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achieved through onsite measures, the rule requires payment of offsite mitigation fees.
- One hundred percent of all offsite mitigation fees received by the District are used by
the District's existing Emission Reduction Incentive Program (ERIP) to fund emission
reduction projects, achieving emission reductions in behalf of the project. Additionally, if
a project is subject to off-site emission reduction fees, the developer is required to pay
an administrative fee equal to four percent (4%) of the required off-site fees. This fee is
to cover the District’s cost of administering the off-site emission reduction program.

The RTP identifies projects for streets and highway systems, urban and rural public
transportation, rail, aviation, pedestrian, and bicycle facilities. Transportation or transit
projects, where construction exhaust emissions equal or exceed two (2.0) tons NOx or
two (2.0) tons of PM10, would be subject to the rule. The District has estimated that
construction exhaust emissions associated with constructing a new 2-lane paved road,
would exceed the two-ton applicability threshold. Therefore, many of the projects
presented in the RTP may be subject to District Rule 9510. Options to mitigate
emissions at the construction site include: use of newer construction equipment, use of
cleaner fuel types, engine modifications, or use of exhaust after-treatment devices.
New equipment can provide a high percentage of emission reductions, depending on
the horsepower and the year of the equipment. Emission reductions are readily
achievable through utilizing existing technology along with a mix of newer construction
equipment and retrofit devices. ‘

The District recommends that subsequent, project specific environmental review
documents characterize the emission reductions achieved by complying with District
Rule 9510. The District further recommends that potential costs of complying with Rule
9510 be considered during the transportation budgeting process. District staff is
available to assist with understanding compliance with Rule 9510.

1Il. CEQA ANALYSIS

A. Findings of Significance

The San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (SJVAB) is currently designated as serious non-
attainment for Ozone and non-attainment (no classification) for PM2.5. On October 30,
2006, the United States Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA) found that the San
Joaquin Valley had attained the PM10 standard. The US EPA based its determination
upon monitoring’ data demonstrating that the ambient air quality had met the
requirements for attainment. The US EPA’s finding does not change the District's
classification as a serious PM10 non-attainment to attainment area. Re-designation
from serious non-attainment to attainment requires additional documentation and may
occur at some future date.

Transportation projects may contribute to the overall decline in air quality due to
construction activities in preparation of the site, and ongoing traffic and other
operational emissions. Although individual transportation projects may not exceed the
District’s Thresholds of Significance for ozone precursors of 10 tons per year of reactive
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organic gases (ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOXx), the projects may have a cumulative
significant impact on air quality. As discussed above in Section Il, emission reductions
achieved through compliance with District Rule 9510 will reduce project specific impacts
on air quality within the SJVAB. As discussed below, Applicable District Rules, project
specific impacts on air quality may be further reduced by compliance with applicable
District rules.

Transportation projects may be located near sensitive receptors. Proposed
transportation projects should be analyzed to see if Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs)
would pose a risk to human health. If a project is near sensitive receptors and HAPs
are a concern, the project developer should perform a Health Risk Assessment (HRA).
For more information, please refer to the attached document titled Health Risk
Assessment (HRA).

B. Applicable District Rules

Rules and Regulations have been adopted by the District to reduce emissions
throughout the San Joaquin Valley. Specific transportation projects may be subject to
additional District Rules not enumerated below. To identify additional rules or
regulations that apply to project specific activities, or for further information, the project
proponent is strongly encouraged to contact the District's Small Business Assistance
Office at (559) 230-5888. Current District rules can be found at
www.vallevair.org/rules/1ruleslist.htm.

Regulation VIl (Fugitive PM10 PI’Oth!tIOﬂS) Rules 8011-8081 are designed to reduce
PM10 emissions (predominantly dust/dirt) generated by human activity, including
construction and demolition activities, road construction, bulk materials storage, paved
and unpaved roads, carryout and track out, landfill operations, etc. The District's
compliance assistance bulletin for construction sites can be found at
www.valleyair.org/busind/comply/PM10/Reg VIII CAB.pdf.

Rule 4002 (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants) In the event that
any portion of an existing building will be renovated, partially demolished or removed,
the project will be subject to District Rule 4002, Prior to any demolition activity, an
asbestos survey of existing structures on the project site may be required to identify the
presence of any asbestos containing building material (ACBM). In accordance with
CAL-OSHA requirements, a certified asbestos contractor must remove any identified
ACBM having the potential for disturbance. If you have any questions concerning
asbestos related requirements, please contact the District’'s Compliance Division at
(559) 230-6000 or contact CAL-OSHA at (559) 454-1295. The District's Asbestos
Requirements Bulletin can be found online at http:/valleyair.org/busind/comply/

asbestosbultn.htm. '

Rule 4102 (Nuisance) This rule applies to any source operation that emits or may emit
air contaminants or other materials. In the event that the project or construction of the
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project creates a public nuisance, it could be in violation and be subject to District
enforcement action.

Rule 4641 (Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emuisified Asphait, Paving and Maintenance
Operations) If asphalt paving will be used, then paving operations of this project will be
subject to Rule 4641. This rule applies to the manufacture and use of cutback asphalt,
slow cure asphalt, and emulsified asphalt for paving and maintenance operations.

Rule 9510 (Indirect Source Review) Rule 9510 establishes emission reduction
requirements for NOx and particulate matter (PM). The rule applies to residential and
non-residential development projects, including transportation and transit projects,
which equal or exceed the District’'s established applicability thresholds. Emission
reductions required by the rule that are not achieved through on-site emission reduction
measures are subject to off-site emission reduction fees. These fees are used by the
District to fund emission reduction projects, mitigating the project’s potential impact on
air quality in the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin.

Transportation projects are subject only to construction exhaust emission reduction
requirements. Rule 9510 requires construction exhaust emissions to be reduced by 20
percent for NOx and 45 percent for PM10 when compared to the statewide fleet
average. Options to mitigate these emissions at the construction site include: use of
newer construction equipment, use of cleaner fuel types, engine modifications, or use of
exhaust after-treatment devices. New equipment can provide a high percentage of
emission reductions, depending on the horsepower and the year of the equipment.
Emission reductions are readily achievable through utilizing existing technology along
with a mix of newer construction equipment and retrofit devices. For more information
regarding alternative fuels and equ1pment retrofits, visit the ARB website at
www.arb.ca.gov/diesel/diesel.htm.

C. Recommended Mitigation Measures

- The District encourages innovation in measures to reduce air quality impacts. There are
a number of features that could be incorporated into the design of these projects to
provide additional reductions of the overall level of emissions. The suggestions listed
below should not be considered all-inclusive and are options that the agency with the
land-use authority should consider for incorporation into the project.

Construction activity mitigation measures may include:

« Limit area subject to excavation, grading, and other construction activity at any one
time

- Limit the hours of operation of heavy duty equipment and/or the amount of
equipment in use

« Replace fossil-fueled equipment with electrically driven equivalents (provided they
are not run via a portable generator set)

. Require that all diesel engines be shut off when not in use to reduce emissions from
idling
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- Curtail construction during periods of high ambient pollutant concenirations; this may
include ceasing of construction activity during the peak-hour of vehicular traffic on
adjacent roadways, and “Spare the Air Days” declared by the District.

-« Implement activity management (e.g. rescheduling activities to reduce short-term
impacts)

« During the smog season (May through October), lengthen the construction period to

7 minimize the number of vehicles and equipment operating at the same time.

- Off road trucks should be equipped with on-road engines when possible.

» Minimize obstruction of traffic on adjacent roadways.

The District encourages fleet owners/operators to examine the District's Heavy-Duty
Engine program to reduce project emissions. The Heavy Duty program provides
incentives for the replacement of older diesel engines with new, cleaner, fuel-efficient
diesel engines. The program also provides incentives for the re-power of older, heavy-
duty trucks with cleaner diesel engines or alternative fuel engines. New alternative fuel
heavy-duty trucks also qualify. For more information regarding this program contact the
District at (559) 230-5858 or visit our website at www.valleyair.org

Heavy equipment powered by alternative diesel fuel blends and equipment that meets
current off-road engine emissions standards reduce construction related air impacts.
Alternative-fueled equipment may use Compressed Natural Gas (CNG), Liguid Propane
Gas (LPG), electricity, or other designated alternative fuels to achieve greater emission
reductions than current diesel equipment. Equipment with uncontrolled engines may be
re-powered with an emissionized engine that meets current standards. Tier I, Tier Il,
and Tier lll engines have significantly less NOx and PM emissions compared to
uncontrolled engines.

District staff is available further discuss the regulatory requirements that are associated
with this transportation projects. If you have any questions, please call Ms. Georgia
Stewart at (559) 230-5937.

Sincerely,

David Wamer
Director of Permits Services

Auiud Jtm/r@r

{rhaud Marjollet
ermit Services Manager

DW:gs

Enclosures: Interagency Consultation, Draft Air Quality Conformity Analysis;
Health Risk Assessment (HRA)







April 18, 2007

Lauren Dawson
Air Quality Specialist
Plan Development

San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
1990 E. Gettysburg Ave.

Fresno, CA 93726-0244

{559) 230-5846
lauren.dawson@valleyair.org

Interagency Consultation on the
Draft Conformity Analysis
for the
2007 Federal Transportation Improvement Program, Ammendment #2
‘and the
2007 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
Released for review March 6, 2007

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District has received the Air Quality
Conformity Analysis for interagency consultation and is pleased to provide the following
comments on the analysis.

1. Page 1 — Last paragraph: “Currently, the San Joaquin Valley...is designated as
nonattainment areas...carbon monoxide (CO) “ The attainment status for the
San Joaquin Valley would more accurately be referred to as having a
maintenance designation for CO for urbanized/metropolitan areas in Kern,
Fresno, Stanislaus and San Joaquin counties. Same comment-Page 9-- Third
paragraph: “...currently designated as nonattainment for...carbon monoxide
(CO)..”

2. References to the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District are
made a number of times using a variety of names. For consistency, clarity and
accuracy | suggest referring to the District as San Joaquin Valley Unified Air
Pollution Control District (SIVUAPCD) in the first occurrence and use the
acronym in subsequent references.

3. Page 3-- Under CONFORMITY TESTS: “The conformity tests specified in the
...and, (2) the emissions reduction test”- the correct term is interim
emissions tests. Also later in the paragraph, “If there is no approved air quality
plan...the emission reduction test applies” replace with interim emissions




test. Also Page 44 — First paragraph: “The principal requirements of the
federal...or an emissions reduction test” replace with interim emissions test.

4. Page 10- | suggest the addition of the following underlined sections: “State
Implementation Plans have been prepared to address carbon monoxide
(maintenance plan) for the Bakersfield Metropolitan Area, the Fresno,
Modesto, and Stockton Urbanized Areas, 1-hour Ozone, and PM10. State
Implementation Plans are being prepared for 8-hour Ozone (due to EPA
6/15/07) and PM2.5 (due to EPA 4/5/08).

5. Page 10 — The term “designated” is used to define the attainment status, the
term “classified” is used to describe the relative severity of the poliution. | suggest
making the following changes for accuracy: “The San Joaquin Valley is
designated classified (delete designated) a serious nonattainment area for the
new 8 -hour ozone... delete NEW. Same paragraph, “EPA also designated the
San Joaquin Valley as nonattainment for the new PM2.5 standards.” Replace
NEW with 1997 (there are also 2006 PM2.5 standards) State implementation
Plans for 8-hour ozone and PM2.5 standards are being prepared. The 8-hour
ozone plan is due to EPA June 15, 2007. The PM2.5 plan is due fo EPA April 5,
2008. Page 12--Fourth paragraph: “The San Joaquin Valley is currently
designated as an Extreme...” replace designated with classified.

6. Page 13 —Table 1-3: Need to add the units i.e., tons/day. Also same page third
paragraph, last sentence “approval the trading mechanism.” Need to add:
approval of the trading mechanism.” Page 15: Table1-4 needs to have units
added e.g., tons/day and tons/year.

7. Page 16--“Amendment #XX” -Appears numerous places in Conformity
- Analysis-insert proper Amendment number. (See pages 9, 45 etc. )

8. Page 19 — Chapter 2- Latest Planning Assumptions and Transportation Modeling
and Table 2-1 should reflect and be consistent with the Transportation Model and
Latest Planning Assumptions Summary chart data transmitted 10/19/06 to the
SJV Model Coordinating Committee.

9. | suggest adding RACM commitment identification codes to the Timely
Implementation of Transportation Control Measures chart.

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District conciudes that th[s draft
Conformity Analysis meets the requirements of the Federal Transportation Conformlty
Rule. Thank you for the opportunity to comment.




Health Risk Assessment (HRA)

General Comments: ,

The Health Risk Assessment (HRA) guidelines promulgated by the California
Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) states the use of
- the latest version of HARP (Hot Spots Analysis and Reporting Program) for
health risk determination [http://www.arb.ca.gov/toxics/harp/harp.htm] and
OEHHA (http://www.arb.ca.gov/toxics/healthval/healthval.htm) risk assessment
health values be used.

The District's thresholds of significance for Hazardous Air Pollutants (HAPs) are
the probability of contracting cancer for the Maximally Exposed I[ndividual (MEI) -
exceeds 10 in one million or ground level concentrations of non-carcinogenic
toxic air contaminants would result in a Hazard Index greater than 1 for the MEI.
A Health Risk Assessment (HRA) should include a discussion of the toxic risk
associated with the proposed project, including project equipment, operations,
and vehicles.

The District requires that all input files used to conduct the Health Risk
Assessment (HRA) be submitted in electronic format. Providing electronic input
files to the District for modeling facilitates the District’s confirmation of the HRA in
a timely manner.

Source Determination:

When making an air quality assessment for a land use project going through the
CEQA process, the District considers all sources of potential emissions whether
they are permitted, not permitted, or to be permitted in the future. If the modeling
submitted does not include sources that may be permitted in the future, the
District would have to assume that the impact from HAP emissions for a project
is significant (cancer risk greater than 10 in a million and/or hazard indices
_greater than 1). The CEQA Initial Study or EIR may exclude sources that are
permitted, as long as it is assumed that the risk from those sources may be
significant. In addition, any sources that are not permitted must still be modeled
and any risk is assumed to be over the District's level of significance and
mitigated, see examples below.

Example #1:

An Initial Study or EIR Identifies sources (Diesel IC engines > 50HP) that will
require District permits and there are no other sources of toxic pollutants
identified. In this case there would be no need to have an HRA performed since
the District permitting process will determine the risk from the project and limit the
use, if needed, to ensure that it is below the District's levels of significance.

Example #2:

An Initial Study or EIR Identifies sources that will require District permits. It may
seem that there are only permitted sources associated with this proposed project,
~ but there are other sources of toxic pollutants that must be evaluated,




specifically, emissions from ‘passenger car equivalent’ travel, truck travel and
idling from the transporting of materials in and out of the facility. Therefore, the
following options are available:

1) Conduct an HRA and include all sources (Permitted and Non-permitted)

- 2) Conduct an HRA and include only Non-permitted sources. They would
then assume that the risk from Non-permitted source is above the
District's significance level and mitigate all the risk determined from the
HRA.

Receptors
A receptor is defined as a point where an actual person (residential or worker)

may be located for a given period of time. The period of time is based on the
type of assessment that is being performed. For Example, if you were going to
place a receptor in a river to determine short-term (1 hour) exposure that maybe
appropriate. To place a receptor on the river to determine long-term (1 year)
exposure would not. It is reasonable to assume that a person may be on the
river for an hour but not for 24 hours per day, 7 days per week, for 70 years in
the same locate, unless the person lives or works on the river.

Worker Receptors

Offsite: _

Offsite worksites that are not directly associated (owned) with the operation of
the proposed project are considered to be offsite worksites for the purposes of
modeling. These receptors should be included in any modeling runs.

Onsite:
Onsite worker receptors are not included in any modeling runs unless the
following is true: -
¢ The worker is living onsite and is not being paid to live onsite. The worker
will be modeled for a 70 yr exposure.

Sensitive Receptors

Offsite:

All sensitive receptors should be included in any modeling runs within 2 km of the
proposed site, unless otherwise determined by the District. A sensitive offsite
receptor is defined as the following:

+ Schools

e Daycare facilities

¢ Hospitals

« Care facilities (adult/elderly) _

+ Residential (if not covered by another grided receptor)

Onsite:

Onsite sensitive receptors are defined as the following:
e Schools
¢ [Daycare facilities




e Hospitals
o Care facilities (adult/elderly)
- o Residential
o Worker Family
o Workers not paid to live onsite
_ o Family members 18 or older
The family members of a facility owner are not included in the HRA unless the
child is 18 or older. In this case, the child is of legal age and a parent can not
waive his/her rights. ' '

The project consultant should contact the District to review the proposed
modeling approach hefore modeling begins. For more information on hazardous
air pollutants (HAPs) analyses, please contact Mr. Leland Villalvazo, Supervising
Air Quality Specialist, at (559) 230-6000 or hramodeler@valleyair.org.
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BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN

RESOLUTION NO. 07-18
In the matter of:

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE 2007 DESTINATION 2030 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN: (1) CERTIFICATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; (2)
ADOPTION OF STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS; (3) ADOPTION OF MITIGATION
MONITORING PROGRAM

WHEREAS, Kerm Council of Governments (Kern COG) has prepared an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) for the 2007 Destination 2030 Regional Transportation Plan (“Plan”) relating to and
environmentally assessing environmental effects of this Plan; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
and the CEQA Guidelines, a Notice of Completion of the Draft EIR was filed and the Draft EIR was routed
to the State Clearinghouse, responsible agencies, other governmental and trustee agencies having
discretionary approval or jurisdiction by law over natural resources affected by the Plan, the County of
Kern, affected transportation agencies, and other interested persons and agencies; and

WHEREAS, a 45-day public review and comment period was provided on the Draft EIR in
accordance with CEQA; and

WHEREAS, a Final EIR was prepared that incorporates comments received on the Draft EIR, list
of persons, organizations and public agencies commenting on the EIR, the Lead Agency's response to
significant environmental points raised in the comments, and necessary changes to the text of the Draft
EIR; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the EIR for the 2007 Destination 2030 Regional
Transportation Plan has been presented to the Kern COG Policy Board as the decision-making body of
the Lead Agency, 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

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG, as the decision-making body for the Lead Agency,
hereby certifies that the EIR for the 2007 Destination 2030 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 entitements,
permits, and agreements; 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 specified economic,
social or other considerations; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that as required by CEQA, Kern COG has balanced the benefits of
the Pian 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 approves Exhibit A: Statement of Overriding
Considerations and Exhibit B: Mitigation Monitoring Program.

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 17TH DAY OF MAY 2007

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Cheryl Wegman, 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
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 17th day of May 2007.

Ronald E. Brummett, Executive Director
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Date:

Resolution 07-18

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE 2007 DESTINATION 2030 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN: (1) CERTIFICATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; (2)
ADOPTION OF STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS; (3) ADOPTION OF MITIGATION
MONITORING PROGRAM
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BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN
Resolution No. 07-19
In the matter of:

2007 AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS;
2007 DESTINATION 2030 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN;
2007 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AMENDMENT NO.3

WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) is a Regional Transportation Planning
Agency and a Metropolitan Planning Organization, pursuant to State and Federal designation; and

WHEREAS, federal planning regulations require Metropolitan Planning Organizations to prepare and
adopt a long range Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for their region; and

WHEREAS, Section 65080 of the California Government Code requires each regional transportation
planning agency to prepare a regional transportation plan and update it for submission to the governing
Policy Board for adoption; and

WHEREAS, a 2007 Destination 2030 Regional Transportation Plan has been prepared in full
compliance with federal guidance; and

WHEREAS, a 2007 Destination 2030 Regional Transportation Plan has been prepared in
accordance with state guidelines adopted by the California Transportation Commission; and

WHEREAS, federal planning regulations require that Metropolitan Planning Organizations prepare
and adopt a short range Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) for their region; and

WHEREAS, the 2007 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) Amendment No. 3 has
been prepared to comply with Federal and State requiremenits 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
Kermn Council of Governments (Kern COG) forum and general public involvement; and

WHEREAS, the 2007 FTIP Amendment No. 3 program listing is consistent with: 1) the 2007
Regional Transportation Plan; 2) the State Transportation Improvement Program; and 3) the Air Quality
Conformity Analysis; and

WHEREAS, the 2007 FTIP Amendment No. 3 contains the MPO’s certification of the transportation
planning process assuring that all federal requirements have been fulfilied; and

WHEREAS, the 2007 FTIP Amendment No. 3 includes projects and financial information for four
years of programming; and

WHEREAS, the 2007 FTIP Amendment No. 3 includes updates to the Expedited Project Selection
Procedures; and

WHEREAS, projects submitted in the 2007 FTIP Amendment No. 3 must be financially constrained
and the financial plan affirms that funding is available; and

WHEREAS, the 2007 RTP and 2007 FTIP Amendment No. 3 do not interfere with the timely
implementation of the Transportation Control Measures; and

WHEREAS, the MPO must demonstrate conformity per 40 CFR Part 93 for the RTP and FTIP; and
WHEREAS, in accordance with EPA Companion Guidance for the Conformity Rule for multi-

jurisdictional areas, Kern COG has developed their portion of the PM2.5 regional emissions analysis
separately and provided the entire PM2.5 nonattainment area conformity demonstration; and




WHEREAS, the PM2.5 nonattainment area conformity demonstration is contingent upon adoption by
all MPQs in the PM2.5 nonattainment area; and

WHEREAS, the Kern COG has also developed a regional emissions analysis for Carbon
Monoxide (CO), Ozone, and PM-10 for Kern County; and

WHEREAS, the documents have been widely circulated and reviewed by Kem COG advisory
committee 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; and

WHEREAS, the Kern COG Policy Board has reviewed the Program Environmental Impact Report
prepared for the 2007 Destination 2030 Regional Transportation Plan and has certified it as adequate and in
compliance with the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQAY); and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was conducted on April 19, 2007 to hear and consider comments on
the 2007 RTP, 2007 FTIP Amendment No. 3, and associated Air Quality Conformity Anaiysis and the
remainder of the MPOs in the PM2.5 nonattainment area have conducted public hearings as well; and

WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) Policy Board has reviewed the Air
Quality Conformity Analysis and made a finding that the 2007 Destination 2030 Regional Transportation Plan
and the 2007 Federal Transportation Improvement Program Amendment No. 3 are in conformance with the
applicable transportation conformity rules for the applicable air quality standards.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) adopts
the 2007 RTP, 2007 FTIP Amendment No. 3, and associated Air Quality Conformity Analysis.

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 17TH DAY OF MAY 2007.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Cherylee Wegman, 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
authorized at a regularly scheduled meeting held on the 17th day of May 2007.

Ronald E. Brummett, Executive Director
Kern Council of Governments

Date:

Resolution No. 07-19
2007 Air Quality
2007 RTP

2007 FTIP
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