupon have the right to immediately terminate the contract by 
giving written notice to Consultant of the intent to terminate and specifying the effective date 
thereof.  Kern COG shall provide an opportunity for consultation with Consultant and a ten-day cure 
period prior to termination.  In such an event, all finished or unfinished documents, data, studies, 
surveys, drawings, maps, models, photographs, reports or other materials prepared by Consultant 
under this contract shall, at the option of Kern COG, become the property of Kern COG.  Consultant 
shall be entitled to receive compensation for all satisfactory work completed prior to the effective 
date of termination. 
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XII. Compliance with Laws, Rules and Regulations 

 
All services performed by the Consultant pursuant to this contract shall be performed in accordance and 
full compliance with all applicable federal, state or local statutes, rules, and regulations. 
 
 XIII. Conflict of Interest 
 
A. Consultant, and the agents and employees of Consultant, shall act in an independent capacity in 

the performance of this contract, and not as officers, employees or agents of Kern COG. 
 
B. No officer, member, or employee of Kern COG or other public official of the governing body of the 

locality or localities in which the work pursuant to this contract is being carried out, who exercises 
any functions or responsibilities in the review or approval of the undertaking or carrying out of the 
aforesaid work shall: 

 
1.  Participate in any decision relating to this contract which affects his personal interest or the 
interest of any corporation, partnership, or association in which he has, directly or indirectly, any 
interest; or  

 
2.  Have any interest, direct or indirect, in this contract or the proceeds thereof during his tenure or 
for one year thereafter. 

 
C. Consultant hereby covenants that it has, at the time of the execution of this contract, no interest, 

and that it shall not acquire any interest in the future, direct or indirect, which would conflict in any 
manner or degree with the performance of services required to be performed pursuant to this 
contract.  Consultant further covenants that in the performance of this work, no person having any 
such interest shall be employed. 

 
 XIV. Contingency Fees 
 
Consultant warrants, by execution of this contract, that no person or selling agency has been employed or 
retained to solicit or secure this contract upon an agreement or understanding for a commission, 
percentage, brokerage, or contingency fee, excepting bona fide employees or bona fide established 
commercial or selling agencies maintained by Consultant for the purpose of securing business.  For breach 
or violation of this warranty, Kern COG has the right to terminate this contract without liability, allowing 
payment only for the value of the work actually performed, or to deduct from the contract price, or otherwise 
recover, the full amount of such commission, percentage, brokerage, or contingency fee. 
 

XV. Copyrights 

Consultant shall be free to copyright material developed under this contract with the provision that Kern 
COG reserve a royalty-free, nonexclusive and irrevocable license to reproduce, publish, or otherwise use, 
distribute, and to authorize others to use, and distribute for fee or otherwise, the work for any purpose.  
Consultant is subject to the duties of agency relating to rights in data and copyrights as set forth in 28 CFR 
179.9(c) and (d).  
 XVI. Publication 
 
A. No report, information, or other data given to or prepared or assembled by Consultant pursuant to 

this contract, shall be made available to any individual or organization by Consultant without the 
prior written approval of Kern COG. 

 
B. The following acknowledgment of FTA’s participation must appear on the cover or title page of all 

final products: 
 

“The preparation of this report has been financed, in part, through a grant from the U.S. Department 
of Transportation, Federal Transit Administration, under the authority of the 49 USC Chapter 43 
#5313(b) of the Federal Transit Laws.” 
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 XVII. Disputes 
 
Except as otherwise provided in this contract, any dispute concerning a question of fact which is not 
disposed of by mutual agreement, shall be decided by a court of competent jurisdiction. 
 
 XVIII. Hold Harmless 
 
Consultant agrees to indemnify, defend and hold harmless Kern COG and Kern COG’s agents, board 
members, elected and appointed officials and officers, employees, volunteers and authorized 
representatives from any and all losses, liabilities, charges, damages, claims, liens, causes of action, 
awards, judgments, costs, and expenses (including, but not limited to, reasonable attorneys’ fees of 
County Counsel and counsel retained by Kern COG, expert fees, costs of staff time, and investigation 
costs) of whatever kind or nature, which arise out of or are in any way connected with any act or omission 
of Consultant or Consultant’s officers, agents, employees, independent contractors, sub-contractors of 
any tier, or authorized representatives.  Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, the same shall 
include bodily and personal injury or death to any person or persons; damage to any property, regardless 
of where located, including the property of Kern COG; and any workers’ compensation claim or suit 
arising from or connected with any services performed pursuant to this Agreement on behalf of 
Consultant by any person or entity. 
 
   XIX. Insurance 
 
Consultant, in order to protect Kern COG and its board members, officials, agents, officers, and employees 
against all claims and liability for death, injury, loss and damage as a result of Consultant’s actions in 
connection with the performance of Consultant’s obligations, as required in this Agreement, shall secure 
and maintain insurance as described below. Consultant shall not perform any work under this Agreement 
until Consultant has obtained all insurance required under this section and the required certificates of 
insurance and all required endorsements have been filed with Kern COG’s authorized insurance 
representative.  Receipt of evidence of insurance that does not comply with all applicable insurance 
requirements shall not constitute a waiver of the insurance requirements set forth herein.  The required 
documents must be signed by the authorized representative of the insurance company shown on the 
certificate.  Upon request, Consultant shall supply proof that such person is an authorized representative 
thereof, and is authorized to bind the named underwriter(s) and their company to the coverage, limits and 
termination provisions shown thereon.  Consultant shall promptly deliver Kern COG a certificate of 
insurance, and all required endorsements, with respect to each renewal policy, as necessary to 
demonstrate the maintenance of the required insurance coverage for the term specified herein.  Such 
certificates and endorsements shall be delivered to Kern COG not less than 30 days prior to the expiration 
date of any policy and bear a notation evidencing payment of the premium thereof if so requested.  
Consultant shall immediately pay any deductibles and self-insured retentions under all required insurance 
policies upon the submission of any claim by Consultant or Kern COG as an additional insured. 
 
Without limiting Kern COG’s right to obtain indemnification from Consultant or any third parties, Consultant, 
at its sole expense, shall maintain in full force and affect the following insurance policies throughout the 
term of the contract: 
 

A. Commercial General Liability Insurance including, but not limited to, Contractual Liability Insurance 
(specifically concerning the indemnity provisions of the Agreement with Kern COG), Products-
Completed Operations Hazard, Personal Injury (including bodily injury and death), and Property 
Damage for liability arising out of Consultant’s performance of work under the Agreement.  The 
Commercial General Liability insurance shall contain no exclusions or limitation for independent 
contractors working on the behalf of the named insured.  Consultant shall maintain the Products-
Completed Operations Hazard coverage for the longest period allowed by law following termination 
of this Agreement.  The amount of said insurance coverage required by this Agreement shall be 
the policy limits, which shall be at least one million dollars ($1,000,000) each occurrence and two 
million dollars ($2,000,000) aggregate. 
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B. Automobile Liability Insurance against claims of Personal Injury (including Bodily injury and death) 
and Property Damage covering any vehicle and/or all owned, leased, hired and non-owned vehicles 
used in the performance of services pursuant to this Agreement with coverage equal to the policy 
limits, which shall be at least one million dollars ($1,000,000) each occurrence. 
 

C. Professional Liability Insurance of at least $1,000,000. 
 

D. Worker’s Compensation Insurance as required by law.  Consultant shall require any sub-
contractors to provide workers’ compensation for all of the sub-contractors’ employees, unless the 
sub-contractors’ employees are covered by the insurance afforded by Consultant.  If any class of 
employees engaged in work or services performed under this Agreement is not covered by Labor 
Code section 3700, Consultant shall provide and/or require each sub-contractor to provide 
adequate insurance for the coverage of employees not otherwise covered. 
 
This insurance shall not be canceled or changed without a minimum of thirty (30) days advance 
written notice given to Kern COG.  The consultant shall provide certification of said insurance to 
Kern COG within twenty-one (21) days of the date of the execution of the contract.  Such 
certification shall show, to Kern COG’s satisfaction, that such insurance coverage has been 
obtained and is in full force; that Kern COG, its officers, agents, and employees will not be 
responsible for any premiums on the policies; that if required such insurance names Kern COG, its 
officers, agents, and employees individually and collectively as additional insured (comprehensive 
and general liability only), but only insofar as the operations under the contract are concerned; that 
such coverage for additional insured shall apply as primary insurance and any other insurance, or 
self-insurance, maintained by Kern COG, its officers, agents, and employees, shall be excess only 
and not contributing with insurance provided under the consultant’s policies herein; and that this 
insurance shall not be canceled or changed without a minimum of thirty (30) days advance, written 
notice given to Kern COG. 
 
In the event Consultant fails to keep in effect at all times insurance coverage as herein provided, 
Kern COG may, in addition to other remedies it may have, suspend or terminate the contract upon 
the occurrence of such event. 
 

E. The Commercial General Liability and Automobile Liability Insurance required in sub-paragraph A 
and B. shall include an endorsement naming Kern COG and Kern COG’s board members, officials, 
officers, agents and employees as additional insureds for liability arising out of this Agreement and 
any operations related thereto.  Said endorsement shall be provided using one of the following 
three options:  (i) on ISO form CG 20 10 11 85; or (ii) on ISO form CG 20 37 10 01 plus either ISO 
form CG 20 10 10 01 or CG 20 33 10 01; or (iii) on such other forms which provide coverage at 
least equal to or better than form CG 20 10 11 85. 
 

F. Any self-insured retentions in excess of $100,000 must be declared on the Certificate of Insurance 
or other documentation provided to Kern COG and must be approved by Kern COG. 
 

G. If any of the insurance coverages required under this Agreement is written on a claims-made basis, 
Consultant, at Consultant’s option, shall either (i) maintain said coverage for at least three (3) years 
following the termination of this Agreement with coverage extending back to the effective date of 
this Agreement; (ii) purchase an extended reporting period of not less than three (3) years following 
the termination of this Agreement; or (iii) acquire a full prior acts provision on any renewal or 
replacement policy. 
 

H. Cancellation of Insurance -- The above stated insurance coverages required to be maintained by 
Consultant shall be maintained until the completion of all of Consultant’s obligations under this 
Agreement except as otherwise indicated herein.  Each insurance policy supplied by the Consultant 
must be endorsed to provide that the coverage shall not be suspended, voided, cancelled or 
reduced in coverage or in limits except after ten (10) days written notice in the case of non-payment 
of premiums, or thirty (30) days written notice in all other cases.  Such notice shall be by certified 
mail, return receipt requested.  This notice requirement does not waive the insurance requirements 
stated herein.  Consultant shall immediately obtain replacement coverage for any insurance policy 
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that is terminated, canceled, non-renewed, or whose policy limits have been exhausted or upon 
insolvency of the insurer that issued the policy. 
 

I. All insurance shall be issued by a company or companies admitted to do business in California and 
listed in the current “Best’s Key Rating Guide” publication with a minimum of a “A-;VII” rating.  Any 
exception to these requirements must be approved by the Kern COG. 
 

J. If Consultant is, or becomes during the term of this Agreement, self-insured or a member of a self-
insurance pool, Consultant shall provide coverage equivalent to the insurance coverages and 
endorsements required above.  The Kern COG will not accept such coverage unless Kern COG 
determines, in its sole discretion and by written acceptance, that the coverage proposed to be 
provided by Consultant is equivalent to the above-required coverages. 
 

K. All insurance afforded by Consultant pursuant to this Agreement shall be primary to and not 
contributing to all insurance or self-insurance maintained by Kern COG.  An endorsement shall be 
provided on all policies, except professional liability/errors and omissions, which shall waive any 
right of recovery (waiver of subrogation) against Kern COG.  A waiver of right of recovery (waiver 
of subrogation) is only required when Consultant’s personnel deliver services or perform service 
for Kern COG while on Kern COG property.   
 

L. Insurance coverages in the minimum amounts set forth herein shall not be construed to relieve 
Consultant for any liability, whether within, outside, or in excess of such coverage, and regardless 
of solvency or insolvency of the insurer that issues the coverage; nor shall it preclude Kern COG 
from taking such other actions as are available to it under any other provision of this Agreement or 
otherwise in law. 
 

M. Failure by Consultant to maintain all such insurance in effect at all times required by this Agreement 
shall be a material breach of this Agreement by Consultant.  Kern COG, at its sole option, may 
terminate this Agreement and obtain damages from Consultant resulting from said breach.  
Alternatively, Kern COG may purchase such required insurance coverage, and without further 
notice to Consultant, Kern COG shall deduct from sums due to Consultant any premiums and 
associated costs advanced or paid by Kern COG for such insurance.  If the balance of monies 
obligated to Consultant pursuant to this Agreement are insufficient to reimburse Kern COG for the 
premiums and any associated costs, Consultant agrees to reimburse Kern COG for the premiums 
and pay for all costs associated with the purchase of said insurance.  Any failure by Kern COG to 
take this alternative action shall not relieve Consultant of its obligation to obtain and maintain the 
insurance coverages required by this Agreement. 

 
 

XX. Equal Employment Opportunity/Nondiscrimination 
 
Consultant shall comply with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, and with the provisions 
contained in 49 CFR 21 through Appendix C and 23 CFR 170.405(b).  During the performance of this 
contract, Consultant, for itself, its assignees and successors in interest, agrees as follows: 
 
 
A. Compliance with Regulations:  Consultant shall comply with the regulations relative to 

nondiscrimination in federally-assisted programs of the Department of Transportation (hereinafter 
DOT) Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 21, as they may be amended from time to time 
(hereinafter referred to as the Regulations), which are herein incorporated by reference and made 
a part of this contract. 

 
Prior to any performance under this agreement, Consultant must review, sign and return to Kern COG a 
copy of the Title 49, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 29 Debarment and Suspension Certifications 
(“Certifications”) attached and incorporated here as Exhibit D, “Debarment and Suspension  
Certification.”  The signed copy of the Certifications shall be incorporated by this reference into the 
Agreement as if set forth in full herein. 
 



 

Kern Council of Governments Page 8 of 10 
 

 
B. Nondiscrimination:  Consultant, with regard to the work performed by it during the contract, shall 

not discriminate on the grounds of race, religion, color, sex, age or national origin in the selection 
or retention of subcontractors, including the procurement of materials and leases of equipment.  
Consultant shall not participate either directly or indirectly in the discrimination prohibited by Section 
21.5 of the Regulations, including employment practices when the contract covers a program set 
forth in Appendix B of the Regulations. 

 
C. Solicitations for Subcontractors, including Procurements of Materials and Equipment:  In all 

solicitations, either by competitive bidding or negotiations made by Consultant for work to be 
performed under a subcontract, including the procurement of materials or leases of equipment, 
each potential subcontractor or supplier shall be notified by Consultant of Consultant's obligations 
under this contract, and the Regulations relative to nondiscrimination on the grounds of race, 
religion, color, sex, age or national origin. 

 
D. Information and Reports:  Consultant shall provide all information and reports required by the 

Regulations or directives issued pursuant thereto, and shall permit access to its books, records, 
accounts, other sources of information, and its facilities as may be determined by Kern COG, 
Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA to be pertinent to ascertain compliance with such Regulations, orders and 
instructions.  Where any information required of Consultant is in the exclusive possession of 
another who fails or refuses to furnish this information, Consultant shall so certify to Kern COG, 
Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA, as appropriate, and shall set forth what efforts it has made to obtain the 
information. 

 
E. Sanctions for Noncompliance:  In the event of Consultant's noncompliance with the 

nondiscrimination provisions of this contract, Kern COG shall impose such contract sanctions as it, 
Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA may determine to be appropriate, including, but not limited to:   

 
1) Withholding of payments to Consultant under this contract until Consultant complies; and/or 2) 
Cancellation, termination or suspension of the contract, in whole or in part. 

 
F. Incorporation of Provisions:  Consultant shall include the provisions of Paragraphs A through F of 

this Section XX in every subcontract, including procurements of materials and leases of equipment, 
unless exempt from the regulations, or directives issued pursuant thereto.  Consultant shall take 
such action with respect to any subcontract or procurement as Kern COG, Caltrans, FTA, or FHWA 
may direct as a means of enforcing such provisions including sanctions for noncompliance.  
However, in the event Consultant becomes involved in, or is threatened with, litigation with a 
subcontractor or supplier as a result of such direction, Consultant may request Kern COG to enter 
into such litigation to protect the interests of Kern COG, and in addition, Consultant may request 
the United States to enter into such litigation to protect the interests of the United States. 

 
 XXI. Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) 
 
It is the policy of Kern COG, the California State Department of Transportation and the U.S. Department of 
Transportation, that Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs), as defined in 49 CFR Part 23, shall have 
the maximum opportunity to participate in the performance of contracts financed in whole or in part with 
local, state or federal funds. 
 
Consultant shall ensure that DBEs, as defined in 49 CFR Part 23, have the maximum opportunity to 
participate in the performance of this contract.  In this regard, Consultant shall take all necessary and 
reasonable steps to ensure that DBEs have the maximum opportunity to compete for and to perform 
subcontracts arising out of this contract.  Failure to carry out the requirements of this paragraph shall 
constitute a breach of contract and may result in termination of this contract or such other remedy Kern 
COG may deem appropriate. 
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During the period of this contract, the Consultant shall maintain records of all applicable subcontracts 
advertised and entered into germane to this contract, documenting the opportunity given to DBEs to 
participate in this contract, actual DBE participation, and records of materials purchased from DBE 
suppliers.  Such documentation shall show the name and business address of each DBE subcontractor or 
vendor, and the total dollar amount actually paid each DBE subcontractor or vendor.  Upon completion of 
the contract, a summary of these records shall be prepared and certified correct by the Consultant, and 
shall be furnished to Kern COG. 
 
 XXII. Audits 
 
At any time during normal business hours, and as often as Kern COG, Kern COG's participating agencies, 
the California Department of Transportation, the Federal Transit Administration, the Federal Highway 
Administration, the Department of Labor, the Comptroller General of the United States, or other appropriate 
state and federal agencies, or any duly authorized representatives may deem necessary, Consultant shall 
make available for examination all of its records with respect to all matters covered by this contract for 
purposes of audit, examination, or to make copies or transcripts of such records, including, but not limited 
to, contracts, invoices, payrolls, personnel records, conditions of employment and other data relating to all 
matters covered by this contract.  Project costs are subject to audit and approval for payment according to 
the eligibility requirements of the funding agencies.  However, Kern COG shall not have the right to audit 
Consultant's fixed rates or fees, percentage multipliers, or standard charges.  All project records shall be 
retained and access to the facilities and premises of Consultant shall be made available during the period 
of performance of this contract, and for three years after Kern COG makes final payment under this contract. 
 
 XXIII. Clean Air Act/Clean Water Act Requirements 
 
Consultant, in carrying out the requirements of this contract, shall comply with all applicable standards, 
orders, or requirements issued under Section 306 of the Clean Air Act (42 USC 1857[h]), Section 508 of 
the Clean Water Act (33 USC 1368), Presidential Executive Order 11738, and those Environmental 
Protection Agency regulations contained in 40 CFR Part 15. 
 
 
 XXIV. Notice 
 
Any notice or notices required or permitted to be given pursuant to this contract may be personally served 
on the other party by the party giving such notice, or may be served by certified mail, return receipt 
requested, to the following addresses: 
 
Mr. Ahron Hakimi,  
Executive Director   
Kern COG 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300       
Bakersfield, California  93301 
 
OR 
 
Mr. Charles Hester 
Vice President 
Godbe Research 
1660 So. Amphlett Blvd., suite 205 
San Mateo, CA  94402 
 XXV. Venue 
 
If any party to this contract initiates any legal or equitable action to enforce the terms of this contract, to 
declare the rights of the parties under this contract or which relates to this contract in any manner, Kern 
COG and Consultant agree that the proper venue for any such action is the Superior Court of the State of 
California of and for the County of Kern. 
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 XXVI. California Law 
Kern COG and Consultant agree that the provisions of this contract will be construed in accordance with 
the laws of the State of California. 
 

XXVII. No Authority to Bind Kern COG 
 
It is understood that Consultant, in its performance of any and all duties under this contract, has no authority 
to bind Kern COG to any agreements or undertakings with respect to any and all persons or entities with 
whom Consultant deals in the course of its business. 
 
 XXVIII. Nonwaiver 
 
No covenant or condition of this contract to be performed by Consultant can be waived except by the written 
consent of Kern COG.  Forbearance or indulgence by Kern COG in any regard whatsoever shall not 
constitute a waiver of any covenant or condition to be performed by Consultant.  Kern COG shall be entitled 
to invoke any remedy available to it under this contract or by law or in equity despite any such forbearance 
or indulgence. 
 XXIX. Independent Contractor 
 
Nothing in this contract shall be construed or interpreted to make Consultant, its officers, agents, employees 
or representatives anything but independent contractors and in all their activities and operations pursuant 
to this contract, Consultant, its officers, agents, employees and representatives shall for no purposes be 
considered employees or agents of Kern COG. 

 
XXX. Partial Invalidity 

 
Should any part, term, portion, or provision of this contract be finally decided to be in conflict with any law 
of the United States or the State of California, or otherwise be unenforceable or ineffectual, the validity of 
the remaining parts, terms, portions, or provisions shall be deemed severable and shall not be effected 
thereby, provided such remaining portions or provisions can be construed in substance to constitute the 
agreement which the parties intended to enter into in the first instance. 
 
 XXXI. Signature Authority 
 
Each person executing this contract on behalf of Consultant represents and warrants that he or she is 
authorized by Consultant to execute and deliver this contract on behalf of Consultant and that this contract 
is binding on Consultant in accordance with the terms. 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Kern Council of Governments and Godbe Research, Inc. have executed this 
agreement as of the date first above written. 
 
RECOMMENDED AND APPROVED    KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
AS TO CONTENT: 
 
 
__________________________    _______________________________ 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director    Harold W. Hanson, Chairman 
Kern COG       Kern COG 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM:      GODBE RESEARCH 
 
 
 
__________________________    ________________________________ 
Phillip Hall, Deputy      Charles Hester, Vice President 
Kern County Counsel      Consultant 
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EXHIBIT “A” 
 

SCOPE OF WORK, BUDGET, AND DELIVERABLES 
 
1. Conduct a countywide survey of Kern County residents to gauge public perception of and reaction 

to quality of life issues, community services, growth, jobs and the economy, according to the 
following: 
 
A. PHASE 1: Questionnaire Design, Development and Project Administration 

Task 1.1: Project initiation and kick-off meeting 
Task 1.2 Through an iterative process with Kern COG, develop draft survey 

instrument 
Task 1.3: Conduct bi-weekly meetings and/or conference calls, as needed 
Task 1.4: Provide monthly progress reports on project status/accomplishments, 

billing and upcoming goals 
 

B. PHASE 2: Survey Pre-Test 
Task 3.1 Pre-Test of survey instrument to determine interview length 
Task 3.2: Kern COG review and approval of draft survey instrument and pre-test 
Task 3.3: Consultant to develop final survey instrument 
Task 3.4: Translate the final survey instrument into Spanish 

 
C. PHASE 4: Survey Sample and Data Collection (Consultant) 

Task 4.1: Select phone numbers and random sample 
Task 4.2: Sample shall be stratified among the four sub-regions and by 

supervisorial district 
Task 4.3: Interviewer briefing/training 
Task 4.4: Data collection 
Task 4.5: Debriefing 
 

D. PHASE 5: Data Analysis and Final Report (Consultant) 
Task 5.1: Data entry and analysis 
Task 5.2: Verification of survey population  
Task 5.3: Preparation of Final Report 
 

 Phase A through D Represent the Telephone Survey Cost of $60,490.00.  
 

2. Conduct and report on the results of a statistically valid, countywide survey to gauge public 
perception of and reaction to quality of life issues, community services, growth, jobs and the 
economy. 
 

3. Provide up to 5 bound copies as directed by Kern COG, one unbound copy, one electronic copy in 
word format on CD, and one electronic copy in PDF format on CD for the poll report for an amount 
not to exceed $800 in reproduction costs.  

  
4. Provide one copy of raw interview data in Excel format on CD. 

 
5. Provide a website survey instrument if requested by Kern COG for an amount not to exceed $5,250. 

 
PROJECT TO BE COMPLETED BY JUNE 30, 2015 FOR A TOTAL COST NOT TO EXCEED 
$65,000. 
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EXHIBIT “B” 
SCHEDULE 

 
 

 



 

 

September 24, 2014 
 
 
Ms. Becky Napier 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street 
Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA  93301 
 
Dear Ms. Napier: 
 
Godbe Research is pleased to submit this letter of intent to conduct our third event of the Kern 
Council of Government’s (Kern COG) Community Survey project for fiscal year 2014 – 2015 (FY 
14/15), under our current contract.  This letter is based on Kern COG’s desire to invoke the 
contract clause that allows Kern COG to retain Godbe Research for the Community Survey 
project for up to an additional four fiscal years beyond the first year of the survey in FY 12/13. 

 
After a review of the project costs, we can again complete the Community Survey process for 
close to the initial contract amount as outlined in the in FY 12/13 contract, taking into account 
minor vendor increases due to inflation.  Based on costs submitted to Kern COG previously, we 
have attached a spreadsheet that outlines our proposed costs for the FY 14/15 survey event; 
which allows for a survey instrument of 18, 20, or 22-minutes in length. For reference, the FY 
13/14 survey event was 20.5-minutes in length on average. A sample size of 1,200 (n=1,200) 
Kern County residents will again be employed, and surveys will be conducted in English and 
Spanish, per previous survey events. Finally, we have included several optional modules that 
were presented in our initial proposal leading to the FY 12/13 Community Survey contract, 
including an Internet option and options for number of final reports presented to Kern COG at the 
completion of the study. 
 
Within our scope of work for the FY 14/15 Community Survey, we can rotate, include/remove, or 
change questions. This would fit the parameters and costs of an 18 to 22-minute survey for Kern 
COG, and correspond to the attached costs.   Godbe Research will again assign the project 
Bryan Godbe as project manager for the FY 14/15 Community Survey project, which is consistent 
with previous Community Survey events, and Bryan will not be removed or substituted for the 
duration of the project with Kern COG without written approval from Kern COG.  
 
We are ready to being the FY 14/15 Community Survey according to Kern COG’s timing needs, 
including scheduling a project kick off meeting in the fall of 2014. As always, Godbe Research is 
eager to assist Kern COG with the FY 14/15 Community Survey project and its overall public 
policy research needs.  If you have any questions or would like additional information, please do 
not hesitate to contact me directly at 650-288-3021 or cwhester@godberesearch.com.  

 
 

Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Charles Hester 
Vice President 
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November 20, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Kern Council of Governments   
 
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
 

   BY:  Robert Phipps,  
Administrative Services Director 

 
 
SUBJECT:  COG AGENDA NUMBER III. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM F. 

KERN GOVERNMENT (KGOV) TELEVISION MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT (MOA) 
 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
A new, three-year, Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) with Kern Government (KGOV) Television for 
$158,670 to record, edit and broadcast Kern COG Board meetings and the annual Regional Awards of 
Merit ceremony.  This MOA has been reviewed by County Counsel. 
 
 
DISCUSSION:   
 
Since 2002, Kern Government Television (KGOV) has broadcast Kern COG meetings to the public. In 
that time, KGOV has added staff, equipment and new features to its day-to-day operations thereby 
increasing its costs. By establishing a multi-year memorandum of agreement with KGOV, Kern COG has 
the opportunity to more slowly adjust its budget to accommodate for KGOV’s rising expenses. 
 
In 2014-15, 2015-16 and 2016-17, the MOA proposes Kern COG pay KGOV an amount not to exceed 
$158,670, which includes a monthly cost of $3,731 to broadcast its regular meetings, plus $15,580 for the 
annual Regional Awards of Merit Ceremony. 
 
 
ACTION:  
 
Approve the Memorandum of Agreement with Kern Government Television and authorize the Chair to 
sign. VOICE VOTE. 
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MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT BETWEEN  
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS AND 

THE COUNTY OF KERN 
 

THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT, (hereinafter “Agreement”) made and entered into this 20th day 
of November 2014, by and between the County of Kern, a political subdivision of the State of California 
(hereinafter "COUNTY") and Kern Council of Governments, a joint powers entity (hereinafter "KERN COG"), 
 

W I T N E S S E T H  
 

WHEREAS, KERN COG has established Work Element 1001.4 to improve public understanding 
of regional issues and increase participation in the planning process; and 
 

WHEREAS, KERN COG proposes to continue its relationship with Kern Government Television 
(KGOV), which has broadcast KERN COG’s meetings to the television-viewing public since 2002; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG’s Board of Directors will provide the administrative direction and oversight 
of this program; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED by KERN COG and COUNTY that: 
 
1. This MOA shall extend from July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2017. 
 
2. KERN COG shall provide ONE-HUNDRED FIFTY-EIGHT THOUSAND SIX HUNDRED SEVENTY 

DOLLARS ($158,670) to COUNTY over this three-year agreement to carry out the tasks as 
described in Attachment A – Scope of Work, which is attached hereto and incorporated herein by 
this reference.  

 
3. COUNTY shall provide for all administrative support and oversight direction including all final 

decisions on staffing and contracting. 
 
4.  COUNTY will submit monthly invoices to KERN COG. Requisition for payment shall refer to Work 

Element No. 1001.4 or as may be specified in a written notice by KERN COG. Specific budget 
category detail is given below: 

 
A. Direct Labor and Fringe Benefits: All direct labor charges should be billed by class of employee, 
rate per hour and number of hours.  The rates are subject to change at the beginning of each fiscal 
year based on rate adjustments.  Rates indicated below are for fiscal year 2013-2014.  (Anticipated 
personnel cost-of-living or merit increase, if any, should be reflected in the budget.) 
 
B. Other Direct Cost: All direct costs billed must be specifically identified. Any travel costs may not 
exceed the per diem ($65.00/day meals; $210.00/day accommodations) and mileage rates 
($.56/mile) payable to KERN COG employees. Any other direct costs not specifically identified in 
the contract budget cannot be reimbursed. 
 

5. Either party may, at its sole discretion, terminate this Agreement at any time by giving thirty (30) 
days written notice to that effect to the other party.  In such event, KERN COG shall pay for any 
work satisfactorily completed prior to the effective termination date. 

 
6.. Pursuant to Government Code section 895.4, each party to this Agreement shall indemnify, defend 

and hold harmless, the other party hereto, and their board members, elected and appointed 
officials, agents, officers, employees, volunteers and authorized representatives of each of them 
from any and all losses, liabilities, charges, damages, claims, liens, causes of action, awards, 
judgments, costs and expenses (including, but not limited to reasonable attorney’s fees, expert 
fees, costs of staff time, and investigation costs) of whatever kind or nature, which are in any 
manner directly or indirectly caused, occasioned or contributed to in whole or in part, through any 
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act, omission, fault or negligence, whether active or passive of the other party’s officers, agents, 
employees, independent contractors, subcontractors of any tier, or authorized representatives, 
which relates in any manner to this Agreement, or any authority or obligation delegated to either 
party under this Agreement.   Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, each Party’s obligation 
to indemnify the other shall include injury or death to any person or persons; damage to any 
property, regardless of where located; and any workers’ compensation claim or suit arising from or 
connected with any services performed pursuant to this Agreement on behalf of either party by any 
person or entity.  

 
7. No waiver of a breach of any provision of this Agreement shall constitute a waiver of any other 

breach, or of such provision.  Failure of either party to enforce at any time, or from time-to-time, 
any provision of this Agreement shall not be construed as a waiver thereof.  The remedies herein 
reserved shall be cumulative and in addition to any other remedies in law or equity. 

 
8. Should any part, term, portion, or provision of this Agreement be finally decided to be in conflict 

with any law of the United States or the State of California, or otherwise be unenforceable or 
ineffectual, the validity of the remaining parts, terms, portions, or provisions shall be deemed 
severable and shall not be affected thereby, provided such remaining portions or provisions can be 
construed in substance to constitute the agreement which the parties intended to enter into in the 
first instance. 

 
9. This Agreement contains the entire agreement of the parties relating to the rights herein granted 

and the obligations herein assumed.  Any oral representations or modifications concerning this 
Agreement shall be of no force or effect excepting a subsequent modification in writing, signed by 
the parties to the Agreement. 

 
10. The terms of this Agreement shall be construed and interpreted under, and all respective rights and 

duties shall be governed by, the laws of the State of California. 
 
11. Any notice or notices required or permitted to be given pursuant to this Agreement may be 

personally served on the other party by the party giving such notice or may be served by certified 
mail, return receipt requested, to the following addresses: 

 
TO KERN COG:  Ahron R. Hakimi, Executive Director 

Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, California  93301 

 
TO COUNTY: Jeff R. Frapwell 
 County of Kern 
 1115 Truxtun Avenue, 3rd Floor 
 Bakersfield, California 93301 
 

12. The individual executing this Agreement on behalf of each party warrants that he/she is authorized 
to execute the Agreement on behalf of their agency and that the agency will be bound by the terms 
and conditions contained herein. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT 
to be executed by their respective officers and agents thereunto duly authorized as of the day and 
year first above written. 
 

 
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  APPROVED AS TO CONTENT: 
 
 
____________________________________ ____________________________________ 
Harold W. Hanson, Chairman Ahron R. Hakimi, Executive Director 
"KERN COG"      Kern Council of Governments   
 
 
 
 
KERN GOVERNMENT TELEVISION APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
 
 
____________________________________ ____________________________________ 
Jeff Frapwell, Assistant CAO for General Services Phillip Hall      
County of Kern      Deputy Kern County Counsel   
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ATTACHMENT A – SCOPE OF WORK 
 

A. COUNTY will provide a minimum of three (3) personnel at each of ten (10) regularly scheduled 
Kern COG meetings during 2014-2017, including one camera operator, one producer and one 
audio technician.  
 

B. COUNTY personnel will: 
 set up video and audio equipment;  
 electronically record meeting proceedings in their entirety;  
 edit the material in preparation for television broadcast and; 
 broadcast each meeting on KGOV a minimum of four nights per month.  

 
C. Kern COG’s regular scheduled meetings occur on the 3rd Thursday of each month, excluding 

December and August of each year.   
 
 

D. COUNTY will provide a minimum of four (4) personnel to video record the proceedings during Kern 
COG’s 2014, 2015 and 2016 Regional Awards of Merit ceremony, including two camera operators, 
one producer and one audio technician. COUNTY personnel will provide the same services for the 
Regional Awards event as described in section B of this Scope of Work. 
 

E. Kern COG agrees to provide COUNTY with a minimum of seven (7) days’ notice in the event of a 
variance from the filming schedule presented in this Scope of Work.  

 

Kern COG Meeting Breakdown    

Action  Hours  Cost/Show  
Annual 

Cost  
Set-up  10  $820   $8,200  
Shoot  7  $574   $5,740  
Breakdown 4  $328   $3,280  
Posting  8  $656   $6,560  
OT  11  $1353  $13,530  
       
Total  40   $3,731    $37,310  
       
Kern COG Award Show     

Action  Hours  Cost/Show  
Annual 

Cost  
Set-up  20  $1,640   $1640  
Pre-production 122  $10,004   $10,004  
Shoot  6  $492   $492  
Breakdown 12  $984  $984 
Posting  8  $656   $656 
DVD Creation 4  $328   $328  
OT  18  $1,476   $1,476  
       
  Total  $15,580   $15,580  
       

  
Total Annual 
Cost     $52,890  

 

 



 
 
 
 November 20, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Kern Council of Governments 
 
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi, 
   Executive Director 
 

BY: Robert Phipps, 
Administrative Services Director 

    
SUBJECT:  KERN COG AGENDA NUMBER III. CONSENT CALENDAR ITEM G. 

FY 2015-16 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM 
 

 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
Kern COG is developing its 2015-16 Overall Work Program and is soliciting eligible projects for possible 
inclusion. This item has been reviewed by the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and the 
Regional Planning Advisory Committee.  
 
DISCUSSION:  
 
The Overall Work Program (OWP) is an annual administrative document developed to meet state and 
federal guidelines.  Projects requested by local, state and federal agencies that address regional issues 
and concerns are included in order to provide a comprehensive overview of the annual Kern COG program.  
Project scope is limited by available funding. 
 
Agencies are encouraged to submit appropriate projects to Kern COG staff for possible inclusion in the FY 
2014-2015 Overall Work Program. These proposals may include but are not limited to:  
 

 Freight and rail studies;  
 Corridor or interchange studies;  
 Transit studies or plans and;  
 Requests for technical assistance.  

 
Requests should be submitted in writing to the Executive Director no later than December 5, 2014.  All 
requests will be reviewed for project eligibility and budgetary impacts.  Eligible projects will be included in 
the draft Overall Work Program that will be presented to Kern COG’s Board by February 2015.  
 
ACTION:   
 
Information. 
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November 20, 2014 
 

TO:  Kern Council of Governments 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Robert M. Snoddy,  
   Regional Planner III 
 
SUBJECT: COG AGENDA NUMBER IV. ITEM A.  

CALVANS PRESENTATION AND REQUEST FOR BOARD MEMBER APPOINTMENT 
TO CALVANS BOARD 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
CalVans is a public vanpool service that serves central and southern California. The CalVans Joint 
Powers Agreement requires that each member agency appoint one voting member of its Board and one 
alternate.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
CalVans Director Ron Hughes will provide a brief presentation about his organization and its relationship 
to Kern County and Kern COG. Mr. Hughes will also request a Kern COG Board member to replace 
Board member Johnston’s place on the CalVans Board. 
 
The CalVans Board approved Kern COG as its newest member agency at its September 13, 2012 Board 
meeting. Kern COG Board member Jon Johnston has been serving as Kern COG’s CalVans Board 
member. As Mr. Johnston is retiring from public service, Kern COG staff requests the Board appoint a 
replacement for Mr. Johnston. CalVans Board meetings are scheduled for the second Thursday of each 
month at 10:00 a.m. and may be attended via a teleconference link. The average meeting time is one 
hour.  
 
ACTION:  
 
Appoint a primary and alternate appointee to serve on the CalVans Board of Directors. VOICE VOTE. 
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November 20, 2014 
 
TO:   Kern Council of Governments  
 
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
 

   BY:  Robert Phipps 
Administrative Services Director 

  
SUBJECT:  COG AGENDA NUMBER IV.  ITEM B.  

KERN COG’S 2014 REGIONAL AWARD OF MERIT – CALL FOR NOMINATIONS 
 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
Nominations are open through Nov. 28 for Kern COG’s 2014 Regional Awards of Merit program. 
 
 
DISCUSSION:   
 

Kern COG is now accepting nominations for its 24th annual Regional Awards of Merit Program.  The 
Regional Awards program honors individuals, organizations and programs dedicated to improving Kern 
County’s quality of life through innovative, cooperative, regional efforts. The deadline for submissions is 
Friday, Nov. 28. The application form may be found online at kerncog.org. 
 
Nominators should attach the official entry form (or a copy) to a typewritten submission of not more than 
two pages, describing why the individual or organization deserves a Regional Award of Merit. 
Applications may be submitted by email, fax, or mail to Kern Council of Governments' office or to 
rphipps@kerncog.org.  
 
The submission must be accompanied by at least 10 photo-quality electronic images or video footage at 
least two minutes long that presents a comprehensive mosaic of the nominee’s accomplishments. All 
images should be taken with a minimum of a 4 mega pixel camera with at least 300 pixels per inch 
resolution. 
 
At least one image must be of the individual nominee or program itself. This image may consist of a sign 
or logo, if that is the only available resource to visually distinguish the nominee from other programs or 
projects. All materials become the property of Kern Council of Governments and will not be returned. 
 
ACTION:  
 
Appoint an ad hoc Regional Awards committee for December 11th at 5:30 p.m. VOICE VOTE. 
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 November 20, 2014 
 
TO:   Kern Council of Governments   
 
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
 

   BY: Susanne Campbell, Rideshare Coordinator 
 
SUBJECT:  COG AGENDA NUMBER IV. ITEM C. 

RIDESHARE PROGRAM 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
A discussion of different transportation demand management (TDM) strategies, including ridesharing, and 
their growing role in the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Rideshare Week is an annual statewide campaign that promotes carpooling, vanpooling, transit, bicycling 
and other alternatives to driving alone as a means of easing traffic congestion and improving air quality. 
CommuteKern encourages commuters to pledge to rideshare just one day during the Rideshare Week 
(the first week of October) in an effort to introduce them to the advantages and benefits of ridesharing. 
This year’s Rideshare Week campaign experienced a 35% increase in pledges over last year, with more 
than 1,050 people pledging to rideshare that first week in October.  
 
Rideshare Week also provided an opportunity for CommuteKern to share new rideshare services in Kern 
County known as Lyft and Uber. Both services are accessible through mobile technology and provide 
immediate assistance in finding rides to appointments or errands when other modes of transportation 
might not be convenient.  
 
Lyft and Uber serve as a “personal taxi” service where drivers use their personal vehicles and are 
thoroughly screened with DMV and background checks. These new services are able to provide an 
additional means of transportation demand management which allows us to appeal to a younger 
demographic that desires immediate responses for one-time trip requests.  
 
Both CommuteKern and services such as Uber and Lyft qualify as transportation demand management 
(TDM) strategies, which are defined as alternative actions, programs and services that improve mobility 
without increasing capacity on our roads and highways.   
 
Other TDMs include ramp meters, which are now being installed for the first time in Bakersfield; the 511 
Traveler Information Service; changeable message signs and; freeway service patrols.  As funding 
resources diminish and technology improves, TDMs promise to serve as a larger tool in the Regional 
Transportation Plan for relieving congestion. 
 
ACTION: Information. 
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December 9, 2014 
 
 

TO:  Transportation Planning Policy Committee/ 
  Kern Council of Governments 
 
FROM: Ahron Hakimi,  
  Executive Director 
 
SUBJECT: MEETING OF DECEMBER 18th – CANCELLATION NOTICE 
 
 
The meeting of the Transportation Planning Policy Committee and Kern Council of 
Governments Board scheduled for December 18, 2014 has been cancelled.  The next 
meeting is scheduled for January 15, 2015.  Agenda materials will be mailed 
approximately one week prior to that date. 
 
If there are any questions, please call. 
 
 
 
 

Happy Holidays! 
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