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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report presents the Conformity Analysis for theSB&deral Transportation Improvement
Program (FTIP) and th2014Regional Transportation PlamheKern Council of Governmenis
the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPOKém County California, and is
responsible for regional transportation planning.

The Clean Air Act Seaon 176(c) (42 U.S.C. 7506(c)) and U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) transportation conformity regulations (40 CFR 93 Subpart A) require that each
new RTP and TIP be demonstrated to conform to the State Implementation Plan (SIP) before the
RTP aml TIP are approved by the MPO or accepted by the U.S. Department of Transportation
(DOT). This analysis demonstrates that the criteria specified in the transportation conformity
regulations for a conformity determination are satisfied by theés ZXIP and2014 RTP; a
finding of conformity is therefore supportedhe 205 FTIP and2014 RTP and corresponding
Conformity Analysiswere approved by thidern Council of Government3olicy Board onJune

19, 2014 FHWA/FTA last issued a finding of conformity fohe 2013 TIP and 201 RTP,
including amendments, ddecember 16, 2013.

The 205 TIP and 2014 RTP have been financially constrained in accordance with the
requirements of 40 CFR 93.108 and consistent with the U.S. DOT metropolitan planning
regulations (3 CFR Part 450). A discussion of financial constraint and funding sources is
included n the appropriate documents.

The applicable Federal criteria or requirements for conformity determinations, the conformity
tests applied, the results of the confoyngissessment, and an overview of the organization of this
report are summarized below.

CONFORMITY REQUIREME NTS

The Federal transportation conformity regulations (40 Code of Federal Regulations Parts 51 and
93) specify criteria and procedures for confiiymdeterminations for transportation plans,
programs, and projects and their respective amendments. The Federal transportation conformity
regulation was first promulgated in 1993 by the U.S. EPA, following the passage of amendments
to the Federal Clean AAct in 1990. The Federal transportation conformity regulation has been
revised several times since its initial release to reflect both EPA rule changes and court opinions.
The transportation conformity regulation is summarized in Chapter 1.

The confoormt y regul ation applies nationwide to fal/l
transportatiorrelated criteria pollutants for which the area is designated nonattainment or has a

mai ntenance plano (40 CFR 93. 10 2ijtions tleweofyient | y,
designated as nonattainment with respect to Federal air quality standards for ozone, and
particulate matter under 2.5 microims diameter (PM2.5); and has a maintenance plan for
particulate matter under 10 microns in diameter {EW| aswell as a maintenance plan for

carbon monoxide (CO) for the urbanized/metropolitan areas of Kern, Fresno, Stanislaus and San
Joaquin Counties. Therefore, transportation plans and programs for the nonattainment areas for
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the Kern Countyarea must satisfyhe requirements of the Federal transportation conformity
regulation.

Figure 1- AirPollution Control Districtsinthe Kern Region
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Kern COG is also located in the federally designated Mojave Desert, portions of the Indian Wells
Valley Planning Area, and the portion of the San Joaquitey (SJV) PM10 nonattainment

area that lies within the Kern County Air Pollution Control District (this area is not included in
the SJV 2007 PMO Maintenance Plaand has been labeled the East KernnEMAreg. The
Mojave Desert area is currently dgsated as nonattainment for the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) for-Bour ozone; whereas the Indian Wells Valley Planning area is
designated as a maintenance area forl®PM The Kern COG transportation plans and programs
also satisfy theeguirements of the transportation conformity regulation for these nonattainment
areas.

Under the transportation conformity regulation, the principal criteria for a determination of
conformity for transportation plans and programs are:

(1) the TIP and RTP mugtass an emissions budget test using a budget that has been found to be
adequate by EPA for transportation conformity purposes, or an interim emission test;

(2) the latest planning assumptions and emission models specified for use in conformity
determinationgnust be employed;

(3) the TIP and RTP must provide for the timely implementation of transportation control
measures (TCMs) specified in the applicable air quality implementation plans; and
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(4) interagency and public consultation.

Figure 2 - Ozone/Carbon Monoxide Planning Areas
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On-going interagency consultation is conducted throughS3he Joaquin Valley Interagency
Consultation Group to ensure Valleyde coordination, communication and compliance with
Federal and California Clean Air Act requiremenEach of the eight Valley MPOs and the San
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control DistricA{r District) are represented. The Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA), Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the U.S. EPA, the
California Air Resources Bod (CARB) and Caltrans are also represented on the committee.
The final determination of conformity for the TIP and RTP is the responsibiliHYWA, and

FTA within the U.S. DOT.

FHWA has developed a Conformity Checklist (included in Appendix A) tloatains the
required items to complete a conformity determination. Appropriate references to these items are
noted on the checkilist.

CONFORMITY TESTS

The conformity tests specified in the Federal transportation conformity regulation are: (1) the
emissons budget test, and (2) the interim emission test. For the emissions budget test, predicted
emissions for the TIP/RTP must be less than or equal to the motor vehicle emissions budget
specified in the approved air quality implementation plan or the emss&iodget found to be
adequate for transportation conformity purposes. If there is no approved air quality plan for a
pollutant for which the region is in nonattainment or no emission budget has been found to be
adequate for transportation conformity pwses, the interim emission test applies. Chapter 1
summarizes the applicable air quality implementation plans and conformity tests for carbon
monoxide, ozone, PMO, and PM2.5.

RESULTS OF THE CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

A regional emissions analysis was coneédctor the years 2014, 2017, 20@&a interpolation)

2020, 2023 2025 2032, 2035 and 2040for each applicable pollutant. All analyses were
conducted using the latest planning assumptions and emissions models. The major conclusions of
theKern Council d Governmentonformity Analysis are:

9 For carbon monoxide, the total regionalroad vehiclerelated emissions associated with
implementation of the 2GIFTIP and the2014RTP for the analysis years are projected to be
less than the approved emissiongl¢pet established in tH2004 Revision to the California
State Implementation Plan for Carbon Monoxid@e applicable conformity test for carbon
monoxide is therefore satisfied.

1 For ozone, the total regional -0voad vehiclerelated emissions (ROG and NOassociated
with implementation of the 2GIFTIP and the2014RTP for all years tested are projected to
be less than thepprovedemissions budgets specified in B@07 Ozone Plar(as revised in
2011) The conformity tests for ozone are therefore satisfi

1 For PM10, the total regional vehicielated emissions (PMIO and NOx) associated with
implementation of the 2@LFTIP and the2014 RTP for all years tested are either (1)
projected to be less than the approved emissions budgets, or (2) less tlemistien
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budgets using the approved PM and NOx trading mechanism for transportation
conformity purposes from th2007 PM-10 Maintenance PlanThe conformity tests for PM
10 are therefore satisfied.

1 For PM25, the total regional omoad vehiclerelated emissions associated with
implementation of the 2@LFTIP and the2014 RTP for the analysis years amdther (1)
projected to be less than thpproved emissiobudgets or (2) less than the emission budgets
using the approved PM2.5 and NOx trading meigdmanfor transportation conformity
purposes fronthe 2008 PM2.5 Plar{as revised in 2011 he conformity tests for PM2.5 for
both the 1997 and 2006 standards are therefore satisfied.

1 The 205 FTIP and the2014RTP will not impede and will support timelyriplementation of
the TCMs that have been adopted as part of applicable air quality implementation plans. The
current status of TCM implementation is documented in Chapter 4 of this report. Since the
local SJV procedures (e.@\ir District Rule 9120 Transgrtation Conformity) have not been
approved by EPA, consultation has been conducted in accordance with Federal requirements.

Regional emissions analyses were also conducted @t 2025, 2035and 204Gor the Eastern
Kern ozone area and the Indian V8ellalley PM10 area. No emissions analysis was completed
for the portion of the SJV PMIO nonattainment area that is under Kern County Air Pollution
Control District jurisdiction East Kern PMLO Area)

1 For Mojave Desert ozone, the total regionalroal vehiclerelated emissions (ROG and
NOXx) associated with implementation of the 20ATIP and the2014RTP Amendmentor
all years tested are projected to be less than the adequate emissions budgets specified in the 8
Hour Ozone Early Progress Plan. Thafoomity tests for ozone are therefore satisfied.

1 For Indian Wells Valley PMLO, the total regional vehiclelated emissions associated with
implementation of the 2@LFTIP and the2014 RTP for all years tested are projected to be
less than the approvedmissions budgets from the PM Attainment Demonstration,
Maintenance Plan, and Riesignation Request. The conformity tests for-BMare therefore
satisfied.

1 For the portion of the SJV PM0 nonattainment area that is under the jurisdiction of the
Kern County APCD (East Kern PMIO Area), the interim emissions test is satisfied for all
years since the transportation projects and p

fibaselined scenarios are exactly t hethesame. I
emi ssions predicted in the fAactiono scenario
the ABaselined scenario for sucHfiOaerherefgyrsi s year
satisfied.

REPORT ORGANIZATION

The report is organized intsix chapters. Chapter 1 provides an overview of the applicable
Federal and State conformity regulations and requirements, air quality implementation plans, and
conformity test requirements. Chapter 2 contains a discussion of the latest planning assumption
and transportation modeling. Chapter 3 describes the air quality modeling used to estimate
emission factors and mobile source emissions. Chapter 4 contains the documentation required
under the Federal transportation conformity regulation for transpmrtatdntrol measures.
Chapter 5 provides an overview of the interagency requirements and the general approach to
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compliance used by the San Joaquin Vall8Os The results of the conformity analysis for the
TIP/RTPare provided in Chapter 6.

AppendixE includes public meeting documentation conducted or2®i® FTIPand2014RTP
and corresponding Conformity Analysisn April 15 and 17, 2014Comments received on the
conformity analysis and responses made as part of the public involvement process @ed inclu
AppendixF.
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CHAPTER 1:
FEDERAL AND STATE RE GULATORY REQUIREMENT S

The criteria for determining conformity of transportation programs and plans under the Federal
transportation conformity regulation (40 CFR Parts 51 and 93) and the applicable ¢ynform
tests for the San Joaquin Valley nonattainment areas are summarized in this section. The
Conformity Analysis for the 2@LFederal Transportation Improvement Program (TdRY) the

2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTRjas prepared based on theseecidt and tests.
Presented first is a review of the development of the applicable conformity regulation and
guidance procedures, followed by summaries of conformity regulation requirements, air quality
designation status, conformity test requirementsagadlysis years for the Conformity Analysis.

Kern Council of Governments the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for
Kern Countyin the San Joaquin Valley. As a result of this designati@rn Council of
Governmentgprepares the TIFRTP, and associated conformity analyses. The TIP serves as a
detailed four year (FFY 204/15 i 2017/18) programming document for the preservation,
expansion, and management of the transportation system. TA®ZP has £2040horizon that
provides the dng term direction for the continued implementation of the freeway/expressway
plan, as well as improvements to arterial streets, transit, and travel demand management
programs. The TIP and RTP include capacity enhancements to the freeway/expressway system
commensurate with available funding.

A. FEDERAL AND STATE CO NFORMITY REGULATIONS

CLEAN AIR ACT AMENDMENTS

Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act (CAA, 1990) requires that Federal agencies and MPOs not
approve any transportation plan, program, or projeat does not conform to the approved State
Implementation Plan (SIP). The 1990 amendments to the Clean Air Act expanded Section 176(c)
to more explicitly define conformity to an implementation plan to mean:

AConformity to the pdredutingthpsevenyasdenbesf el i mi nat
of violations of the national ambient air quality standardsagideving expeditious

attainment of such standards; and that such activitiésiot (i) cause or contribute

to any new violation of any standard in aaea; (i) increase the frequency or

severity of any existing violation of argtandard in any area; or (iii) delay timely

attainment of any standard or amgquired interim emission reductions or other

mi |l estones in any area. o

Section 176(c) also provide®nditions for the approval of transportation plans, programs, and
projects, and requirements that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgate
conformity determination criteria and procedures no later than November 15, 1991.
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FEDERAL RULE

The initial November 15, 1991 deadline for conformity criteria and procedures was partially
completed through the issuance of supplemeéntalim conformity guidance issued on June 7,

1991 for carbon monoxide, ozone, and particulate matter ten microns ior désseter (PMLO).

EPA subsequently promulgated the Conformity Final Rule in the November 24 F@@sal
Register(EPA, 1993). The 1993 Rule became effective on December 27, 1993. The Federal
Transportation Conformity Final Rule has been amendedraetimes from 1993 tpresent

These amendments have addressed a number of items related to conformity lapses, grace periods,
and other related issues to streamline the conformity process.

EPA published the Transportation Conformity Rule PM2.5 and PM@a@ndments on March 24,

201Q the rule becameffective on April 23, 2010(EPA, 2010% This PM amendments final

rule amends the conformity regulation to address the 2006 PM2.5 national ambient air quality
standard (NAAQS). The final PM amendments ralso addresses hepot analyses in PM2.5

and PM10 and carbon monoxide nonattainment and maintenance areas.

On March 14, 2012, EPA publishethe Transportation Conformity Rule Restructuring
Amendments, effective April 13, 201¢EPA, 2012) The amendmentsestructure several
sections of the rule so that they apply to any new or revised National Ambient Air Quality
Standards. In addition, several clarifications to improve implementation of the rule were
finalized.

MULTI -JURISDICTIONAL GUIDANCE

EPA rebssued Guidance for Transportation Conformity Implementation in Muttsdictional
Nonattainment and Maintenance Areas in July 2012. This guidance updates and supersedes the
July 209P4arimdi ti i (&@RAa2004), butdoed moncbamge tleibstance of the
guidance on how nonattainment areas with multiple agencies should conduct conformity
determinations.This guidance applies to the San Joaquin Valley since there are multiple MPOs
within a single nonattainment area. The main principlehef guidance is that one regional
emissions analysis is required for the entire nonattainment area. However, separate modeling and
conformity documents may be developed by each MPO.

Part 3 of the guidance applies to nonattainment areas that havetadegapproved conformity
budgets addressing a particular air quality standard. This Part currently applies to the San
Joaquin Valley for carbon monoxide, ozone and-FM The guidance allows MPOs to make
independent conformity determinations for thelarg and TIPs as long as all of the other
subareas in the nonattainment area have conforming transportation plans and TIPs in place at the
time of each MPO anthhe Department of Transportation@T) conformity determination.

With respect to PM2.5, th&ransportation Conformity Rule PM2.5 and PM10 Amendments
publishedon March 24,201e f f ect i vely i ngdorpedaceés onhéonguli dia
into the rule.The Rule allows MPOs to make independent conformity determinations for their

plans andTIPs as long as all of the other subareas in the nonattainment area have conforming
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transportation plans and TIPs in place at the time of each MPO and DOT conformity
determination.

DISTRICT RULE

The San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control Dist (Air District) adopted Rule 9120
Transportation Conformity on January 19, 1995 in response to requirements in Section
176(c)(4)(c) of the 1990 Clean Air Act Amendments. Rule 9120 contains the Transportation
Conformity Rule promulgated November 299B verbatim. The Rule provides guidance for the
development of consultation procedures and processes at the local level. As required by the
Transportation Conformity Rule, Rule 9120 was submitted to EPA on January 24, 1995 as a
revision to the State SIP The rule becomes effective on the date EPA promulgates interim,
partial, or final approval in the Federal Register.

To date, the Rule has not received approval by EPA. Section 51.390(b) of the Transportation
Conformity Rul e st gtoebkaf thefi Ftatel confommitynpgovisibisXor a p

portion thereof) in a revision to the applicable implementation plan, conformity determinations
woul d be governed by the approved (or approved i
should also & noted that EPA has changed 40 CFR 51.390 to streamline the requirements for

State conformity SIPs. Since a transportation conformity SIP has not been approved for the SJV,

the Federal transportation conformity rule still governs.

B. CONFORMITY REGULATI ON REQUIREMENTS

The Federal regulations identify general criteria and procedures that apply to all transportation
conformity determinations, regardless of pollutant and implenientptan status. These include:

1) Conformity Test® Sections 93.118 and 939 specify emissions tests (budget and interim
emissions) that the TIP/RTP must satisfy in order for a determination of conformity to be
found. The final transportation conformity regulation issued on July 1, 2004 requires a
submitted SIP motor vehicleméssions budget to be found adequate or approved by EPA
prior to use for making conformity determinations. The budget must be used on or after the
effective date of EPAG6s adequacy finding or ap

2) Methods / Modeling:

Latest Planning Assumptiors Section 93.110 specifies that conformity determinations

must be based upon the most recent planning assumptions in force at the time the conformity
analysis begins. This is defined as fithe poi:
of the proposedransportation plan or TIP on travel and/or emissions. New data that

becomes available after an analysis begins is required to be used in the conformity
determination only if a significant delay in the analysis has occurred, as determined through
interagecy consul t az10b.o Allbanalydedfér,the Zdnhformity Analysis were

conducted using the latest planning assumptions and emissions models in force at the time the
conformity analysis started iugust 2013 see Chapter 2).

Latest Emissions Motied Section 93.111 requires that the latest emission estimation
models specified for use in SIPs must be used for the conformity andidiSRAC2011was
used in the Conformity Analysis and is documented in ChapteERBA issued a federal
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register noticeon March 6, 2013 formally approving EMFAC2011 fase inconformity
determinations.

3) Timely Implementation of TCM& Section 93.113 provides a detailed description of the
steps necessary to demonstrate that the new TIP/RTP are providing for the timely
implementation of TCMs, as well as demonstrate that the plan and/or program is not
interfering with this implementationTCM documentation is included in Chapter 4 of the
Conformity Analysis.

4) Consultationd Section 93.105 requires that the confoymitetermination be made in
accordance with the consultation procedures outlined in the Federal regulations. These
include:

T MPOs are required to provide reasonable opportunity for consultation with State air
agencies, local air quality and transportatioerages, the USDOT and EPA (Section
93.105(a)(1)).

T  MPOs are required to establish a proactive public involvement process, which provides
opportunity for public review and comment prior to taking formal action on a conformity
determination (Section 93.105]e)

The TIP, RTRand corresponding conformity determinationspaepared by each MPO. Copies

of the Draft documents are provided to member agenciéoters, including FHWAFederal
Transit Administration (FTA), EPA, Caltrans, CARB, and e District for review. Both the

TIP and RTP are required to be publicly available and an opportunity for public review and
comment is provided. The consultation process for the conformity analysis incl&@esag
comment period followed by a public meeting.

C. AIR QUALITY DESIGNAT IONS APPLICABLE TO T HE SAN
JOAQUIN VALLEY

The conformity regulation (section 93.102) requires documentation of the applicable pollutants
and precursors for which EPA has designated the area nonattainment or maintenance. In
addition, he nonattainment or maintenance area and its boundaries should be described.

Kern Council of Governmentss located in the federally designated San Joaquin Valley Air
Basin. The borders of the basin are defined by mountain and foothill ranges tettandcaest.

The northern border is consistent with the county line between San Joaquin and Sacramento
Counties. The southern border is less defined, but is roughly bounded by the Tehachapi
Mountains and, to some extent, the Sierra Nevada range. @iyfdor the 2015 FTIP and

2014 RTP includes analysis of existing and future air quality impacts for each applicable
pollutant.

The San Joaquin Valley is currently designated as nonattainment for the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) for-Bour ozone 1997 and2008 standard), and particulate matter
under 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5) (1997 and 2006 standards); and has a maintenance plan
for particulate matter under 10 microns in diameter {FOY| as well as a maintenance plan for
carbon maoxide (CO) for the urbanized/metropolitan areas of Kern, Fresno, Stanislaus and San

10
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Joaquin Counties. State Implementation Plans have been prepared to address carbon monoxide,
ozone, PM10 and PM2.5:

1 The 2004 Revision to the California State ImplemeomaPlan for Carbon Monoxide
was approved by EPA on November 30, 2005 (effective January 30, 2006).

1 The 2007 &Hour (1997 StandardDzone Plan (as revised in 2011) was approved by
EPA on March 1, 2012 (effective ApBD, 2012).

1 The 2007 PMLO Mantenance Plan, which included revisions to the attainment plan, was
approved (with minor technical corrections to the conformity budgets) by EPA on
November 12, 2008.

1 The 2008 PM2.51997 StandardPlan (as revised in 2011) was approved by EPA on
Novemler 9, 2011 (effective January 9, 2012).

On November 13, 2009, EPA published Air Quality Designations for the 200©@4PM2.5
standard, effective December 14, 2009. Nonattainment areas are required to meet the standard by
2014; transportation confoity applies by December 14, 2010. In the San Joaquin Valley, the
1997 standards (both 2¥ur and annual) will continue to apply. It is important to note that the
2006 24hour PM2.5 nonattainment area boundary for the San Joaquin Valley is exactijnéhe sa

as the nonattainment area boundary for the 1997 annual standard.

In accordance with the EPA Interim Transportation Conformity Guidance for 2006 PM2.5
NAAQS Nonattainment areas, if a 2006 PM2.5 area has adequate or approved SIP budgets that
address thd997 standards, it must use the budget test until new 2006 PM2.5 standard budgets
are found adequate or approved. The new attainment year of 2014 must be modeled.

The SJV 2012 PM2.5 Plaraddressing the 2006 PM2.5 standards) was approved by ARB in

Janwary 2013 and subsequently submitted to EPA on March 3, 20&®&ever, recent U.S Court

of Appeal s6 decision remanding EPA PM2.5 | mpl e me
the Plan—rEPA i s currently assessing haBeotbedufithtect s of
adequacy process on the conformity budgets in the 2012 Plan. As a result, we are assuming that

those conformity budgets will not be available for use and that the 2008 PM2.5 Plan conformity

budgets are the only budgets applicable aadiaed for this demonstration

EPA designated the San Joaquin Valley nonattainment area for the new 2008 Ozone Standard,
effective July 20, 2012; the attainment year for the San Joaquin Valley is 2032. Transportation
conformity applies omyear after theeffective date (July 20, 2013)Federal approval for the

eight SJV MPO6s 2008 Ozone standard conformity
EPAG6s final r bel 2608 Ozone ISanda&calso revoked the 1997 Ozane&id

for transporation conformiy purposes. This revocation becagfiective July 20, 2013.

In accordance with EPA guidance dated July 2012, if a 2008 Ozone area has adequate or
approved 8 budgets that address the 1997 standards, it must use the budget test \2id&ew
Ozone standard budgets are found adequate or approved. The new attainment year of 2032 must
be modeled.
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D. CONFORMITY TEST REQU IREMENTS

The conformity (Section 93.109{(¢k)) rule requires that either a table or text description be
provided that diils, for each pollutant and precursor, whether the interim emissions tests and/or
the budget test apply for conformity. In addition, documentation regarding which emissions
budgets have been found adequate by EPA, and which budgets are currently ledplicabat
analysis years is required.

Specific conformity test requirements established for the San Joaquin Valley nonattainment areas
for carbon monoxide, ozone, and particulate matter are summarized below.

Section 93.124(d) of the 1997 Final Traogption Conformity regulation allows for conformity
determinations for subegional emission budgets by MPOs if the applicable implementation
plans (or implementation plan submission) explicitly indicates an intent to create such sub
regional budgets fathe purpose of conformity. In addition, Section 93.124(e) of the 1997 rules
Sstates: ieif a nonattainment area includes
establish motor vehicle emission budgets for each MPO, or else the MPOs must callectivel

mor

ma k e a conformity determination for t he entir

implementation plan and estimate of baseline emissions in the San Joaquin Valley provides motor
vehicle emission budgets by county, to facilitate codengl conformityfindings.

CARBON MONOXIDE

The urbanized/metropolitan areas of Kern, Fresno, Stanislaus and San Joaquin Counties are
classified maintenance for carbon monoxide (CO). The motor vehicle emission budgets for
carbon monoxide are specified in @04 Resion to the California State Implementation Plan

for Carbon Monoxidén tons per average winter day. EPA published a direct final rulemaking
approving the plan on November 30, 2005, effective January 30, 2006.

For carbon monoxide, the Federal transgimh conformity regulation requires that the TIP and

RTP must pass an emissions budget test with a budget that has been approved by EPA for
transportation conformity purposes. New conformity budgets have been approved for 2003, 2010
and 2018 for portionsf the San Joaquin Valley as provided in the following table.

Table 1-1:
On-Road Motor Vehicle CO Emissions Budgets
2003 Emissions 2010 Emissions 2018 Emissions
County (winter tons/day) (winter tons/day) (winter tons/day)
Fresno 240 240 240
Kern 180 180 180
San Joaquin 170 170 170
Stanislaus 130 130 130
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OZONE (2008 STANDARD)

EPAGs final rul e i mplementing the 2008 o0zonhe stz
transportation conformity purposes. This revocation is effective Ju(A®. Areas designated

nonattainment for the 2008 ozone standard are required to use any existing adequate or approved

SIP motor vehicle emissions budgets for a prior ozone standard until budgets for the 2008 ozone
standard are either found adequate ppraved. Therefore, when a 2008 ozone nonattainment

area has adequate or approved budgets for any ozone standard, the budget test requirements (40
CFR 93.118) must be met.

Under the existing conformity regulation, regional emissions analyses for @eas must
address nitrogen oxides (NOx) and volatile organic compounds (VOC) precursors. It is important
to note that in California, reactive organic gases (ROG) are considered equivalent to and are used
in place of volatile organic compounds (VOC).

EPA approved the 2007 Ozo(E997 standardplan (as revised in 2011) and conformity budgets

on March 1, 2012, effective April 30, 2012. The SIP identified both reactive organic gases
(ROG) and nitrogen oxides (NOx) subarea budgets in tons per averagesrsdaymnfor each

MPO in the nonattainment area. It is important to note that the boundaries for both the 2008
ozone standard and previous ozone standard are identical. Consequently, for this conformity
analysis, the SJV MPOs will continue to conduct destrations for subarea emissions budgets

as established in the 2007 Ozone Plan (as revised in 2011).

The approved conformity budgets from Table 5 of the EPA Federal Register notice are provided
in the table below. These budgets will be used to compagenissions resulting from the 2014
RTP and 2015 FTIP.

Table 1-2:
Approved Budgets from the 2007 Ozone Plaas revised in 2011)
(summer tons/day)

2011 2014 2017 2020 2023

County ROG | NOx | ROG | NOx | ROG | NOx | ROG | NOx | ROG | NOx
Fresno 143 | 36.2| 10.7| 300 | 93 | 226 | 83 | 17.7| 8.0 | 135
Kern (SJV) 127 | 50.3| 9.7 | 427 | 87 | 31.7| 82 | 251 | 7.9 | 186
Kings 28 | 10.7| 21 8.9 1.8 6.7 1.7 5.3 1.6 4.0
Madera 3.4 9.3 25 7.7 2.2 5.8 20 | 47 1.9 3.6
Merced 51 | 199 | 3.7 | 16.7| 3.2 | 124 | 29 9.9 2.8 7.4
SanJoaquin | 111 | 246 | 84 | 205| 7.2 | 156 | 6.4 | 124 | 6.3 | 10.0
Stanislaus 85 | 169 | 64 | 139 | 56 | 106 | 5.0 84 | 4.7 6.4
Tulare 88 | 16.0| 6.7 | 13.2| 58 | 101 | 5.3 8.1 4.9 6.2
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PM-10

The 2007 PMLO Maintenance Plan was approved (with minor technical corrections to the
conformity budget) by EPA on November 12, 2008, which contains motor vehicle emission
budgets for PMLO and NOx, as well as a trading mechanism. Motor vehicle emission budgets
are established based on average annual daily emissions. The motor vehicle emissionsrbudget fo
PM-10 includes regional rentrained dust from travel on paved roads, vehicular exhaust, travel
on unpaved roads, and road construction.

The conformity budgets from Tables 6 and 7 of the Plan are provided below (including the minor
technical correctios) and will be used to compare emissions for each analysis year. CARB
subsequently updated the 2005 attainment budgets; these updates are reflected in the table below.

The PM10 SIP allows trading from the motor vehicle emissions budget for th&é@Aecursor

NOx to the motor vehicle emissions budget for primary-Fusing a 1.5 to 1 ratio. The trading
mechanism allows the agencies responsible for demonstrating transportation conformity in the
San Joaquin Valley to supplement the 2005 budget forl@Mith a portion of the 2005 budget

for NOx, and use these adjusted motor vehicle emissions budgets fdi0 Riid NOx to
demonstrate transportation conformity with the-BMSIP for analysis years after 2005. As noted
above, EPA approved the 2007 AN Mantenance Plan (with minor technical corrections to the
conformity budgets) on November 12, 2008, which includes continued approval of the trading
mechanism.

The trading mechanism will be used only for conformity analyses for analysis years after 2005.
To ensure that the trading mechanism does not impact the ability to meet the NOx budget, the
NOx emission reductions available to supplement the-1BMbudget shall only be those
remaining after the NOx budget has been met.

Table 1-3:
On-Road Motor Vehicle PM-10 Emissions Budgets
(tons per average annual day)

2005 2020

County PM-10 NOx PM-10 NOx
Fresno 13.5 59.2 16.1 23.2
Kern® 12.1 88.3 14.7 39.5
Kings 3.1 16.7 3.6 6.8
Madera 3.6 13.9 4.7 6.5
Merced 6.2 39.4 6.4 12.9
San Joaquin 9.1 42.6 106 17.0
Stanislaus 5.6 29.7 6.7 10.8
Tulare 7.3 25.1 9.4 10.9

@ Kern County subarea includes only the portion of Kern County within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin
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PM2.5

EPA and FHWA have indicated that areas violating both the annual andug4tandards for
PM2.5 must address both standards in the conformity determination. The San Joaquin Valley
currently violates both standards, and the conformity determination includes both analyses.
Please note that this includes both the 1997 standadighan2006 2hour standard (see
discussion under Air Quality Designations Applicable to the San Joaquin Valley above).

The 2008 PM2.5standard)Plan (as revised in 2011) was approved by EPA on November 9,
2011, which contains motor vehicle emissiorddpets for PM2.5 and NOx established based on
average annual daily emissions, as well as a trading mechanism. The motor vehicle emissions
budget for PM2.5 includes directly emitted PM2.5 motor vehicle emissions from tailpipe, brake
wear and tire wear. VOGOx, ammonia, and dust (from paved roads, unpaved roads, and road
construction) were found to be insignificant and not included in the motor vehicle emission
budgets for conformity purposes. The conformity budgets from table 5 of the November 9, 2011
Federal Register are provided below and will be used to compare emissions resulting from the
2015 TIP and 24 RTP.

The Clean Air Act requires all states to attain the 1997 PM2.5 standards as expeditiously as
practicable beginning in 2010, but by noelathan April 5, 2015. States must identify their
attainment dates based on the rate of reductions from their control strategies and the severity of
the PM2.5 problem. Modeling must be used to verify that the control strategy is as expeditious as
practicate. The 2008 PM2.5 Plan shows that the San Joaquin Valley PM2.5 nonattainment area
can attain the annual PM2.5 NAAQS in 2014. The SIP has identified subarea budgets for each
MPO in the nonattainment area. For this Conformity Analysis, the SJV willneentd conduct
determinations for subarea emission budgets as established in the applicable implementation plan.

Table 1-4:
On-Road Motor Vehicle PM2.5 Emissions Budgets
(tons per average annual day)

2012 2014

County PM2.5 NOx PM2.5 NOx
Fresno 15 35.7 1.1 31.4
Kern (SJV) 1.9 48.9 12 43.8
Kings 04 10.5 0.3 9.3
Madera 04 9.2 0.3 8.1
Merced 0.8 19.7 0.6 17.4
San Joaquin 11 24.5 0.9 21.6
Stanislaus 0.7 16.7 0.6 14.6
Tulare 0.7 15.7 0.5 13.8
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The CARB technical revisions to the motor i emissions budgets also included a trading
mechanism that allows trading from the motor vehicle emissions budget for t2e5Riviecursor

NOx to the motor vehicle emissions budget for primary-PB®using a 9 to 1 ratid.he trading
mechanism allows #agencies responsible for demonstrating transportation conformity in the
San Joaquin Valley to supplement the 2014 budget fo2PMvith a portion of the 2014 budget

for NOx, and use these adjusted motor vehicle emissions budgets f@5Pdhd NOX to
demonstrate transportation conformity with the 2\ SIP for analysis years after 2014. As
noted above, EPA approved the 2008 PM2.5 Plan (as revised in 2011) on November 9, 2011,
which includes continued approval of the trading mechanism.

The trading mehanism will be used only for conformity analyses for analysis years after 2014.
To ensure that the trading mechanism does not impact the ability to meet the NOx budget, the
NOx emission reductions available to supplement the-2BVbudget shall only be dbe
remaining after the NOx budget has been met.

The SJV 2012 PM2.5 Plan (addressing the 2006 PM2.5 standards) was approved by ARB in

January 2013 and subsequently submitted to EPA on March 3, 2013. However, recent U.S Court

of Appeal s6 n"MeckERAoORPM2 efnalnmpl ement ati on Rul e may
the Plan. EPApublished a proposed rule on November 21, 2013 to adtlressffects of the

Courtdés decision and has not begun the adequacy
Plan. As a result, we are assuming that those conformity budgets will not be available for use and

that the 2008 PM2.5 Plan conformity budgets are the only budgets applicable and are used for

this demonstration.

As noted abovein accordance witthe EPA Transpotation Conformity Rule Restructuring
AmendmentsNonattainment areas allows 2006 PM2.5 areas with adequate or approved 1997
PM2.5 budgets to determine conformity for both of the NAAQS at the same time, using the
budget test.

E. ANALYSIS YEARS

The conformiy regulation (Section 93.11l§ and[d]) requires documentation of the years for
which consistency with motor vehicle emission budgets must be shown. In addition, any
interpolation performed to meet tests for years in which specific analysis is noedeqaed to

be documented.

For the selection of the horizon years, the conformity regulation requires: (1) that if the
attainment year is in the time span of the transportation plan, it must be modeled; (2) the last year
forecast in the transportatigghan must be a horizon year; and (3) horizon years may not be more
than ten years apart. In addition, the conformity regulation requires that conformity must be
demonstrated for each year for which the applicable implementation plan specifically establish
motor vehicle emission budgets.

Section 93.118(b)(2) clarifies that when a maintenance plan has been submitted, conformity must
be demonstrated for the last year of the maintenance plan and any other years for which the
maintenance plan establishesdbets in the time frame of the transportation plan. Section

93.118(d)(2) indicates that a regional emissions analysis may be performed for any years, the
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attainment year , and the | ast year of the ©plan
interpdating between the years for which the regional emissions analysis is performed.

Table 1-5:
San Joaquin Valley Conformity Analysis Years
Attainment/
Maintenance Intermediate RTP
Pollutant Budget Years Year Years Horizon Year

CO NA 2018 2017/202%52035 2040
Ozone 2014/2017/2022023 2032 N/A 2040
PM-10 NA 2020 20252035 2040
PM2.5 NA 2014 2017/202%035 2040

Section 8.118d)(2) indicates that the regional emissions analysis may be performed for any

years in the time frame of the transportafben provided they are not more than ten years apart

and provided the analysis is performed for the attainment year (if it is in the time frame of the
transportation plan) and the | ast year of the p
consstency with motor vehicle emissions budgets must be demonstrated, as required in paragraph

(b) of this section (i.e., each budget year), may be determined by interpolating between the years

for which the regional emissions analysis is performed. Fortlanalysis year 2018 will be

interpolated from 2017 and 2025.

For PM2.5, the attainment year is 2014 for both the 1997 and 2006 Standards. On March 8,
2005, EPA i ssued Gui dance for Determining t he
Conformity in nev 8-hour ozone and PM2.5 Nonattainment Areas (EPA, &00%er CAA

section 172(a)(2), alPM2.5 nonattainment areasill have an initial maximum statutory

attainment date of April 5, 2010. However, the submitted 2008 PM2.5sRtams that the San

JoaquinValley PM2.5 nonattainment area can attain the annual PM2.5 NAAQS in 2014.

addition, the attainment year for the 2006 PM2.5 areas will be 2014. Since this is the same
attainment year as the 1997 standards noted above, no changes to the confolysity yaaas

are required.

F. AIR QUALITY DESIGNAT IONS APPLICABLE TO T HE OTHER
AREAS OF KERN COUNTY

In addition to the San Joaquin Valley planning area, Kern County also includes the federally
designated Mojave Desert, portions of the Indian Wells Valeyning Area, and the portion of

the San Joaquin Valley R¥D nonattainment area that lies within the Kern County Air Pollution
Control District (this area is not included in the SJV 2007-HMJaintenance Pla@nd has been

1Budget years that are not in the time frame of the transportation plan are not included as analysis years (e.g.,
CO 2003 and 2010, Ozone 2008 and 2011;F\2005, PM2.5 2012), although they may be used to demonstrate
conformity.
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labeled the East Kern PWD Area Conformity for the 203 FTIP an@?014RTP also includes
analysis of existing and future air quality impacts for each applicable pollutant.

The Mojave Desert area is currently designated as nonattainment for the National Ambient Air
Quality Standarsl (NAAQS) for 8hour ozone; whereas the Indian Wells Valley Planning area is
designated as a maintenance area forlPiMand there is an additional East Kern-B8Area.

The Kern County Air Pollution Control District is responsible for air quality plareld@ment

for these areas. State Implementation Plans have been prepared to atidiesezZ®ne in the
Mojave Desertand PM10 in the Indian Wells:

1 EPA published a Notice of Adequacy for théx@ir ozone Early Progress Plans for Eastern
Kern County on Mvember 25, 2008 (effective December 10, 2008).

1 The PM10 Attainment demonstration, Maintenance Plan, and Redesignation Request was
approved by EPA on May 7, 2003 (effective June 6, 2003).

While there is a 2007 PNIO Maintenance Plan for the San Joagualley, it does not address

the portion of the nonattainment area under the jurisdiction of Kern County APCD (East Kern
PM-10 Area). It is important to note that EPA has not designated any area beyond the San
Joaquin Valley portion of Kern County as mattainment for the 1997 PM2.5 standards or the
2006 24hour PM2.5 standard.

G. CONFORMITY TEST REQU IREMENTS

OZONE

Under the existing conformity regulation, regional emissions analyses for ozone areas must
address nitrogen oxides (NOx) and volatile migacompounds (VOC) precursors. The motor
vehicle emission budgets for ozone are specified in the Early Progress Plans for the California
State Implementation Plan in tons per average summer day. EPA published the notice of
adequacy determination in thederal Register on November 25, 2008 (effective December 10,
2008). The 2008 motor vehicle emission budgets for ROG and NOx are provided in the table
below.

Table 1-6:
Mojave Desert (Eastern Kern County)
Ozone Emissions Budgets
(summer tons / day)

County ROG NOXx
Kerni Eastern 5 18
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PM-10

The Indian Wells Valley planning area, which includes a portion of Kern County, has an
approved Maintenance Plan for PN that includes conformity budgets. The motor vehicle
emissions budget for PO are pecified in the September 5, 2003 AM Attainment
Demonstration, Maintenance Plan, anddgsignation Request. EPA finalized approval of this
Plan on May 7, 2003, effective June 6, 2003. The budgets for 2001 and 2013 from-Zaijle 7

the Plan providedbelow will be used to compare with each analysis year emissions. Emission
budget includes dust from paved and unpaved roads, as well as dust from construction activities.
Vehicle exhaust was determined not to be significant and was not included imd¢fes. bu

Table 1-7:
Kern County Indian Wells Valley Area
PM-10 Emissions Budgets

County 2001 (tons/day) 2013 (tons/day)
Kerni Indian Wells Valley 1.6 1.7

In addition, the San Joaquin Valley P nonattainment area includes a portion of Kern Gount
that is not addressed in the 2007 BM Maintenance Plan. This area is now under the
jurisdiction of the Kern County APCD and has been labeled the East KerttOPMea. This

area currently has no RED air quality plan. Under this scenario, the comity regulation
requires that the PMO nonattainment area use the interim emissions tests, which include either
the AActiond scenario |l ess th-Boiltdle dBasbbki MdAC:
scenario less than baseline emissions (Build980)L The regional emissions analysis must only
address PMLO, since neither VOC nor NOx precursors have been found to be a significant
contributor to the PMLO nonattainment problem in this area. Analysis year requirements are
addressed uter Section 9319(g)(1) of the conformity regulation, nonattainment areas using
interim emission tests are required to perform a regional emissions analysis for the following
years:

1 A year no more than 5 years beyond the year in which the conformity determinatioteis ma
(e.g., 209);

The | ast year of the trans#glpand ati on planédés for

Any additional years within the time frame of the transportation plan so that analysis years
are no more than 10 years apart (e.g., 20035.

Section 93.11@)(2) of the conformity regulation indicates that a regional emissions analysis

would not be required for analysis years in which the transportation projects and planning
assumptions in the AActionodo and fiBasasd thened scen
interim test can be satisfied by documenting that the transportation projects and planning
assumptions in both scenarios are exactly the same, and consequently, the emission predicted in

the Aactiond scenari o aredincotte dgrienattelre tihBaans etlhien e
such analysis years.
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H. ANALYSIS YEARS

A summary of the analysis years resulting from the above described rules and guidance for the
Conformity Analysis is provided below.

Table 1-8:
Other Portions of Kern County
Conformity Analysis Years

Attainment/
Budget Maintenance | Intermediate | RTP Horizon
Pollutant Years Year Years Year
E. Kern Ozone NA [1] 2017/20252035 2040
Indian Wells Valley PM10 NA [1] 2017/20252035 2040
East Kern PMLO NA NA 2017/20252035 2040

[1] Since the attainment year is currently 2008 for ozone and 2010 fak(PMhich are NOT in the time span of the

transportation plan, it is not included as an analysis year, although the ozone budget itself will be used to
demonstrate conformity.
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CHAPTER 2:
LATEST PLANNING ASSU MPTIONS AND
TRANSPORTATION MODEL ING

The Clean Air Act states that ithe determinatio
estimates of emissions, and such estimates shall be determined from the most recatibmopul

employment, travel, and congestion estimates as determined by the MPO or other agency

aut horized to make such estimates. o6 On January 1
jointly with EPA to provide additional clarification concerning thee usf latest planning

assumptions in conformity determinations (USDOT, 2001).

According to the conformity regulation, the tim
which the MPO or other designated agency begins to model the impact of thesquo
transportation plan or TIP on travel and/ or em

modeling began ikugust2013 A summary of transportation model updates and latest planning
assumptions was transmitted to tBan Joaquin Valleynteragemy Consultation (IAC)for
review and comments or concurrence on Aud@#t2013 The summary was discussed on the
September 17, 2013 IAConference call. Both EPA and FHWA indicated that there were no
comments or concerns regarding the summary.

Key dements of the latest planning assumption guidance include:

1 Areas are strongly encouraged to review and strive towards regulayefiveupdates of
planning assumptions, especially population, employment and vehicle registration
assumptions.

1 The latest planing assumptions must be derived from the population, employment, travel
and congestion estimates that have been most recently developed by the MPO (or other
agency authorized to make such estimates) and approved by the MPO.

1 Conformity determinations thare based on information that is older than five years should
include written justification for not using more recent information. For areas where updates
are appropriate, the conformity determination should include an anticipated schedule for
updating asumptions.

I The conformity determination must use the latest existing information regarding the
effectiveness of the transportation control measures (TCMs) and other implementation plan
measures that have already been implemented.

The Kern Council of Goveimentsuses the CUBE transportation model. The model was
validated in 2013 for the 2008 base year The latest planning assumptions used in the
transportation model validation and Conformity Analysis is summarized in Z&ble
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Table 2-1:

Summary of Latest Planning Assumptions for theKern Council of Governments
Conformity Analysis

Assumption

Year and Source of Data
(MPO action)

Modeling

Next Scheduled
Update

Population

Base Yea2013
Projections2009/2012

In October 2009, the Kern
COG policy bard adopted
population projections. In
2011 the forecast was founo
to be within 1/16 of 1% of
the observed 2010 Census
population. In December
2011 the distribution was
updated based on the 2010
Census using the same
forecast total. In 2012, the
forecast was validated agair]
using The Planning Center

methodology.

This data is
disaggregated to thg
TAZ level using
2010 U.S. Census
population and
household data for
input into theCUBE
for the base year
validation.
Projections use the
Uplan Land Use
Model for
distribution of socie
economic data to thg
TAZ level based on
local adopted gener;
plans.

Population forecag
is scheduled to be
revisited by the
Kern COG policy
board inSpring
2015.
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Year and Source of Data

Next Scheduled

Assumption (MPO action) Modeling Update
Employment Base Year: 2006/2008 This data is Employment
The employment data disaggregated to thg forecast is

was geocod by Kern COG
and used to allocate the ED
employment estimates for tl
2006 and updated in 2008.
The 2008 model validation
i ncorporated
Longitudinal Employer
Household Dynamics
(LEHD) data. Minor
adjustments tthe
distribution of employment
growth are made by
collecting local planning
assumptions through the
Kern Regional
Transportation Modeling
consistent with adopted Ke,
COG policy.

Projections. 2006/2M8/2014
The 2006 growth forecast ig
based on the Caltrans
Economic Forecasind
adjuged for selfemployed
The forecast isied to
population forecast which
have proven reliable when
compared to recent Census
dataand was reconfirmed in
2008 and 2012 The forecasi
uses a jobs per household
ratio (JPH) historically
ranging from 1.1 to B8, and
assumes a gradual
decrease in the current ratid
from 1.2 JPH to 1.1 in 2040
as the population ages as w
as other factorsconsistent
with adopted Kern COG

policy.

TAZ level for input
into theCUBE for
the base yar
validation.

Major adjustments tq
the employment
forecast have
coincided with mode
validation years 200
and 2008.
Projections use the
Uplan Land Use
Model for
distribution of socie
economic data to thg¢
TAZ level based on
local adopted genery
plans.

scheduled to be
revisited by the
Kern COG policy
board in2015
coinciding with the
2015 Model
Update.
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Assumption

Year and Source of Data
(MPO action)

Modeling

Next Scheduled
Update

Traffic Counts

542 traffic countocatiors
from the Kern Regional
Traffic Count Program were
used in 2013 model
validation.

CUBE was validated
using these traffic
counts.

Traffic counts are
gathered annually
and used updated
every four years, &
funding is
available.

Vehicle Miles of
Travel

The transportation model
was validated in 2013 to
the 2008 base year. The
validationcame within 2.7%
percent of Caltrans

HPMS VMT estimate for tha
year.

CUBEIis the
transportation mode
used to estimate
VMT in Kern
County.

VMT is an output
of the
transportation
model. VMT is
affected by the
TIP/RTP project
updates and is
included in eah
new conformity
analysisVMT is
scheduled to be
recalibrated to
HPMS and
observed counts ir|
the 2015 travel
model update.
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Assumption

Year and Source of Data
(MPO action)

Modeling

Next Scheduled
Update

Speeds

The 2014transportation
model validation was based
on survey data on peak ang
off-peakhighway speeds
collected in 2008

Speed distribtions were
updated in EMFAC2011
using methodology approve
by ARB and with
information from the
transportation model.

CUBE. The
transportation mode
includes a feedback
loop that assures
congested speeds &
consistent with trave
speeds.

EMFAC2011

Speed studies arg
conducted by

the cities and the
County on
Caltrans
functionally
classified

routes on an on
going basis for
setting/enforcing
speed limits.

This information is
gathered and
incorporated into
each new

model validation.
Updateal speed
data will be
incorporated in the
next model
validation
scheduled foR015.

Vehicle Registrationg

EMFAC2011 is the most
recent model for use in
California conformity
analyses. Vehicle
registration data is included
by ARB in the model and
cannotbe updated by the
user.

EMFAC2011

EMFAC2013

State Implementatiof
Plan Measures

Latest implementation statu
of commitments in prior
SIPs.

Emission reduction
credits consistent
with the SIPs are
postprocessed via
spreadsheets as
documented in Ch. 4

Updated for every
conformity
analysis.

A.

SOCIOECONOMIC DATA

POPULATION, EMPLOYMENT AND LAND USE
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The conformity regulation requires documentation of base case and projected population,
employment, and land use used in the transportation modelinPOU&EPA guidance indicates

that if the data is more than five years old, written justification for the use of older data must be
provided. In addition, documentation is required for how land use development scenarios are
consistent with future transpori@a system alternatives, and the reasonable distribution of
employment and residences for each alternative.

Supporting Documentation:

The Kern Regional Transportation Modeling Committee (TMC) provides oversight for the land
use and socioeconomic data utg into the model. The TMC is made up of local government
planning and public works staff. The TMC is a subcommittee oR#ional Planning Advisory
Committee to the Kern COG policy board. The TMC veastablished by a Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) éween Kern COG (representing the outlying communities), the City of
Bakersfield, the County of Kern and Caltrans District 6 to coordinate modeling in the region. The
MOU affirms the Kern COG policy for its Board to revise and adopt the countyagelaton
forecastevery 35 years.

Land use and socioeconomic data at the zonal level are used for determining trip generation. The
TMC updates the distribution of zonal data as new information and planning assumptions are
available. The population and houskhbase year estimate is based on the US Census and State
of California Department of Finance (DOF) estimates. The model includes 11 housing types
distributed using 2010 Census data. The population forecast growth countywide totals were
adopted in 2009 yp the Kern COG policy board and are based on current and past DOF
projections, historic performance andeng re-confirmed using The Planning Center study
methodology for the San Joaquin Valley in 2013.

The base year employment estimate and forecast exadogped using California Employment
Development Department (EDD) da#006 Caltrans Economic Forecast and U.S. CerZi8

LEHD data. Thebase year employment is based on the 2008 LEHD and distritmyted
geocoding using ArcGIS softwareThe forecast ishased on a jobs housing balance ratio
assumption developed in 2006 and applied to the 2009 population forecast adopted by the Kern
COG Board and rgalidated using the planning center methodology in 2014. This method has
proven to be very reliable besmithe population was within 1"1@f 1 percent of the 2010
Census.Employment data is currently stratified into 20 employment sectors using EDD and
LEHD data.

Income stratification for zonal data is based on the 2010 Census, along with vehicldligyvaiab
determine mode choice trip generation rates. School enrollment forecasts and future school
location are developed in consultation with Kern County Superintendent of Schools.

The household and employment forecast distribution uses the opere ddplan Land Use

Model developed by UC Davis using ArcGIS, incorporating economic factors such as proximity
to urban services (sewer, existing urban), rail and interchanges in distribution of employment and
households. The model limits distribution basedlocal general plans and other factors. The
model has allowed testing of over 150 scenarios to better balance land use and transportation
expenditures in development of the 2014 RTP.
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B. TRANSPORTATION MODEL ING

The San Joaquin Valley Metropolitan Planni@gganizations (MPOs) utilize th€ube traffic
modeling software. The Valley TPA regional traffic models consist of traditionalsteyr traffic
forecasting models. They use land use, socioeconomic, and road network data to estimate
facility-specific roaway traffic volumes. Each TPA model covers the appropriate county area,
which is then divided into hundreds or thousands of individual traffic analysis zones (TAZs). In
addition the model roadway networks include thousands of nodes and links. Linkngipes
freeway, freeway ramp, other State route, expressway, arterial, collector, and local collector.
Current and futurgrear road networks were developed considering local agency circulation
elements of their general plans, traffic impact studiesitalainprovement programs, and the
State Transportation Improvement Program. The models use equilibrium, a capacity sensitive
assignment methodology, and the data from the model for the emission estimates differentiates
between peak and efffeak volumesrad speeds. In addition, the model is reasonably sensitive to
changes in time and other factors affecting travel choices. The results from model
validation/calibration were analyzed for reasonableness and compared to historical trends.

Specific transpodtion modeling requirements in the conformity regulation are summarized
below, followed by a description of how theern Council of Governmentsransportation
modeling methodology meets those requirements.

As discussed above, the San Joaquin Valley Mdprovement Program (MIP) travel demand
model for Kern, from Fehr and Peers, applies an advancedtigutravel demand model system

of trip generation, distribution, mode choice, and traffic assignment, with nearly all stages
recognizing household dem@phics, auto availability, modes including explicit auto occupancy,
transit by walk and drive access, walk and bike, pricimgicongestion by time of day. Revisions
were made to the MIP travel demand model in 2013 by DKS Associates to address afariety
other calibration considerations, including gateway volumes from the statewide and neighboring
models, the2008 National Household Travel Surve001 California Household Travel Survey

542 traffic countocatiors, transitroute volumes observed in @®, and travel characteristics and
parameters known or derived from other regions in California or the US that were similar to
Kern. The 2013 realibrated model was then-seibjeceédto additionalsensitivitytests by Fehr

& Peers in August 2013 for botthe base condition and the dynamic test conditidti
successful resulfs

TRAFFIC COUNTS

The conformity regulation requires documentation that a netlvasked travel model is in use

that is validated against observed counts for a base year no rmorgQlyears before the date of

the conformity determination. Document that the model results have been analyzed for
reasonableness and compared to historical trends and explain any significant differences between
past trends and forecasts (for per cap#icletrips, VMT, trip lengths mode shares, time of day,

etc.).

2 http://www.kerncog.org/images/docs/transmodel/Kern_DynamicValidation_20130828.pdf
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Supporting Documentation:

The Kern COG regional travel demand model was validated in 2013 to 2008 observed counts at
more than 500 locationfrom the Kern Regional Traffic Count Prograriihe validation
incorporated data for Kern County from the most recent available 2001 and 2008 household
travel surveysl100% of screettines in the 2013 modelvere within the maximum desirable
deviation. Overall freeways, expressways and prirgif@rterialsranged from 4€ percent of
observed count$6 percent of all the links are within the maximum desirable deviation. Total
VMT is within 2.7% of Highway Performance Monitoring System observed VMT for Kern
County, well within the allowable-5% based on beptactice.

SPEEDS

The conformity regulation requires documentation of the use of capacity sensitive assignment
methodology and emissions estimates based on a methodology that differentiates between peak
and offpeak volumes and speeds, and bases speedinal assigned volumes. In addition,
documentation of the use of zetwezone travel impedances to distribute trips in reasonable
agreement with the travel times estimated from final assigned traffic volumes. Where transit is a
significant factor, dcument that zont-zone travel impedances used to distribute trips are used

to model mode split. Finally, document that reasonable methods were used to estimate traffic
speeds and delays in a manner sensitive to the estimated volume of travel onadagty ro
segment represented in the travel model.

Supporting Documentation:

Kern COGO0s member agencies routinely perform
throughout the region and use the data to update posted speed limits. These obsetigearspe
inputinto the model as the free flow speeds. The valley traffic models include a feedback loop
that uses congested travel times as an input to the trip distribution step. The feedback loop
ensures that the congested travel speeds used asadngigt &ir pollution emission models are
consistent with the travel speeds used throughout the traffic model pradesgeedback look

includes a step for mode choice, ensuring that zone to zone impedances are used in the mode split
distribution In additon, the model validation included a series of speed sensitivity tds$ts

model responded appropriately for the increased and decreased speed tests.

TRANSIT

The conformity regulation requires documentation of any changes in transit operating policies
and assumed ridership levels since the previous conformity determination. Document the use of
the latest transit fares and road and bridge tolls.

Supporting Documentation:

Several recent ehoard transit surveys have been performed for the transeinsysh KernThe
Kern COG regional travel demand model was validated in 2013 to 2008 obsanssdridership
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data Transit boardings were within 16 percent of observed surveys in the 2008 base year, within
the +20 percentbest practiceguidelines. In addition the model was subjected to a land use
sensistivity test that measured the capability of the model to accurately report transit ridership in
high quality transit areasTo implement these tests, land use developments by Traffic Analysis
Zone (TAZ)were classified into place types and selected to be changed either geographically
(move all the development to a different place but retain the development and demographics) or
by place type (keep the development in the same location but modify thetypact reflect

di fferent fiTBedreswits showadthatetise)Kern travel model provided results with a
high level of correlation to the well calibrated small scale test model.

VALIDATION/CALIBRATION

The conformity regulation requires docurnegitn that the model results have been analyzed for
reasonableness and compared to historical trends and explain any significant differences between
past trends and forecasts (for per capita vetiigde, VMT, trip lengths mode shares, time of day,

etc.). In addition, documentation of how travel models are reasonably sensitive to changes in
time, cost, and other factors affecting travel choices is required. The use of HPMS, or a locally
developed courbased program or procedures that have been chosegdoacile and calibrate

the networkbased travel model estimates of VMT must be documented.

Supporting Documentation:

The models were validated by comparing its estimates of base year traffic conditions with base
year traffic counts. The base year @ations meet standard criteria for replicating total traffic
volumes on various road types and for percent error on links. The base year validation also meets
standard criteria for percent error relative to traffic counts on groups of roads {&cesen
throughout each county.

For Serious and above nonattainment areas, transportation conformity guidance, Section
93.122(b)(3) of the conformity regulation states:

Highway Performance Monitoring System (HPMS) estimates of vehicle miles traveled (VMT)
shdl be considered the primary measure of VMT within the portion of the nonattainment or
maintenance area and for the functional classes of roadways included in HPMS, for urban areas
which are sampled on a separate urban area basis. For areas with ndvasel travel models,

a factor (or factors) may be developed to reconcile and calibrate the nebasdd travel model
estimates of VMT in the base year of its validation to the HPMS estimates for the same period.
These factors may then be applied to mod&eses of future VMT. In this factoring process,
consideration will be given to differences between HPMS and netvased travel models, such

as differences in the facility coverage of the HPMS and the modeling network description
Locally developed cotibased programs and other departures from these procedures are
permitted subject to the interagency consultation procedures.

HPMS results are discussed above under traffic counts. In addition, sensitivity testing for

speed/time, cost, capacity/congestiand land use/induced demand were performed. The model
performed within expected parameters for each test.
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FUTURE NETWORKS

The conformity regulation requires that a listing of regionally significant projects and feeerally
funded norregionally sigiificant projects assumed in the regional emissions analysis be provided
in the conformity documentation. In addition, all projects that are exempt must also be
documented.

§93.106(a)(2)ii and93.122(a)(1yequires thategionally significant additionsr modifications
to the existing transportation network that are expected to be open to traffic in each analysis year
be documented for both Federally funded andfiederally funded projects (see Appendix B).

893.122(a)(1) requires that VMT for noegionally significant Federal projects is accounted for
in the regional emissions analysis. It is assumed that all SJV MPOs include these projects in the
transportation network (see Appendix B).

893.126, §93.127, 8§93.128 require that all projects in THYRTP that are exempt from
conformity requirements or exempt from the regional emissions analysis be documented. In
addition, the reason for the exemption (Table 2, Table 3, traffic signal synchronization) must also
be documented (see Appendix B). idtimportant to note that the CTIPs exemption code is
provided in response to FHWA direction.

Supporting Documentation:

The build highway networks include qualifying projects based on 20&5 Federal
Transpotation Improvement Program (20F91P) andthe 2014Regional Transportation Plan

(2014 RTP) Not all of the street and freeway projects included in the TIP/RTP qualify for
inclusion in the highway network. Projects that call for study, design, orcaymewity
improvements are not included in thetworks. When these projects result in actual facility
construction projects, the associated capacity changes are coded into the network as appropriate.
Since the networks define capacity in terms of number of through traffic lanes, only construction
projects that increase the laméles of through traffic are included.

Generally,Kern and the otheYalley TPA highway networks include all roadways included in

the county or cities classified system. These links typically include all freeways plus
expressways, arterials, collectors and local collectors. Highway networks also include regionally
significant planned local improvements from Transportation Impact Fee Programs and developer
funded improvements required to mitigate the impact of a new deweltp

Smallscale local street improvements contained in the TIP/RTP are not coded on the highway

network. Although not explicitly coded, traffic on collector and local streets is simulated in the
models by wuse of abstractsoli nKishesa®! Ireechbriecemtr dic
driveways which connect a neighborhood to a regiorgdjpificant roadway. Model estimates

of centroid connector travel are reconciled against HPMS estimates of collector and local street

travel.
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C. TRAFFIC ESTIMA TES

A summary of the population, employment, and travel characteristics fdfeime Council of
Governmentstransportation modeling area for each scenario in the Conformity Analysis is

presented in Table-2.

Table 2-2:
Traffic Network Comparison for Horizon Years Evaluated in Conformity Analysis
Average
Total Population| Employment | Weekday VMT Total Lane
Horizon Year (thousands) (thousands) (millions) Miles
2014 767.8 277.4 19.9 N/A
2017 810.2 282.1 214 N/A
2020 855.0 305.9 22.9 5647
2023 942.6 321.3 24.3 N/A
2025 980.6 331.7 25.7 5748
2032 1067.9 366.9 28.5 N/A
2035 1128.7 383.7 30.1 6886
2040 1199.8 415.6 31.6 6891

Traffic Network Comparison for Horizon Years Evaluated in Conformity Analysis
for Mojave Desert (Eastern Kern)

Average
Total Population| Employment | Weekday VMT Total Lane
Horizon Year (thousands) (thousands) (millions) Miles
2017 109.5 38.4 3.5 N/A
2025 131.1 46.4 3.7 N/A
2035 148.9 54.1 4.2 N/A
2040 197.7 59.9 4.7 N/A

Traffic Network Comparison for Horizon Years Evaluated in Conformity Analysis
for Indian Wells Valley (Kern County Portion)

Average
Total Population| Employment | Weekday VMT Total Lane
Horizon Year (thousands) (thousands) (millions) Miles
2017 38.3 15.2 0.6 366
2025 41.5 18.7 0.6 406
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Traffic Network Comparison for Horizon Years Evaluated in Conformity Analysis
for San Joaquin Valley PM-10 (Kern APCD Portion)

Total Average Weekday
Horizon Population Employment VMT Total Lane
Year (thousands) (thousands) (millions) Miles
Build | NO-Build | Build BI\LIJ(iJI-d Build No-Build | Build | No-Build

2017 38.6 38.6 6.7 6.7 1.0 1.0 452 452
2025 44.0| 44.0 7.6 7.6 1.2 1.2 452 452
2035 47.7| 47.7 8.2 8.2 1.2 1.2 452 452
2040 55.5 55.5 8.7 8.7 15 15 452 452

D. VEHICLE REGISTR ATIONS

Kern Council of Governmentdoes not estimate vehicle registrations, age distributions or fleet
mix. Rather, current forecasted estimates for these data are developed by CARB and included in
the EMFAC2011 modelhttp://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/onroad/latest_version)htrEMFAC2011

is the most recent model for use in California conformity analyses. Vehicle registrations, age
distribution and fleet mix are developed and included inntloglel by CARB and cannot be
updated by the userEPA issued a federal register notice on March 6, 2013 formally approving
EMFAC2011 for conformity.

E. STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN MEASURES

The air quality modeling procedures and associated spreadshetmexbrin Chapter 3 Air
Quality Modeling assume emission reductions consistent with the applicable air quality plans.
The emission reductions assumed for these committed measures reflect the latest implementation
status of these measures. Committed ocbmtreasures in the applicable air quality plans that
reduce mobile source emissions and are used in conformity, are summarized below.

CARBON MONOXIDE

No committed control measures are included in the conformity demanistrat

OZONE
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Committed conwl measures in the 2007#H®ur Ozone Plan (as revised in 2011) that reduce
mobile source emissions and are included in the conformity demonstration are shown in
Table2-3.

Table 2-3:
2007 Ozone Plan Measures Assumed in the Conformity Analysis

Measure Description Pollutants
Existing Local Reductions: Rule 9310
(School Bus-leets Summer NOX
Existing State Reductions: Carl Moyer Summer ROG
Program & AB 1493 GHG Standards Summer NOXx
New/Proposed Local Reductions: Rule 941( Summer ROG
(Employer Based Trip Redtion) Summer NOx
New/Proposed State Reductions: Summer ROG
Smog Checl& Reformulated Gas (RFG) Summer NOXx
NOTE: This table is consistent with the 206H8ur Ozone Plan (as revised in 2011) which was approved by EPA on
March 1, 2012 (effedte April 30, 2012) I'n addition, the ARB ATruckandRul eo

removed from the list above.

PM-10

Committed control measures in the EPA approved 200718NMaintenance Plan that reduce
mobile source emissions and are inelddin the conformity demonstration are shown in
Table2-4.

Table 2-4.
2007 PM10 Maintenance Plan Measures Assumed in the Conformity Analysis

Measure Description Pollutants

PM-10 annual exhaust
NOx annual exaust

ARB existing Reflash, Idling, and Moyer

PM-10 paved road dust

District Rule 8061Paved and Unpaved Roa( PM-10 unpaved road dust

District Rule 8021 Control<onstruction,
Demolition, Excavation, Extraction, and Oth PM-10 road construction dust
Earth Moving Activities

PM2.5
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Commited control measures in the 2008 PM2.5 Plan (as revised in 2011) that reduce mobile
source emissions and are included in the conformity demonstration are shown in-able 2

Table 2-5:

2008 PM2.5 Plan Measures Assumed in the Conformity Analysis

Measure Description Pollutants
Existing Local Reductions: Rule 9310 Annual PM2.5
(School Bus-leets Annual NOx
Existing State Reductions: Carl Moyer Annual PM2.5
Program & AB 1493 GHG Standards Annual NOx
New/Proposed Local Reductions: Rule 941( Annual PM2.5
(EmployerBased Trip Reduction) Annual NOx
New/Proposed State Reductions: Annual PM2.5
Smog Check Annual NOx

NOTE: This table is consistent with the 2008 PM2.5 Plan (as revised in 2011) as approved by EPA on November 9,
2011 (effective January9022) | n addi ti on, the ARB ATruck Randremiovedas been
from the table above.
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CHAPTER 3:
AIR QUALITY MODELING

The model used to estimate vehicle exhaust emissions for carbon monoxide, ozone precursors,
and particulate madr is EMFACD11. CARB emission factors for PMIO have been used to
calculate reentrained paved and unpaved road dust, and fugitive dust associated with road
construction. For the Conformity Analysis, model inputs not dependent on the TIP or RTP are
corsistent with the applicable SIP, which include:

1 The 2004 Revision to the California State Implementation Plan for Carbon Monoxide was
approved by EPA on November 30, 2q@fective January 30, 2006).

1 The 2007 Ozone Plan (as revised in 2011) was approv&®A on March 1, 2012 (effective
April 30, 2012)

1 The 2007 PMLO Maintenance Plan, which included revisions to the attainment plan, was
approved (with minor technical corrections to the conformity budggt&HRA on November
12, 2008.

1 The 2008 PM2.5 Plafas revised in 2011) was approved by EPA on November 9, 2011
(effective January 9, 2012).

The conformity regulation requirements for the selection of the horizon years are summarized in
Chapter 1; regional emissions have been estimated for the horizos s@amarized in
Tablel-5.

A. EMFAC2011

The EMFAC model (short for EMission FACtor) is a computer model that can estimate emission
rates for motor vehicles for calendar years frorA0L& 2@®5 operating in California. Pollutant
emissions for hydrocarbonsarbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides, particulate matter, lead, sulfur
oxides, and carbon dioxide are output from the model. Emissions are calculated for passenger
cars, light, heavy, and mediwduty trucks, motorcycles, urban and school buses and motor
homes.

EMFAC is used to calculate current and future inventories of motor vehicle emissions at the state,
county, air district, air basin, or county within air basin level. EMFAC contains default vehicle
activity data that can be used to estimate a motbickee emission inventory in tons/day for a
specific day, month, or season, and as a function of ambient temperature, relative humidity,
vehicle population, mileage accrual, miles of travel and speeds.

Section 93.111 of theonformity regulationrequres the use of the latest emission estimation
model in the development of conformity determinations. EMFAQ2S the latest update to the
EMFAC model for use by California State and local governments to meet Clean Air Act (CAA,
1990) requirements. Owlarch 6, 2013 EPA announced the availability of this latest version of
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the California EMFAC model for use in SIP development in CaliforBMFAC 2011 will be
required for conformityanalysis begun on or aft&eptember 6, 2013.In accordance with
Section 93.11 the latest emission estimation model (EMFAC 2011) will be used in the 2014
RTP Conformity Demonstration

In addition, EPA approved th&€ ARB EMFAC2011methodologyfor the San Joaquin Valley
Heavy Duty Diesel Vehicl&/ehicle Miles TraveledVMT) Recessin Adjustment January 14,
2014. The methodology phains how VMTshould be updated in EMFAC2011SG. EPA and
FHWA also provided concurrence on tHEMFAC2011i SG Conformity Analysis and SB 375
Analysis Instructions for the San Joaquin Valley MPOs

A transportation data template has been prepared to summarize the transportation model output
for use in EMFAC 2011. The template includes allocating VMT by speed bin by modeling
period, as well as allocating VMT by vehicle classification to reflect the J®aquin Valley

Heavy Duty Diesel VMT Recession Adjustment Methodgidor input into EMFAC 2011.

EMFAC was used to estimate exhaust emissions for CO, ozond0Pkhd PM2.5 conformity
demonstrations consistent with the applicable air quality plan. seTlstimates are further
reduced by SIP measures as documented in Chapter 2.

B. ADDITIONAL PM -10 ESTIMATES

PM-10 emissions for rentrained dust from travel on paved and unpaved roads will be calculated
separately from roadway construction emissions.is limportant to note that with the final
approval of the 2007 PNIO Maintenance Plan, EPA approved a methodology to calculateOPM
emissions from paved and unpaved roads in future San Joaquin Valley conformity
determinations. The Conformity Analysis uslkese methodologies and estimates construction
related PM10 emissions consistent with the 2007 -BM Maintenance Plan. The National
Ambient Air Quality Standards for PO consists of a 2hour standard, which is represented by
the motor vehicle emissis budgets established in the 20@¥-10 Maintenance Plan. It is
important to note that EPA revoked the annualtBMstandard on October 17, 2006. The-EM/
emissions calculated for the conformity analysis represent emissions on an annual average day
andare used to satisfy the budget test.

CALCULATION OF REENTRAINED DUST FROM PAVED ROAD TRAVEL

On January 13, 2011 EPA released a new method for estimatmgraéned road dust emissions
from cars, trucks, buses, and motorcycles on paved roads. HuaRe4, 2011, EPA published

the Official Release of the January 2011-AP Method for Estimating Rentrained Road Dust

from Paved Roadapproving the January 2011 method for use in regional emissions analysis and
beginning a two year conformity graceripe, after which use of the January 2011-APmethod

is required (e.g. February 4, 2013) in regional conformity analyses.

The road dust calculations have been updated to reflect this new methodology. More specifically,
the emission factor equationdak value (particle size multiplier) have been updated accordingly.

CARB default assumptions for roadway silt loading by roadway class, average vehicle weight,
and rainfall correction factor remain unchanged. Emissions are estimated for five roadway
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classes including freeways, arterials, collectors, local roads, and rural roads. Countywide VMT
information is used for each road class to prepare the emission estimates.

CALCULATION OF REENTRAINED DUST FROM UNPAVED ROAD TRAVEL

The base methodology for tesating unpaved road dust emissions is based on a CARB
methodology in which the miles of unpaved road are multiplied by the assumed VMT and an
emission factor. In the 2007 RM Maintenance Plan, it is assumed that all-agricultural
unpaved roasl within the San Joaquin Valleneceive 10 vehicle passes per day. An emission
factor of 2.0 Ibs PMLO/VMT is used for the unpaved road dust emission estimates. Emissions
are estimated for city/county maintained roads.

CALCULATION OF PM -10 FROM ROADWAY CONSTRUCTION

Section 93.122(e) of the Transportation Conformity regulation requires RRB10 from
constructionarelated fugitive dust be included in the regioRM-10 emissions analysis, if it is
identified as a contributor to the nonattainment problemerPii-10implementation plan. The
emission estimates are based on a CARB methodology in which the miles of new road built are
converted to acres disturbed, which is then multiplied by a generic project duration (i.e., 18
months) and an emission rate. Esios factors are unchanged from the previous estimates at
0.11 tons PMLO/acremonth of activity. The emission factor includes the effects of typical
control measures, such as watering, which is assumed to reduce emissions by about 50%.
Updated activitydata (i.e., new lane miles of roadway built) is estimated based on the highway
and transit construction projects in the TIP/RTP.

PM-10 TRADING MECHANISM

The PM10 SIP allows trading from the motor vehicle emissions budget for th&@Pptecursor
NOx to the motor vehicle emissions budget for primary-Bd/Ausing a 1.5 to 1 ratio. The trading
mechanism will be used only for conformity analyses for analysis years after 2005.

C. PM2.5APPROACH

1997 Standard EPA and FHWA have indicated that areas violaboth the annual and Z4bur
standards for PM2.5 must address both standards in the conformity determination. The San
Joaquin Valley currently violates both standards, and the conformity determination includes both
analyses.

EPA issued guidance for @tng annual omoad mobile source emission inventories for PM2.5

in August 2005 (EPA, 20@). The guidance indicates that all areas currently designated
nonattainment for PM2.5 are violating the annual standard for the pollutant. Therefore, in order
to be consistent with the standard, PM2.5 nonattainment areas must develop annual emission
inventories for the purpose of developing SIP budgets and demonstrating transportation
conformity.
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2006 Standard EPA published 2006 2hour PM2.5 standard Nonattanent area designations

on November 13, 2009 with an effective date of December 14, 2009. Conformity to the 2006 24
hour PM2.5 standardegan taapplyon December 14, 2010. The 1997 standards will continue to
apply as they were not revoked. It is impoft to note that the 2006 -Pbur PM2.5
nonattainment area boundary for the San Joaquin Valley is exactly the same as the nonattainment
area boundary for the 1997 annual standard.

The following PM2.5 approach addresses both the 1997 standards and t2d-8006 standard

EMFAC20L1 incorporatesiata for temperature, relative humidity, and characteristics for gasoline

fuel sold that vary by geographic area, calendar year, and month and season. The annual average
represents an average of all the monthlientories. As a result, EMFAC will be run to estimate

direct PM2.5 and NOrmissiondrom motor vehicles for an annual average.day

EPA guidance indicates that State and local agencies need to consider whether VMT varies
during the year enough to afft PM2.5 annual emission estimates. The availability of seasonal
or monthly VMT data and the corresponding variability of that data need to be evaluated.

PM2.5 areas that are currently using network based travel models must continue to use them
when calculating annual emission inventories. The guidance indicates that the interagency
consultation process should be used to determine the appropriate approach to produce accurate
annual inventories for a given nonattainment area. Whichever approdaisencthat approach

should be used consistently throughout the analysis for a given pollutant or precursor. The
interagency consultation process should also be used to determine whether significant seasonal
variations in the output of network based ttawedels are expected and whether these variations
would have a significant impact on PM2.5 emission estimates.

The SJV MPOs all use network based travel models. However, the models only estimate average
weekday VMT. The SJV MPOs do not have the datability to estimate seasonal variation at

this time. Data collection and analysis for some studies are in the preliminary phases and cannot
be relied upon for other analyses. Some statewide data for the seasonal variation of VMT on
freeways does exist However, traffic patterns on freeways do not necessarily represent the
typical traffic pattern for local streets and arterials.

In many cases, traffic counts are sponsored by the MPOs and conducted by local jurisdictions.
While some local jurisdigdns may collect weekend or seasonal data, typical urban traffic counts
occur on weekdays (Tuesday through Thursday). Data collectionbaustore consistent in

order to begin estimation of daily or seasonal variation.

The SJV MPOs believe that the sage annual day calculated from the current traffic models and
EMFAC2011 represent the most accurddT data available. The MPOs will continue to
discuss and research options that look at how VMT varies by month and season according to the
local trafficmodels.

It is important to note that the guidance indicates that EPA expects the most thorough analysis for

developing annual inventories will occur during the development of the SIP, taking into account
the needs and capabilities of air quality modetows and the limitations of available data. Prior
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to the development of the SIP, State and local air quality and transportation agencies may decide
to use simplified methods for regional conformity analyses.

It is important to note that the San Joag\ialley 2008 PM2.5 Plafas revised in 2011) was
approvedby EPA on November 9, 201{effective January 9, 2012) The annual inventory
methodology contained in the plan and used to establish emissions budgets is consistent with the
methodology used herei The regional emissions analyses in PM2.5 nonattainment areas must
consider directly emitted PM2.5 motor vehicle emissions from tailpipe, brake wear, and tire wear.
In California, areas will use EMFAC2Q. As indicated under the Conformity Test
Requiements, reentrained road dust and constructietated fugitive dust from highway or
transit projects is not included at this time. In addition, NOx emissions are included; however,
VOC, SOx, and ammonia emissions are not.

1997 Standard The 2008 PM2.8lan contains motor vehicle emission budgets for PM2.5 and
NOx established based on average annual daily emissions. The motor vehicle emissions budget
for PM2.5 includes directly emitted PM2.5 motor vehicle emissions from tailpipe, brake wear and
tire wear. VOC, SOx, ammonia, and dust (from paved roads, unpaved roads, and road
construction) were found to be insignificant and not included in the motor vehicle emission
budgets for conformity purposes.

2006 Standardi In accordance withTransportation Caformity Rule PM2.5 and PM10
Amendmentgublishedon March 24, 2010 (effective April 23, 201fagy 2006 PM2.5 NAAQS
Nonattainment areas, if a 2006 PM2.5 area has adequate or approved SIP budgets that address the
1997 standards, it must use the budgetttedetermine conformity for both of the NAAQS at the

same time.

PM2.5 TRADING MECHANISM

The PM2.5 SIP (as revised in 2011) allows trading from the motor vehicle emissions budget for
the PM2.5 precursor NOx to the motor vehicle emissions budgetifioaily PM2.5 usinga 9to 1

ratio. The trading mechanism will be used only for conformity analyses for analysis years after
2014.

D. AIR QUALITY MODELING APPLICABLE TO THE OT HER AREAS
OF KERN COUNTY

For Mojave Desert (Eastern Kern), the model used tati emissions for ozone precursors is
EMFAC2011 using the methodology described above.

For Indian Wells Valley (Kern County PortiorHM-10 onroad exhaust is not significant and not
included in the emissions budgets or the conformity estimeé®asedroad dustunpaved road

dust, and fugitive dust associated with road construction have been estimated using the
methodology described above. However, there is ndlPtading mechanism.

For the Conformity Analysis, model inputs not dependent on BT RTP are consistent with
the applicable SIPs, which include:
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1 EPA published a Notice of Adequacy for théa@ur ozone Early Progress Plans for Eastern
Kern County on November 25, 2008 (effective December 10, 2008).

1 The PM10 Attainment demonstratipiaintenance Plan, and Redesignation Request was
approved by EPA on May 7, 2003 (effective June 6, 2003).

The conformity regulation requirements for the selection of the horizon years are summarized in
Chapter 1; regional emissions have been estimitedhe horizon years summarized under
fiOt her Portions of Kern County Conformity Analys

No air quality modeling is being conducted for the portion of the San Joaquin ValleyfOPM
nonattainment area that lies within the Kern County APCD (Eash R-10 Area). As

discussed in Section 1, this area currently has ndlPMir quality plan and must use the interim

emissions test for PMO. However, as illustrated in Section 2 and Appendix B, the
transportation projects and planning assumptionhiiet i Acti ond and ABaseline
exactly the same.

E. SUMMARY OF PROCEDURES FOR REGIONAL EMISSIONS
ESTIMATES

New stepby-step air quality modelingnstructions were developed for SJV MPO use with
EMFAC2011SG including theSan Joaquin Valley Heavfputy Diesel VMT Recession
Adjustment Methodolgy; approved by EPA January 14, 20IBhese instructions were provided
for interagency consultation in August 201BPA, FHWA, and ARB concurred Documentation
of the conformity analysis is providéd Apperdix C, including:

2015 FTIP2014 RTPConformity EMFAC Spreadsheet

2015 FTIP2014 RTP Conformity Paved Road Spreadsheet

2015 FTIP2014 RTPConformity Unpaved Road Dust Spreadsheet
2015 FTIP2014 RTPConformity Construction Spreadsheet

2015 FTIP2014 RTPConformity Trading Spreadsheets (PN and PM2.5)
2015 FTIP2014 RTPConformity Totals Spreadsheet

= =4 =4 =4 4 -4
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CHAPTER 4:
TRANSPORTATION CONTR OL MEASURES

This chapter provides an update of the current status of transportation control measures identified
in applicabé implementation plans. Requirements of the Transportation Conformity regulation
relating to transportation control measures (TCMs) are presented first, followed by a review of
the applicable air quality implementation plans and TCM findings for the TPP/RT

A. TRANSPORTATION CON FORMITY REGULATION R EQUIREMENTS

FOR TCMS
The Transportation Conformity regulation require
i mpl ementation of TCMs in the applicable i mplem
term Atransportation control measureo is provide
fany measure that is specifically identifiedc

implementation plan that is either one of the types listed in Section 108 of the CAA

[Clean Air Act], or anyother measure for the purpose of reducing emissions or
concentrations of air pollutants from transportation sources by reducing vehicle use

or changing traffic flow or congestion conditions. Notwithstanding the first sentence

of this definition, vehicletechnology based, fuélased, and maintenanbased

measures which control the emissions from vehicles under fixed traffic conditions are

not TCMs for the purposes of this subpart. o

In the Transportation Conformity regulation, the definition providedtfdire t er m fAappl i c:
i mpl ementation plano i s:
AApplicabl e i mplementation plan is defined in

the portion (or portions) of the implementation plan, or most recent revision thereof,

which has been approved under sectidf, br promulgated under section 110(c), or

promulgated or approved pursuant to regulations promulgated under section 301(d)

and which i mplements the relevant requirement

Section 108(f)(1) of the Clean Air Act as amended in 1990 lists th@wvfog transportation
control measures and technoldggsed measures:
(i programs for improved public transit;

(i)  restriction of certain roads or lanes to, or construction of such roads or lanes for use by,
passenger buses or high occupancy vehicles;

(i)  employerbased transportation management plans, including incentives;
(iv)  trip-reduction ordinances;
(v) traffic flow improvement programs that achieve emission reductions;
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(Vi)
(vii)

(vii)
(ix)

(x)

(xi)
(xii)

(xiif)

(xiv)

(xv)

(xvi)

fringe and transportation corridor parking facilities serving multiple occupancy vehicle
programs otransit service,

programs to limit or restrict vehicle use in downtown areas or other areas of emission
concentration particularly during periods of peak use;

programs for the provision of all forms of higlecupancy, sharedde services;

programs to lirit portions of road surfaces or certain sections ofntie¢éropolitan area to
the use of nomotorized vehicles or pedestrian use, both as to time and place;

programs for secure bicycle storage facilities and other facilities, including bicycle lanes,
for the convenience and protection of bicyclists, in both public and private areas;

programs to control extended idling of vehicles;

programs to reduce motor vehicle emissions, consistent with title 1l, which are caused by
extreme cold start conditions;

employe-sponsored programs to permit flexible work schedules;

programs and ordinances to facilitate faartomobile travel, provision and utilization of

mass transit, and to generally reduce the need for single occupant vehicle travel, as part of
transportation lanning and development efforts of a locality, including programs and
ordinances applicable to new shopping centers, special events, and other centers of vehicle
activity;

programs for new construction and major reconstructions of paths, tracks or d6as so
for the use by pedestrian or other sootorized means of transportation when
economically feasible and in the public interest. For purposes of this clause, the
Administrator shall also consult with the Secretary of the Interior; and

program to encoage the voluntary removal from use and the marketplace df9@@
model year light duty vehicles and 880 model light duty trucks.

TCM REQUIREMENTS FOR A TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The

EPA regulations in 40 CFR 93.113(b) indicate that transportatiotrocomeasure

requirements for transportation plans are satisfied if two criteria are met:

n(1l) The transportation plan, in describi
provides for the timely completion or implementation of all TCMs in the icgiple
implementation plan which are eligible for funding under Title 23 U.S.C. or the Federal
Transit Laws, consistent with schedules included in the applicable implementation plan.

(2) Nothing in the transportation plan interferes with the implementafi@any TCM in the
applicable i mplementation plan.o
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TCM REQUIREMENTS FOR A TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Similarly, in 40 CFR Section 93.113(c), EPA specifies three TCM criteria applicable to a
transportation improvement program:

A( 1) An iorof thenspegific tsteps and funding source(s) needed to fully implement
each TCM indicates that TCMs which are eligible for funding under title 23 U.S.C. or the
Federal Transit Laws are on or ahead of the schedule established in the applicable
implementéion plan, or, if such TCMs are behind the schedule established in the applicable
implementation plan, the MPO and DOT have determined that past obstacles to
implementation of the TCMs have been identified and have been or are being overcome,
and that allState and local agencies with influence over approvals or funding for TCMs are
giving maximum priority to approval or funding of TCMs over other projects within their
control, including projects in locations outside the nonattainment or maintenance area;

(2) If TCMs in the applicable implementation plan have previously been programmed for
Federal funding but the funds have not been obligated and the TCMs are behind the
schedule in the implementation plan, then the TIP cannot be found to conform:

¢ if the funds intended for those TCMs are reallocated to projects in the TIP other than
TCMs, or

1 if there are no other TCMs in the TIP, if the funds are reallocated to projects in the TIP
other than projects which are eligible for Federal funding intended for alityqu
improvement projects, e.g., the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement
Program;

(3) Nothing in the TIP may interfere with the implementation of any TCM in the applicable
i mpl ementation plan. o

B. APPLICABLE AIR QUALI TY IMPLEMENTATION PL ANS

Only transportation control measures from applicable implementation plans for the San Joaquin
Valley region are required to be updated for this analysis. For the Conformity Analysis, the
applicable implementation plans, according to the definition provédiéde start of this chapter,

are summarized below.

APPLICABLE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR CARBON MONOXIDE

The 2004 Revision to the California State Implementation Plan for Carbon Monoxide was
approved by EPA on November 30, 2005 (effective January 8®)2Mowever, the Plan does
not include TCMs for the San Joaquin Valley.
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APPLICABLE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR OZONE

The 2007 Ozone Plan (as revised in 2011) was approved by EPA on Magd® {effective
April 30, 2013. However, the Plan does notlinde TCMs for the San Joaquin Valley.

APPLICABLE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR PM  -10

The 2007 PM10 Maintenance Plan was approved by EPA on November 12, 2008. No new local
agency control measures were included in the Plan.

The Amended 2003 PNIO Planwas approved by EPA oklay 26 2004 (effective June 25,
2004). A local government control measure assessment was completed for this plan. The
analysis focused on transportatiatated fugitive dust emissions, which are not TCMs by
definition. The lochgovernment commitments are included in fRegional Transportation
Planning Agency Commitments for Implementation Document, April 2003

However, theAmended 2002 and 2005 Ozone Rate of Progressdelatains commitments that
reduce ozone related emigs$p these measures are documented irRégional Transportation
Planning Agency Commitments for Implementation Document, April ZDB8se commitments

are included by reference in the Amended 2003 1®MPlan to provide emission reductions for
precursor gses and help to address the secondary particulate problem. Since these commitments
are included in the Plan by reference, the commitments were approved by EPA as TCMs.

APPLICABLE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR PM2.5

The 2008 PM2.5 Plan (as revised in 200ak approved by EPA on November 9, 2011 (effective
January 92012). However, the Plan does not include TCMs for the San Joaquin Valley.

Other Portions of Kern: No TCMs are included in the air quality plans for the Mojave Desert
(Eastern Kern) oindian Wells Valley (Kern County portion) and there is no air quality plan for
the San Joaquin Valley RIVD nonattainment area that lies within the jurisdiction of the Kern
County APCD (East Kern PMIO Area).

C. IDENTIFICATION OF 2002RACM THAT REQUIR E TIMELY
IMPLEMENTA TION DOCUMENTATION

As part of the 2004 Conformity Determination, FHWA requested that each SIP (Reasonably
Available Control MeasureRACM) commitment containing Federal transportation funding and

a transportation project and scheduéedaldressed more specifically. FHWA verbally requested
documentation that the funds were obligated and the project was implemented as committed to in
the SIP.
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The RTPA Commitment Documents, Volumes One and Two, dated April 2002 (Ozone RACM)

were revieve d |, using a ASummary of Commitmentso table
Federal funding/transportation projects/schedules were identified for further documentation. In

some cases, local jurisdictions used the same Federal funding/transportggctsisichedules

for vari ous measur es; t hese wer e identified a
appropriate. A not appl i cabfinded [frajebt AsOvehiclwa s not e
technology based, fuel based, and maintenance based measgre&EH¥. program, retrofit

programs, clean fuelsCNG buses, etc.).

In addition, the RTPA Commitment Document, Volume Three, dated April 2003-1PM
BACM) was reviewed, using the Summary of Commitments table. Commitments that contain
specific CongestionMitigation and Air Quality CMAQ) funding for the purchase and/or
operation of street sweeping equipment have been identified. Only one commitment {Fresno
City of Reedley) was identified.

The Project TID Table was developed to provide implementatamumentation necessary for
the measures identified. Detailed information is summarized in the first five columns, including
the commitment number, agency, description, funding and schedule (if applicable).

For each project listed, the TIP in which th®ject was programmed, as well as the project ID

and description have been provided. In addition, the current implementation status of the project
has been included (e.g., complete, under construction, etc). MPO staff determined this
information in cosultation with the appropriate local jurisdiction. Any projects not implemented
according to schedule or project changes are explained in the project status column. These
explanations are consistent with the guidance and regulations provided in thpoTtetitn
Conformity regulation.

Supplemental documentation was provided to FHWA in August and September 2004 in response
to requests for information on timely implementation of TCMs in the San Joaquin Valley. The
supplemental documentation includede tlapproach, summary of interagency consultation
correspondence, and three tables completed by each of the eight MPOs. The Supplemental
Documentation was subsequently approved by FHWA as part of the 2004 Conformity
Determination.

The Project TID tablehtat was prepared at the request of FHWA for the 2004 Conformity
Analysis has been updated in each subsequent conformity analgkiding the2013FTIP and
2011 RTR as amended This documentation has been updated as part of this Conformity
Analysis. Asummary of this information is provided Appendix E.

In March 2005, the SJV MPOs began interagency consultation with FHWA and EPA to address
outstanding RACM/TCM issues. In general, criteria were developed to identify commitments
that require timelymplementation documentation. The criteriareapplied to the 2002 RACM
Commitments approved by reference as part of the Amended 20D Nan. In April 2006,

EPA transmitted final tables that identified the approved RACM commitments that requehe tim
implementation documentation for the Conformity Analysis. Subsequently, an approach to
provide timely implementation documentation was developed in consultation with FHWA.
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A new 2002 RACM TID Tablewas preparedin 2006 to address the more geneRACM

commitments that requiradditional timely implementation documentation per EPA. A brief

summary of the commitment, including finite end dates if applicable, is included for each

measure. The MPOs provided a status update regarding implementatmrsultation with their

member jurisdictions. If a specific project has been implemented, it is included in the Project

TID Tabl e wunder AAddi tional Projects Il dentifief¢
Conformity Analysis for the 2007 TIP and@DRTP (as amended) that was approved by FHWA

in October 200Gs well as the 2013 TIP and 2011 RBB amended The 2002 RACM TID

Table has been updatedpart of this Conformity Analysis. A summary of this information is

provided inAppendix E.

D. TCM FINDINGS FOR THE TIP AND REGIONAL TRANSPO RTATION
PLAN

Based on a review of the transportation control measures contained in the applicable air quality
plans, as documented in the two tables contained in App&ndixe required TCM conformity
findings aremade below:

The TIP/RTP provide for the timely completion or implementation of the TCMs in the
applicable air quality plans. In addition, nothing in the TIP or RTP interferes with the
implementation of any TCM in the applicable implementation plan paiodity is given

to TCMs.

E. RTP CONTROL MEASURE ANALYSIS IN SUPPORT OF 2003 PM-10
PLAN

In May 2003, the San Joaquin Valley MPO Executive Directors committed to conduct feasibility
analyses as part of each new RTP in support of the 2003PMan. Thiscommitment was
retained in the 2007 PMIO Maintenance Plan. In accordance with this commitmiéatn
Council of Governmentandertook a process to identify and evaluate potential control measures
that could be included in the 2014 RTP. The analysis diitiadal measures included
verification of the feasibility of the measures in the-BMPlan BACM analysis, as well as an
analysis of new PML.O commitments from other R0 nonattainment areas.

A summary of the process to identify potential laagge cotrol measures analysis and results

to be evaluated as part of the RTP development was transmitted to the Interagency Consultation
(IAC) partners for review. FHWA and EPA concurred with the summary of theréomge

control measure approach in Septemb&920

The Local Government Control Measures considered in thel®flan BACM analysis that
were considered for inclusion in the 2014 RTP included:

1 Paving or Stabilizing Unpaved Roads and Alleys

1 Curbing, Paving, or Stabilizing Shoulders on Paved Roads

1 Frequent Routine Sweeping or Cleaning of Paved Roads (i.e., funding allocation for the
purchase of PMO efficient street sweepers for member jurisdictions)
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1 Repave or Overlay Paved Roads with Rubberized Asphalt

It is important to note that the first threeeasures considered in the Al Plan BACM analysis
(i.e., access points, street cleaning requirements, and erosion clean up) are not applicable for
inclusion in the RTP.

With the adoption of each new RTP, the MPOs will consider the feasibility ©f fineasures, as
well as identify any other new RD measures that would be relevant to the San Joaquin Valley.
Kern Council of Governmentsalso considered PNIO commitments from other RO
nonattainment areas that had been develieck the previous RT was approved. Federal
websites were reviewed for any PM plans that have been adopted since 2009. Nevl (M
plans that have been reviewed include:

a. Puerto Rico, Municipality of Guaynabo, PM Limited Maintenance Plan, submitted March
2009 (EPA adequadgsued 8/25/09). Oroad fugitive dust controls include paving, street
sweeping and stabilization controls.

b. Nogales, AZ PM10 Attainment Demonstration, EPA approval notice signed 8/24/12. On
road fugitive dust controls include paving projects andtahpnprovement projects @ the
Ports of Entry.

c. Coso Junction, CA PMO Maintenance Plan, dated May 17, 2010 (EPA adequacy issued
9/ 3/10) . No transportation contr ol measur es;

d. Sacramento, CA PMO Implementation / Maintemce Plan, dated October 28, 2010. No
new control measures included; no existingaad controls either.

e. Truckee Meadows, NV PMO Maintenance Plan, adopted May 2009 (EPA adequacy issued
6/2/10). Orroad fugitive dust controls include sweeping and sagjdiontingency measures
have already been considered in SJV analysis.

f. Eagle River, AK PM10 Maintenance Plan, adopted August 2010 (EPA adequacy issued
5/14/12). Orroad fugitive dust controls includes paving, winter traction sand; contingency
measurs include sweeping.

Based on review of commitments from other BM nonattainment areas that have been
developed since the previous RTP, no additionatoaw fugitive dust controls measures are
available for consideration.

Based on consultation witbARB and the Air DistrictKern Council of Governmentonsidered
priority funding allocations in the 2014 RTPs for A and NOx emission reduction projects in

the postattainment year timeframe that go beyond the emission reduction commitments made for
the attainment year 2010 for the following four measures:

(1) Paving or Stabilizing Unpaved Roads and Alleys
(2) Curbing, Paving, or Stabilizing Shoulders on Paved Roads

(3) Frequent Routine Sweeping or Cleaning of Paved Roads (i.e., funding allocation for the
purchas of PM10 efficient street sweepers for member jurisdictions); and

(4) Repave or Overlay Paved Roads with Rubberized Asphalt
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Kern COG and its member jurisdictions consider both shamtl longterm PM10 emission
reductions to be a priority as part of adabteolicy. Every two to three years, Kern COG
conducts a Congestion Mitigation and Air Qual it
funding for PM10 projects by five categories including one for PM mitigating projects listed in
measures-B above. Funidg levels and goals are set by Kern COG as part of each funding cycle,
including a commitment to cost effectiveness. Currently, Caltrans has incorporated rubberized
asphalt as general policy to meet recycled content requirements on high volume stadg highw
facilities.

In 2003, Caltrans established a goal of using at least 15 percent rubberized asphalt concrete
compared to all flexible pavement by weight; Caltrans has exceeded this goal each year. In 2005,
AB 338 was passed and requires Caltrans to grigcaf@dse in the use of crumb rubber, which is

used to make rubberizexsphalt concrete, on state highway construction and repair projects, to

the extent feasible. Kern COG will consider member agency project proposals for use of
rubberized asphalt in acdance with adopted program policies including, -@&tctiveness

policies.
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CHAPTER 5:
INTERAGENCY CONSULTA TION

The requirements for consultation procedures are listed in the Transportation Conformity
Reguations under section 93.105Consultation is neessary to ensure communication and
coordination among air and transportation agencies at the local, State and Federal levels on issues
that would affect the conformity analysis such as the underlying assumptions and methodologies
used to prepare the angily. Section 93.105 of the conformity regulation notes that there is a
requirement to develop a conformity SIP that includes procedures for interagency consultation,
resolution of conflicts, and public consultation as described in paragraphs (a) thepu8edction
93.105(a)(2) states t hat prior to EPA approval
departments of transportation must provide reasonable opportunity for consultation with State air
agencies, local air quality and transportation agencieg, 8@ EPA, including consultation on

the issues described in paragraph (c)(1) of this section, before making conformity
det er mi n a tAir Distrist adbpted Rukee9120 Transportation Conformity on January 19,
1995 in response to requirements in Sectld6(c)(4)(c) of the Clean Air Act as amended in

1990. Since EPA has not approved Rule 9120 (the conformity SIP), the conformity regulation
requires compliance with 40 CFR 285 (a)(2) and (e) and 23 CFR 450.

Section 93.112 of the conformity regutatirequires documentation of the interagency and public
consultation requirements according to Section 93.105. A summary of the interagency
consultation and public consultation conducted to comply with these requirements is provided
below. Appendix E includes the public meeting process documentation. The respente
comments received as part of the public comment process are inclutigokindixF.

A. INTERAGENCY CONSULTA TION

Consultation is generally conducted through 8sn Joaquin Valley Interagen@onsultation
Group (combination of previous Model Coordinating Committee and Programming Coordinating
Group). The San Joaquin Vallenteragency Consultation (IAC) Grounas been established by

the Valley Transportation Planning Agency's Director's Asdion to provide a coordinated
approach to valley transportation planning and programming (Transportation Improvement
Program, Regional Transportation Plan, and Amendments), transportation conformity, climate
change, and air quality (State ImplementatiRlan and Rules). The purpose of the group is to
ensure Valley wide coordination, communication and compliance with Federal and California
Transportation Planning and Clean Air Act requirements. Each of the eight Valley MPOs and the
Air District are represgted. In addition, the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit
Administration, the Environmental Protection Agency, the California Air Resources Board and
Caltrans (Headquarters, District 6, and District 10) are all represented. The IAC Grogp meet
approximately quarterly.

The interagency consultation process for thebZDP, 2014RTP, and corresponding Conformity
Analysis began on th8eptember 201BA\C conference call Discussion topics included the draft
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schedule, procedures and documentatiooluding analysis years. lAugust 2013 the Draft
Conformity Analysis YearsLatest Planning Assumptions and Transportation Modeling, Air
Quality Modeling, Transportation Control Measureand Draft Conformity Procedurefor
Regional Emissions Estinegwere transmitted for IACEPA and FHWA provided concurrence

in September 2014.EPA and FHWA concurrencér the draft boilerplate document was
provided in January 201Minor editorial updates in response to IAC have been incorporéted.
addition, EPA approved the San Joaquin Valley Heavy Duty Diesel Vehicle VMT Recession
Adjustment Methodology odlanuary 14, 2014

The Draft2015 TIP, 2014 RTP, and corresponding Conformity Analysis were releaseMarch
12, 2014for a55-day public comment perib, followed by Board adoption idune 2014 Federal
approval of the2015 TIP, 2004 RTP, and Conformity Analysis is anticipated by Decembér 1
2014.

In addition to consultation with our Conformity Partners through the interagency consultation
process,a proactive consultation with process with local transportation providers was also
included. This consultation is governed by signed memorandums of agreement and includes the
Golden Empire Transit DistricCity of Delano Transit, anthe Consolidated &nsit Services
Agency Municipal transit service provideewre represented by their member agencies on the
Kern COG board Thetransitagencies include repregation on the Regional Planning Advisory
Committee (RPAC) andransportation Technical AdvispilCommitteeqTTAC) which provide
oversight for the development of the TIP, RTP and Conformity Analydis. transit agencies are

also represented on the Social Servi€eshnical Advisory Committee which overseesmet

transit needs. In addition to loal transit, Kern COG also maintains a memorandum of
agreements with both the San Joaquin Unified Air Pollution Control District (APCD) and the East
Kern APCDthe latter ofwhich also harepresentation on thETAC. Both agencies are also
include as integency consultation partnersKern COG also maintains a comprehensive
database of ovet,900agency and public contacts that receive notices on meeting agendas and
document availability.

B. PUBLIC CONSULTATION

In general, agencies making conformity detertions shall establish a proactive public
involvement process that provides opportunity for public review and comment on a conformity
determination for TIPs/RTPs. In addition, all public comments must be addressed in writing.

All MPOs in the San Joadu Valley have standard public involvement procedures. In general,
the TIP/RTP and corresponding conformity analysis are the subject of a public noticedmd 30
review period prior to adoption. A public meeting is also conducted prior to adoptcallan
public comments are responded to in writing. The Appendices contain corresponding
documentation supporting the public involvement procedures
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CHAPTER 6:
TIP AND RTP CONFORMI TY

The principal requirements of the transportation conformity reguldtio TIP/RTP assessments

are: (1) the TIP and RTP must pass an emissions budget test with a budget that has been found to
be adequate by EPA for transportation conformity purposes, or an interim emission test; (2) the
latest planning assumptions and enoissnodels must be employed; (3) the TIP and RTP must
provide for the timely implementation of transportation control measures (TCMs) specified in the
applicable air quality implementation plans; and (4) consultation. The final determination of
conformity for the TIP/RTP is the responsibility of the Federal Highway Administration and the
Federal Transit Administration.

The previous chapters and the appendices present the documentation for all of the requirements
listed above for conformity determinationscept for the conformity test results. Prior chapters
have also addressed the updated documentation required under the transportation conformity
regulation for the latest planning assumptions and the implementation of transportation control
measures spedf in the applicable air quality implementation plans.

This chapter presents the results of the conformity tests, satisfying the remaining requirement of
the transportation conformity regulation. Separate tests were condoctedrbon monoxide

(CO), 8-hour ozone (ROG and NOx), RM and PM2.5. The applicable conformity tests were
reviewed in Chapter 1. For each test, the required emissions estimates were developed using the
transportation and emission modeling approaches required under the tatiwpadnformity
regulation and summarized in Chapters 2 and 3. The results are summarized below, followed by a
more detailed discussion of the findings for each pollutant. Taflgm@sents results for CO,

ozone (ROG/NOx), PM.O (PM-10/NOXx), and PM2.5RM2.5/NOXx) respectively, in tons per day

for each of the horizon years tested.

For carbon monoxide, the applicable conformity test is the emissions budget test, using the

budgets established in the 2004 Revision to the California State ImplementatidarRIanbon

Monoxide. The carbon monoxide budgets were approved by EPA for conformity purposes,

effective January 30, 2006. The modeling results indicated that tf@adrvehicle CO emissions
predicted for the ABui |l do2080emissionsibumgets and 2028) 17 ar e
2025, 203m=nd 204Qare less than the 2018 emissions budget. The TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the
conformity emissions test for carbon monoxide.

For ozonethe applicable conformity test is the emissions budget test, t&@i2007 Ozone Plan

(as revised in 2011budgets established for ROG and NOx for an average summer (0zone)

season day. EPApproved the Plan and conformity budgets (as revised in 2011) on March 1,

2012, effective April 30. The modeling results for allnalysis years indicate that the-mad

vehicle ROG and NOx emissions predicted for =eac
emissions budgets. The TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissions test for volatile

organic compounds and nitrogexides.
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For PM10, theapplicable conformity test is the emissions budget test, using the 2000 PM
Maintenance Plan budgets for PM and NOx. This Plan was approved (with minor technical
corrections to the conformity budgets) by EPA on November Q@3.2 The modeling results for

all analysis years indicate thatthe AMDO e mi ssi ons predicted for the
than the emissions budget for 2020. The TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissions tests

for PM-10.

1997 Standards: dfF PM2.5, the applicable conformity test is the emission budget test, using

budgets established in the 2008 PM2.5 PIBRA approved the 2008 PM2.5 Plan (as revised in

2011) November 9, 2011 (effective January 9, 20T2e modeling results for all analg years

indicate thattheon oad vehicle PM2.5 and NOx emissions pr
are less than the emissions budget. The TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissions test

for PM2.5 and nitrogen oxides.

2006 Standard: In accordance withTransportation Conformity Rule PM2.5 and PM10
Amendmentpublishedon March 24, 2010 (effective April 23, 201fay 2006 PM2.5 NAAQS

Nonattainment areas, if a 2006 PM2.5 area has adequate or approved SIP budgets that address the

1997 standals, it must use the budget tedtor PM2.5, the applicable conformity test is the

emission budget test, using budgets established in the 2008 PM2.5afleavised in 2011)

EPAapproved the 2008 PM2.5 Plan (as revised in 2011) November 9, 201li{eflectuary 9,

2012) The modeling results for all analysis years indicate that theath vehicle PM2.5 and

NOx emissions predicted for the ABuil dod scenar.|
TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissionsfmsPM2.5 and nitrogen oxides.

In addition to the San Joaquin Valley planning area, Kern County also includes the federally
designated Mojave Desert, portions of the Indian Wells Valley Planning Area, and the portion of
the San Joaquin Valley RND nonattainment area that lies within the Kern County Air Pollution
Control District (East Kern PMO Area).

For Mojave Desert ozone area, the applicable conformity test is the emissions budget test, using

the 8hour ozone Early Progress Plans for theif@alia State Implementation Plan budgets

established for ROG and NOx for an average summer (ozone) season day. EPA published the

notice of adequacy determination in the Federal Register on November 25, 2008, effective
December 10, 2008. The modeling fesior all analysis years indicate that theroad vehicle

ROG and NOx emissions predicted for each of the
budgets for 2008. The TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissions test for volatile

organic ompounds and nitrogen oxides.

For Indian Wells Valley PMLO, the applicable conformity test is the emissions budget test, using

the PM10 Attainment demonstration, Maintenance Plan, and Redesignation Request budgets for

PM-10 and NOx. This Plan was apped by EPA on May 7, 2003 (effective June 6, 2003). The

modeling results for all analysis years indicate thatthelP® e mi ssi ons predicted f
scenarios are less than the emissions budgets for 2001 and 2013. The TIP/RTP therefore satisfy

the conformity emissions tests for PAD.

For the portion of the SJV PI#0 nonattainment area that is under the jurisdiction of the Kern
County APCD, the interim emissions test is satisfied for all years sintetisportation projects
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and planningassuripi ons in both the factiono andniibaselin
accordance with Section 93.119(g)(R)he emi ssi on predicted in the f
greater than the emissions predicteals. The t he AB
TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissions tests forllBM

As all requirements of the Transportation Conformity regulation have been satisfied, a finding of

conformity for the Draft 203 Federal Transportation Improvement Program arel 204
Regional Transportation Plassupported.
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Table 6-1: Conformity Results Summary

2014 RTP Conformity Results Summary -- KERN

Pollutant Scenario Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
CO (tons/day) Cco
2010 Budget 180
2017 53 YES
Carbon
Monoxide 2018 Budget 180
2018 52 YES
2025 41 YES
2035 40 YES
2040 42 YES
ROG (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) ROG NOx
2014 Budget 9.7 42.7
2014 7.1 36.9 YES YES
2017 Budget 8.7 31.7
2017 6.1 27.7 YES YES
Ozone
2020 Budget 8.2 25.1
2020 5.6 225 YES YES
2023 Budget 7.9 18.6
2023 5.4 16.6 YES YES
2032 5.3 17.1 YES YES
2040 5.6 18.5 YES YES
PM-10 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM-10 NOx
2020 Budget 14.7 39.5
2020 7.6 18.4 YES YES
2020 Budget 14.7 39.5
2025 8.0 12.6 YES YES
PM-10
2020 Budget 14.7 39.5
2035 10.6 13.2 YES YES
2020 Budget 14.7 39.5
2040 9.4 14.1 YES YES

54



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
JUNE 19, 2014 CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

Kern San Joaquin ValléyPM 10 Worksheet (cont.)

PM2.5 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOXx
2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
2014 11 39.1 YES YES
2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
1997 PM2.5 2017 0.9 29.1 YES YES
24-Hour &
Annual
Standards 2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
and 2006 24- 2025 1.0 17.7 YES YES
Hour : :
Standard
2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
2035 1.2 18.3 YES YES
2014 Adj. Budget 1.3 42.9
2040 1.3 19.2 YES YES
2014 RTP Conformity Results Summary -- KERN (Mojave Desert)
Pollutant Scenario Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
ROG (tons/day)| NOx (tons/day) ROG NOx
2008 Budget 5 18
2017 1 3 YES YES
Ozone
2025 1 2 YES YES
2035 1 1 YES YES
2040 1 2 YES YES
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2014 RTP Conformity Results Summary -- KERN (Indian Wells Valley)

Pollutant Scenario Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM-10 (tons/day) PM-10
2013 Budget 1.7
PM-10 2017 1.0 YES
2025 0.9 YES
2035 0.9 YES
2040 0.9 YES

Kern Indian Wells Valley PM 10 Worksheet (cont.)

PM-10 2017 2025 2035 2040

PM10 PM10 PM10 PM10

Paved Road Dust 0.324 0.347 0.403 0.450
Unpaved Road Dust 0.467 0.467 0.467 0.467
Road Construction Dust 0.175 0.105 0.048 0.000
Total 0.966 0.919 0.918 0.917
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CONFORMITY ANALYSIS DOCUMENTATION

FHWA Checklist for MPO TIPsS/RTPs

June 27, 2005

40 CFR

Criteria

Page

Comments

§93.102

Document the applicable pollutants gavécursors
for which EPA designates the area as nonattainn
or maintenance. Describe the nonattainment or
maintenance area and its boundaries.

Ch.,p7

§93.104
(b, c)

Document the date that the MPO officially adopte
accepted or approved the TIP/R&nd made a
conformity determination. Include a copy of the
MPO resolution. Include the date of the last prio
conformity finding.

ES.p.1

§93.104
(€)

If the conformity determination is being made to
meet the timelines included in this section, doeunt
when the new motor vehicle emissions budget w
approved or found adequate.

N/A

§93.106
@)()ii

Describe the regionally significant additions or
modifications to the existing transportation netwqg
that are expected to be open to traffic in each
analysis year. Document that the design concep
scope of projects allows adequate model
representation to determine intersections with
regionally significant facilities, route options, trav
times, transit ridership and land use.

Ch.2,p. 21
App. Bp. 61

§93.108

Document that the TIP/RTP is financially
constrained (23 CFR 450).

ES,p. 1

§93.109
(@ b)

Document that the TIP/RTP complies with any
applicable conformity requirements of air quality
implementation plans (SIPs) and court orders.

Ch. 1,2 3,4
56p.7ff

§93.109
(ck)

Provide either a table or text description that deta
for each pollutant and precursor, whether the int¢
emissions tests and/or the budget test apply for
conformity. Indicate which emissions budgets ha
been found adequate by EPA, and which budget
currently applicable for what analysis years.

Ch. 1 p. 15

§93.110
(& b)

Document the use of latest planning assumption
(source and year) at t
analysis begi nandduturenc |
population, employment, travel and congestion.
Document the use of the most recent available
vehicle registration data. Document the date upg

which the conformity analysis was begun.

Ch.2p. 21
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40 CFR

Criteria

Page

Comments

USDOT/E
A guidanc

Document the use olgnning assumptions less th
five years old. If unable, include written justificat
for the use of older datg1/18/02)

Ch.2p. 21

§93.110
(c,d,e)f)

Document any changes in transit operating polici
and assumed ridership levels since the previo
conformity determination. Document the use of tl
latest transit fares and road and bridge tolls.
Document the use of the latest information on the
effectiveness of TCMs and other SIP measures t
have been implementeBocument the key
assumptions anshow that they were agreed to
through Interagency and public consultation.

Ch.2p. 28

§93.111

Document the use of the latest emissions model
approved by EPA.

Ch.3p. 34

§93.112

Document fulfillment of the interagency and publ
consultation requements outlined in a specific
implementation plan according to §51.390 or, if 4
SIP revision has not been completed, according
§93.105 and 23 CFR 450. Include documentatio
consultation on conformity tests and methodolog
as well as responseswgitten comments.

Ch.5p. 48

§93.113

Document timely implementation of all TCMs in
approved SIPs. Document that implementation ig
consistent with schedules in the applicable SIP &
document whether anything interferes with timely
implementation. Doament any delayed TCMs in
applicable SIP and describe the measures being
to overcome obstacles to implementation.

Ch. 4,p. 40
App.D,
p. 104

§93.114

Document that the conformity analyses performe
for the TIP is consistent with the analysisfpemed
for the Plan, in accordance with 23 CFR
450.324(1)(2).

Analysis
addresses
both
documents

8§93.118
(a,c, 8)

For areas with SIP budgef3ocument that emissio
from the transportation network for each applical
pollutant and precursor, includigojects in any
associated donut area that are in the Statewide 1
and regionally significant neRederal projects, are
consistent with any adequate or approved motor
vehicle emissions budget for all pollutants and
precursors in applicable SIPs.

ch.6
p. 50- 52

§93.118
(b)

Document for which years consistency with motg
vehicle emissions budgets must be shown.

Ch. 1 p. 12

§93.118
(@)

Document the use of the appropriate analysis ye
the regional emissions analysis for areas with SI
budgetsand the analysis results for these years.

Document any interpolation performed to meet te
for years in which specific analysis is not require

Cch. 6
p. 50- 52

§93.119

For areas without applicable SIP budg&scument
that emissions from the tiaportation network for

each applicable pollutant and precursor, includin
projects in any associated donut area that are in
Statewide TIP and regionally significant nbederal
projects, are consistent with the requirements of
fActi on/ BAadeloindd®,9 0 g

AAction/ 20020 interim

Ch. 6 p. 50
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40 CFR

Criteria

Page

Comments

§93.119
(©)

Document the use of the appropriate analysis ye
the regional emissions analysis for areas without
applicable SIP budgets.

Ch.1p.7

§93.119
(hi)

Document how the baseline and action scenariog
defined for each analysis year.

Ch.3p. 34

§93.122
@)(1)

Document that all regionally significant federal ar
nonFederal projects in the
nonattainment/maintenance area are explicitly
modeled in tk regional emissions analysis. For e
project, identify by which analysis it will be open
traffic. Document that VMT for nenegionally
significant Federal projects is accounted for in th
regional emissions analysis

Ch. 2,p. 29
App B, p. 61

§93122
@2, 3)

Document that only emission reduction credits fr
TCMs on schedule have been included, or that p
credit has been taken for partially implemented
TCMs. Document that the regional emissions
analysis only includes emissions credit foojpcts,
programs, or activities that require regulatory act
if: the regulatory action has been adopted; the
project, program, activity or a written commitmen
included in the SIP; EPA has approved aniofb
the program, EPA has promulgated thegsam, or
the Clean Air Act requires the program (indicate
applicable date). Discuss the implementation stal
of these programs and the associated emissions
for each analysis year.

Ch.2p. 32

§93.122
(8)(4.5,6)

For nonregulatory measures thet aot included in
the STIP, include written commitments from
appropriate agencies. Document that assumptig
for measures outside the transportation system (
fuels measures) are the same for baseline and a
scenarios. Document that factors sastambient
temperature are consistent with those used in thg
unless modified through interagency consultatior]

N/A

§93.122
(b))

Document that a netwoitkased travel model is in
use that is validated against observed counts for
base year nmore than 10 years before the date @
the conformity determination. Document that the
model results have been analyzed for reasonablé
and compared to historical trends and explain an
significant differences between past trends and
forecasts (for pecapita vehiclarips, VMT, trip
lengths mode shares, time of day, etc.).

Ch. 2 p. 27

§93.122
(b)A)(i®

Document the land use, population, employment
other networkbased travel model assumptions.

Ch. 2 p. 22

§93.122
(b)()(iiBy

Document howand use development scenarios a
consistent with future transportation system
alternatives, and the reasonable distribution of
employment and residences for each alternative.

Ch.2 p. 22

§93.122
(b)1)(V)

Document use of capacity sensitive assignme

methodology and emissions estimates based on
methodology that differentiates between peak an
off-peak volumes and speeds, and bases speedyg

final assigned volumes.

Ch.2 p. 27
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40 CFR |Criteria Page Comments
8§93.122 |Document the use of zo#te-zone travel impedans| Ch. 2,
(b)(1)(v§ |to distribute trips in reasonable agreement with th p. 22
travel times estimated from final assigned traffic | p. 28
volumes. Where transit is a significant factor,
document that zont-zone travel impedances us€
to distribute trips are used to model mode split.
§093.122 | Document how travel models are reasonably Ch.2p. 27
(b)(1)(vB |sensitive to changes in time, cost, and other fact
affecting travel choices.

§93.122 | Document that reasonable methods were used tq Ch. 2 p. 28
(b)(2¥ estimate traft speeds and delays in a manner
sensitive to the estimated volume of travel on ea
roadway segment represented in the travel mode
893.122 | Document the use of HPMS, or a locally develop| Ch. 2 p. 27,
(b)(3% countbased program or procedures thatehbeen |29

chosen through the consultation process, to reco
and calibrate the netwottased travel model
estimates of VMT.

§93.122 |In areas not subject to §93.122(b), docunteat  |Ch. 2 p. 21
(d) continued use of modeling techniquegha use of
appropriate alternativiechniques to estimate vehi
miles traveled

8§03.122 |Document, in areas where a SIP identifies Ch. 3
(e, f) constructiorrelated PM10 oPM2.5as significant | P.35- 36
pollutants, the inclusion of PM10 and®iM2.5
construction engsions in the conformity analysis.
893.122 | If appropriate, document that the conformity N/A
(9) determination relies on a previous regional emiss
analysis and is consistent with that analysis.
893.126, | Documentall projects in the TIP/RTP that are Ch. 2,
893.127, |exempt from conformity requiremerds exempt App B, P. 87
§93.128 |from the regional emissions analysindicate the
reason for the exemption (Table 2, Table 3, traffi
signal synchronization) and that the interagency
consultation procesfound these projects to have
potentially adverse emissions impacts.

" Note that some areas are required to complete both interim emissions tests.
i 40 CFR 93.122(b) refers only to serious, severe and extreme ozone areagasd&@m@reas above 200,000
population

Disclaimers

This checklist is intended solely as an informational guideline to be used in reviewing Transportation Plans and
Transportation Improvement Programs for adequacy of their conformity documentatioim nib iway intended to

replace or supersede the Transportation Conformity regulations of 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93, the Statewide and
Metropolitan Planning Regulations of 23 CFR Part 450 or any other EPA, FHWA or FTA guidance pertaining to
transportation confonity or statewide and metropolitan planning. This checklist is not intended for use in
documenting transportation conformity for individual transportation projects in nonattainment or maintenance areas.
40 CFR Parts 51 and 93 contain additional critfenigrojectlevel conformity determination®ocument #46711
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
Year number of lanes modeled
(each direction)
SoAT AR | M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,
KEY | acency |easwm|iof STREET BEGN END Type of imprvmnt|  IDOther 1D Omd) |19 [$7']20: |3 |25 132196 |40

T |Bakorsfiold

2 [Bakersheld  |SUV 7ih STANDARD RD SANTA FE ZERKER AD Add Lanes KERDBRTPO0S | $67.00000002 [2 2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
3 [Bakersheld Fyv 7th STANDARD RD JEWETTA VEADUGO Add Lanes KERDBRTPO0S | 85700000002 [2 |2 |2 12 |2 |2 |2
4 [Gakersheld SOV 7ih STANDARD AD VERDUGO CALLOWAY Add Lanes RERDBRTPO0S | $57.0000002 |2 [2 |2 12 |2 |2 |2
5 |Bakersheld  |SIV AIRPORT STATE RD SR%9 Add Lanas Local 2 2 2 [3 1313 |3 3
li Bakershokd FN ALFRED HARRELL MT VEANON CHINA GRADE LOOP 2 2 2 2 12 2 |2 |2
E Bakersheld _|SUV ALFRED HARRELL CHINA GRADE LOOP__[FAIRFAX 2 2 2 2 23 3|3

Bakersheld }z_aw ALFRED HARRELL FAIRFAX WEST END FARTPARK |Add Lanes Local 2 12 2 2 12 2 |2 |2

[f [Bakersheld |0V ALFRED HARRELL WEST END HARTPARK [LAKE MING Add Lanes Local [ O O P A 3
10 |Bakersheld _|SIV ALFRED HARRELL LAKE MING PALADINO Add Lanes Local [N N N P P P2
11 [Bakersheid SOV ALFRED HARRELL PALADING SAI78 Add Lanes Local [ O O P P P
12 |Bakersheld |SWV ALLEN SR8 BRIMHALL Add Lanes Local 2 3 3 3 13 33 |3
13 Bakersheld |§JV ALLEN BRIMHALL WESTSIDE PARKWAY |[Add Lanes $7000000(2 [2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
14 |Bakersheld _|SOV ALLEN WESTSIDE PARKWAY _|STOCKDALE Add Lanss $7.0000002 |2 |2 |2 12 |2 |2 |2
16 |Bakersheld _|SIV ALLEN STOCKDALE MING AVE s12487212 |2 12 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
16 Bakersfeld  [SUV ALLEN MING AVE CAMPUS PARK 1 1 1 1 1 12 |2 |2
17 Bakersfeld I&N ALLEN CAMPUS PARK PANAMA LN o {0 |0 |1 1 12 |2 |2
18 Bakershield ]SJV ALLEN PANAMA LN SR 119 0 [0 [0 N 1 1 1 1
19 Bakersheld lSN ASHE RD PANAMA LN SR 119 1 1 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
20 Bakershalkd ISIV BRIMHALL RD Audd Road RENFRO RD 0o |0 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
' [Gakershald |50V }gmwwl AD AENFAO AD ALLEN T2 22 2 2 |2
22 |Bakersheld l§.rv BUENA VISTA AD WHITE LN HARRIS AD 2 12 12 |2 12 2 |2 |2
23 [Bakersheld |SUV | |BUENA VISTA AD HARRAIS AD PANAMA LN [N S 2 P P O
24 |Bakersfeld [SJV 1BUENA VISTA RD PANAMA LN SR 118 1 v 2 ]2 |2 [2 |2 |2
25 |Bakersheld SOV BUENA VISTA RD SR 119 CURNOW RD C I N O 3 P
[28" [Bakershald [SIV CALLOWAY ETCHART SNOW Add Lanes Local T[22 J2 [2 |2
27 |Bakersheld SV CALLOWAY SNOW NORRIS 2 2 2 12 33 3 |3
28 |Bakersheld _|SIV CALLOWAY NORRIS OLIVE 32 (@2 |¥2[3 3 3 3 |3
20 |Bakersheld S0V CALLOWAY OLIVE NORIEGA 3 13 3 3 3 3 33
[30 [Bakersheld |0V CALLOWAY NOREGA FAGEMAN 3 3 3 3 133 33
31 [Bakersheld _|SIV CALLOWAY HAGEMAN MEACHAM 3 3 (3 3 [3 3 [3 3
52 |Gakecsheld SOV CALLOWAY MEACHAM SRS 3 3 3 |3 133 |3 |3
(33 |Bakersheld _|SUV CALLOWAY BRIVHALL WESTSIDE PARKWAY _|Add Lanes Local 3 3 3 3 13 [3 3 |3
34 |Bakersheld _|SIV CALLOWAY WESTSIDE PARKWAY _|STOGKDALE 3 3 3 3 13 3 |33
|35 [Bakersheld 1SV CALIFORNIA STOCKDALE MOHAWK a |3 3 [3 |3 [3 [3a [3
35 |Bakersheld _|SUV CALIFORNA MOHAWK REAL 33 3 33 333
7 |Bakecsheld |SOV CALIFORNIA AEAL SRES T 2 3 a3 33
38 Bakersheld ]SN CALIFORNIA SRI9 QAK 3 |3 [3 |3 |3 |3 [3 |3
139 Bakersfield IS.N CALIFORNWA OAK A ST 2 |32 (32|32 (32 |32 |3 |3
40 Bakersfield SV CALIFORNIA A ST HST 3 |13 (3 ]3 [3 |3 [3 |3
41 Bakersheld |SJV CALIFORNIA HST CHESTER a2 13 |3 [3 |3 |3 [3 |3
32 |Bakersheld SOV CALEORNA CHESTER LSt 3 2 3 3 13 |3 33
43 Bakersfeld  |SIV CALIFORNIA LST NST 3 |13 (3 |3 (3 |3 |3 |3




KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

JUNE 19, 2014

CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regional nificant Route ments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
Year number of lanes modeled
{sach drection)
SORT AR M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP.

KEY | AGENCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt]  ID/Other 1D omen  |' |'7 [0 |2 [25 |32 |35 |40
34 |Bakershed  |SUV CALIFORNIA NST QsT 3 3 |3 B |3 13 3 |3
45 Bakersfield |SJV CALIFORNIA QST UNION 3 13 |3 |3 (2 |3 |2 |3
46 Bakersfisld  [SUV CALIFORNIA UNION BAKER 3 13 |13 |3 I3 (3 |3 |3
&7 [Bakersheld |50V CALIFOANIA BAKEA KNG 3 B 13 1B 313 3 |3
48 |Baherstield |SIV CALIFORNA KING BEALE 3 3 |3 3 |3 13 13 |3
0 [Bakersheld |SIV CALIFOANIA BEALE HALEY 3 3 |3 B 3 I3 |3 |3
50 |Bakershold [SIV CALIFORNIA HALEY WASHINGTON 2 12 2 12 |2 12 12 |2
51 Bakersfield |SJV CASA LOMA UNION MADISON 1 1 1 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
52 |Bakersheld  |SIV CASA LOMA MADISON COTTONWOOD T 022 2 [2 |2
53 |Bakersheid  |SJV CASA LOMA COTTONWOOD WASHINGTON v LT 2 12 12 12 |2
|54 Bakersfiold [SJV CASA LOMA WASHINGTON FAIRFAX 0 {0 |0 [0 |0 (2 2 |2
55 |Bakersheld |SJV CHESTER ATHST COLUMBUS 2 12 12 12 |2 12 |2 |2

Bakershoid |GV CHESTER THET FATHET 2 12 12 12 2 12 2 |2

57 |Bakersheid  |SIV CHESTER SRITS 30TH ST 2 12 ]2 12 |2 12 2 |2
|58 Bakershield SV COFFEE 7TH STANDARD ETCHART Add Lanes Local 1 1 |2 |2 [2 |3 (3 |3
[58 [Bakersheld |SIV COFFEE ETGHART SNOW Add Lanes Local T 2 23 3 2
|80 Bakersfiald  [SJV COFFEE NOARIS OLIVE Add Lanes Local 2 12 |2 |2 |2 |3 |3 |3
[81 Bakershold |[SJV COFFEE OLIVE HAGEMAN 3 I3 |3 |12 |3 I3 |3 |3
|62 [Bakersheld [S0V COFFEE HAGEMAN MEANY 3 3 |3 3 |3 13 13 |3
[f2  [Bakersheld [SIV COFFEE MEANY DOWNING 3 a3 3 3 |3 13 3 13
|88 [Bakershiold  |S4V COFFEE DOWNING GRANITE FALLS 3 B 3 B |3 13 13 |3
85 [Bakersteid |SIV COFFEE GRANITE FALLS SR5E 3 3 3 |32 |3 |3 3 |3
Ies_“a'.umu SIV COFFEE SRSE BRIMHALL 3 3 |3 |3 [3 |3 |3 |3
|B7 Bakersfield [SJV COFFEE BRIMHALL WESTSIDE PARKWAY 3 13 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3
|88 [Bakershald |SUV COFFEE WESTSIDE PARKWAY | TRUXTUN 3 19 |3 313 13 3B |3
B0 |Bakersheld |SIV COFFEE TRUXTUN STOCKDALE 3 3 |3 3 |3 13 [3 |3
70 Bakersfield |SIV CENTENNWL COARIDOR SR 58 WESTSIOE PARKWAY  |Noew Freeway KERDERTPO20 $60B0000 |0 |3 |3 |3 3 |3 |3

71 |Bakershold [SJV COTTONWOOD SRE8 PANAMA RD (I O O O O P P

72 |Bakerstield |SIV FARFAX RD ALFRED HARFELL HIGH| PALADING DR T T 2 12 2 |2

73 Bakershald SV FARFAX RD AEDBANK AD PANAMA LN 1 1 1 1 1 |12 |12 |2

74 |Bakersheld |SJV FAIRVIEW RD MONITOR ST SOUTH UNION AVE T2 2 |2

75 Bakershield [SJV GOSFORD SR116 |MC KEE Add Lanes Local 1 1 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2

78 Hakersfield [SJV GOSFORD MC KEE MC CUTCHEN Add Lanes Local 1 1 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2

77 |Bakershold |SIV GOSFORD MC CUTCHEN PANAMA LN Add Lanes Local T 0 2 R[22 12 |2

78 |Bakersheld |SJV GOSFORD PANAMA LN HARRIS 3 13 |3 13 |3 13 13 8

79 Bakersfield SV GOSFOHD HARAIS PACHECO 3 I3 |3 ]3a [3 |3 |3 |3

|80 [Bakersheid  |SIV GOSFORD PAGHEGO DISTRIGT 3 13 |3 B |3 |3 |3 |3
|81 [Bakersheid |SIV GOSFORD DISTRICT WHITE LN 2 13 |3 |3 |2 13 |3 |2
|B2 Bakersfold SV GOSFORD WHITE LN S LAURELGLEN 3 |13 [3 |12 [23 |3 |3 |3
|83 [Bakersheld [S4V GOSFORD S LAURELGLEN N LAURELGLEN 3 13 |3 3 |3 13 I3 |3
IB& Bakerafisld [SJV GOSFOHD N LAURELGLEN MING 3 13 |13 |13 (3 (3 |13 |3
85 [Bakershiold  |SJV GOSFORD MING CAMING MEDIA 3 |13 |3 |3 [3 |3 |3 |3

IBB Bakershald SJV GOSFORD CAMINO MEDWA STOCKDALE 3 3 |3 [3 |83 (3 3 |3




KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
Year number of lanes modelad
(each diracton)
SOAT AR M RTP PROJECT | COST(RTP,

KEY | agEncy |BASN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of mprvmnt]  ID/Othee 10 omd TP PIBERI®|®
|87 [Bakerseid [SIV HAGEMAN ALLEN OLD FARM 2 2 |2 I3 3 13 |3 |3
[B8 |Bakerstield [SJV HAGEMAN GLD FARM JEWETTA 2 |2 |2 I3 13 13 |3 |3
@0 |Bakershield |SJV RAGEMAN JEWETTA VERDUGO 2h j2nfanfa (3 [3 [3 |8
I‘oo_ Bakerstold _|SUV FAGEMAN VERDUGO CALLOWAY 3 32 |2 |3 |3 |3 |2 |2
ot [Bakershiold  [SUV FAGEMAN CALLOWAY MAIN PLAZA 3 |3 [3 |3 13 3 |3 |3
|92 |Bakerstield  |SJV HAGEMAN MAIN PLAZA RIVERLAKES 3313 313 13 |3 |3
[B3 |Bakershield [SUV RAGEMAN ANERLAKES COFFEE 3 [3 |3 3 (3 13 |3 |3
[64 [Bakerstield [SUvV RAGEMAN COFFEE PATTON 3 3 |3 |32 [3 |3 |3 |3
[o5 " [Sakershold S0V RAGEMAN PATTON FRUITVALE 3 3 3 |3 13 13 |3 |3
[08 [Bakerstield |SIV HAGEMAN FRUIVALE MOHAWK 3 |3 |3 13 13 13 |3 I3
[07 [Bakershed [SUV FAGEMAN MOHAWK KNUDSEN DR 2 12 12 |2 12 [2 |3 |3
l9_8 Bakersheld sSIV HAGEMAN KNUDSEN DR SR ee New Ramps KEROSHTPO13 $8B00000010 [0 (2 |2 (2 12 |3 |3
(1] ‘Bakershold  |SJV HOSKING BUENA VISTA GOSFORD 1 1 1 1 {2 12 |2 |2

100 |Bakerstield |SJV ROSKING GOSFORD STINE T 0T 2 |z |2 |2 |2
101 |Bakersheid  [SV ROSKING STINE AKERS RD T 2 12 12 2 [2 |2
102 |Bakersheld  |SOV HOSKING AKERS RD WIBLE RD 212 12 12 12 |2 |2 |2
103 |Bakershield |S0V HOSKING WEBLE RD SO.H ST Interchange Imprg KEROBRTPO0S | $31,000,00001 |2 |2 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3
104 |Bakersfield Sy HOSKING S0 HST UNION 1 1 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
105 |Bakersheld  |SJV JEWETTA AVE SNOW RAGEMAN 2 2 [2 12 12 |2 |2 |2
108 |Bakersheld  |SUV JEWETTA AVE HAGEMAN MEAGHAM T 0 2 12 12 |2 |2 |2
107 |Bakersheld |SIV MANOR AOBEATS LN UNION 2 12 12 12 12 12 |2 |2
108 |Bakersheld  |SJV MASTERSON ST ALFRED HARRELL HWY |PALADIND DA o [0 [2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
100 |Bakersheld SV MASTERSON ST PALADINO DR SR 178 2 (2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
110  |Bakersfield SV MING AVE WEST BELTWAY SALLEN o |0 |2 |2 (2 |2 |2 |2
111 |Bakershold  |SJV MING AVE S ALLEN GUENA VISTA 2 12 [2 12 |2 2 |2 [2
112 |Bakershold SV MING AVE BUENA VISTA GRAND LAKES 3 |3 13 I3 13 [3 [3 I8
113 |Bakershield |SJV MING AVE GRAND LAKES OLD RVER AD 3 3 [a I3 13 |3 [3 |3
114 |Bakersheld |SJV MING AVE OLD ANER RD RAGGIN DAKS 3 2 |3 3 I3 |3 |3 |3
115 | Bakershisld  |SJV MING AVE HAGGIN OAKS GOSFOAD 3 3 [3 |3 (3 13 |3 |3
116 |Bakersheid |SJV MING AVE GOSFORD EL PORTAL 3 (3 |3 I3 13 13 |3 I3
117 |Bakersheld |SJV MING AVE EL PORTAL ASHE 3 3 |3 I3 13 13 |3 |3
118  |Bakersfield sy MING AVE ASHE NEW STINE 3 (3 |3 I3 |3 |13 |3 |8
110 |Bakersheld  [SJV MING AVE NEW STINE STINE AD 3 3 |3 |3 13 |3 |2 |3
120 | Bakershield |SJV MING AVE STINE AKERS 3 13 [3 3 |3 {3 |3 |3
121 |Bakersheld  |SJV WING AVE AKERS REAL B a3 213 |3 3213
122 |Bakersheld |SJV MING AVE REAL WIBLE 3 3 |3 |3 (3 13 |3 |3
123 |Bakersfield |SUV MING AVE WEBLE HUGHES LN 3 |3 |3 |3 13 |3 |3 |3
124 |Bakersfiold Sy MING AVE HUGHES LN HST 2 |12 |2 |2 12 |2 |2 |2
125 |Bakershold  [SUV WING AVE HST CHESTER 2 12 12 2 2 12 |2 |2
126 |Bakersheld SV MING AVE GHESTER PST 2 2 12 |2 12 12 |2 |2
127 |Bakersheld  |SJV MING AVE PST UNION 2 (2 12 2 [2 |2 |2 |2
128 |Gakershiold  |SUV VORAWK HAGEMAN DOWNING 3 [3 |3 |3 [3 |3 [3 |8
120 |Bakersheld |SJV MOHAWK ACSEDALE TRUXTUN New Anterial KEROBRTPODA | $377,000000/3 (2 |3 [3 [3 |3 |3 |3
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
Year number of lanes modeled
{aach direction)
SORT AR M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,

KEY | acency [BAsi|10 STREET BEGIN END Iryp- of imprvmnt | ID/Other ID G i ol bl ol vl i sl bl
130  |Bakersfield [SJV MOHAWK SR 58 SR 58/'Rosedals Highway 0.5 mi s'o 3 |3 [3 [3 |3 |]3 |3 |3
131 |Bakershed  |SJV [MONTEREY UNION ALTA VISTA 2 13 |3 [3 |3 13 |3 |3
132 |Bakersheld |SUV MONTEREY ALTA VISTA BAKER 3 3 |3 |3 |3 (3 |3 |3
145 |Bakersheld }&v l‘hommﬁv BAKER BEALE 3 3 3 £ O O A
134 |Bakersheld [SJV | [MONTEREY BEALE FALEY 3 3 3 3 5[5 |33
135 [Bahersheld _[SOV MONTEREY HALEY NILES 3 3 [a a3 333
136 |Bakersfield [SIV MOSNING DR ALFAED HARRELL HWY [PALADINOG DR 0O 0 |o jo |+ 1 |1 1
137  |Bakersfield  [SIV MOANING DR PALADINO DR SR 178 1 11 |2 |12 |2 [2 |2 |2
138 |Bakersheld__[SIV MORNING DR SR178 COLLEGE (3N N £
130 |Bakersheld _[SJV MT_VERNON COLUMBUS SAI78 2 12 2 ]2 |2 |2 2 |2
120 |Bakersheld  [SJV |MT_VERNON SR58 BELLE TEARACE 2 12 2 |2 [2 |2 [2 |2
141 |Bakorsfield  [SIV MT VERNON BELLE TERRACE CASA LOMA DR 2 12 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
142 |Bakershell _[SJV MT VERNON WHITE LWMULLER RD_|PANAMA LN o o [0 [0 [0 [0 [v v
143 |Bakershel _[SIV N. CHESTER COLUMBUS BEARDSLEY 2 12 |2 2 |2 |2 2 2
144__|Bakershel__|SUV NEW STINE RD WILSON MING 33 [3 3 3 (3 33
145 |Bakersheld [SIV NEW STINE RD MING SUNDALE 3 I3 |3 |3 |3 3 |3 |8
146 |Bakersfield [SIV NEW STINE RD SUNDALE BELLE TERRACE 3 13 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3
147  |Bakarsfiekd  [SJV NEW STINE RD BELLE TERRACE STOCKDALE 3 {E 3 |3 |3 |3 [3 |3
148 |Bakersheld _|SIV NLES UNION ALTA VISTA 3 13 3 13 (313 3|3
140 |Bakershel _[SIV NILES ALTA VISTA BAKER 13 3 3 3 3 3|3
150 |Bakersfield  [SIV NILES BAKER BEALE 3 |3 [3 [3 |3 ]2 |3 |3
151  |Bakersfioki ]SJV NILES BEALE HALEY 3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3
152 |Bakersfiekd  [SJV NILES HALEY MONTEREY 32 |3 |3 |3 |3 (3 |3 |3
153  |Bakersfield  [SJV QAK ST CALIFORNIA AVE SR 178/ 24th ST 2 12 |2 |2 |3 |8 |3 |3
154 |Bakershel _|SJV OLD_RIVER STOCKDALE CAMING MEDIA 3 13 [3 |3 |3 |3 (3 [3
155 |Bakersheld [SIV OLD_RIVER CAMINO MEDIA MING 3 |3 [3 |3 |3 |5 |3 |3
156 |Bakersfield l&JV OLD_RIVER MING WHITE LN 3 3 |3 3 |3 (3 |3 |3
157  |Bakerstield  [SJV OLD _RIVER WHITE LN CAMPUS PARK Add Lanes Local 3 I3 |3 |13 |3 [3 |3 |8
168 |Bakersheld__|SIV OLD_RIVER CAMPUS PARK PAGHECO Add Lanes Local 3 13 |33 |3 (3 33
150 |Bakersheld _[SUV OLD_RIVER PACHECO FARRIS Add Lanes Local F N N O O O O
160  [Bakersfiekd [SIV OLD_RIVER HARRAIS PANAMA LN Add Lanes Local 2 12 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
181 |Bakersfeld  [SIV OLD_RIVER PANAMA LN BERKSHIRE Add Lanes Local T j2 j2 |2 |2
1682 |Bakersfield  [SIV OLD RIVER BERKSHIRE MCCUTCHEN(HOSKING)Add Lanes Local 10 1 2 12 2 |2
163  |Bakersfieki  [SUV OLD STINE MING AVE BELLE TERRACE TR 2 |2 |2
164 |Bakersheld |5V OLIVE DR RUDD RD (WEST BELTWALLEN T "2 |2 12 12 |2
165 |Bahersheld _|SOV OLIVE DR ALLEN JEWETTA 2 12 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
186 |Bakersfield [SIV OSWELL SR178 BERNARD Add Lanes Local 3 3 |3 |13 |3 (3 |3 |3
187 |Bakersfield  [SJV OSWELL BRUNDAGE SRSE 2 12 |2 |2 |2 |2 2 |2
180 _|Bakershold__|SUV PALADING DR FAIRFAX MORNING DR 0 10 [0 |2 [2 |2 2
160 |Bakersheld _[SIV PALADING DR MORNING DR MASTERSON Steet [ O [ I O P P P
170 |Bakersfield |SJV PALADINO DR MASTERSON Street ALFRED HARRELL HWY 0 0 |0 (o (o v 1 1
171 |Bakersfeld |[SJV PANAMA_LN ALLEN BARLOW Add Lanes Local 2 12 |12 |2 [3 |3 |3 |3
172 |Bakersheld [SIV PANAMA LN BARLOW BUENA VISTA BLVD Add Lanes Local 2 12 |2 |2 |3 |3 |3 |3
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regional nificant Route ments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
Year number of lanes modeled
{aach direction)
SORT AR (M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,
| KEY | acency |BAsIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt | ID/Other ID oS K il ol el ol e
173 |Bakersheld S0V PANAMA LN BUENA VISTA MOUNTAIN VISTA Add Lanes Local P P P P F I I E B
78 |Bakershed  |SJV PANAMA_LN MOUNTAIN VISTA OLD AVER RD AGd Lanes Local 2 12 [z 2 |3 [3 3 |3
175 |Bakershied  |SOV PANAMA_LN OLD RIVER RD PAOGAESS Add Lanes Local 2 12 2 |2 |3 |3 |3 |3
76 |Bakorshold Fs.ov PANAMA_LN PAOGRESS GOSFORD Add Lanes Tocal 2 12 |2 12 13 |3 |13 |3
177 |Bakersiold  [SIV PANAMA LN GOSFOAD RELIANCE Add Lanes Local 22 2R 13 3 13 |3
178 |Bakershied  |SJV PANAMA LN RELIANGE ASHE Add Lanes Local w22z |3 13 13 |3
170 |Bakerstied  |SIV PANAMA_ LN ASHE GOLDEN GATE Add Lanes Local 3232323203 3 |3 |3
180 |Bakersheld  [SJV PANAMA LN GOLDEN GATE STINE RD Add Lanes Local 22 |32 32 [32]3 |3 |3 |3
181 |Bakersheld  |SIV PANAMA LN STINE AD AKERS Add Lanes Local 3 13 3 B 13 |3 13 3
102 |Bakersheld S0V PANAMA_ LN AKERS WIBLE Add Lanes Local 3 13 |3 138 13 3 13 I3
183 |Bakershed SOV PANAMA LN WIBLE SAa0 3 13 3 3 13 |3 13 |3
184 |Bakersfield SJIV PANAMA LN SRES HST 3 |3 [3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3
185 [Bakersheld  [SIV PANAMA_LN HST MONITOR Add Lanes Tocal 2 12 2 2 |2 [3 13 |3
188 |Bakorshed  |SJV BANAMA LN MONITOR UNION Add Lanes Local 2 12 2 2 |2 3 |3 |3
187 |Bakershed  |SJV PANAMA LN UNION COTTONWOOD T 2 2 12 |2 [z |2
188 |Bakershed  |SIV PANAMA LN COTTONWOOD SR1ed [ I O O O PR P P
189 |Bakorslield SJV PANORAMA DR 1700 FEET N COLUMBUJUNION 2 2 |2 |2 |12 |2 |2 |2
100 |Bakershield |SJV QUAIL CREEK RD SNOW 7th STANDARD AD o 1o [0 o |2 [2 |2 |2
191 |Bakerstiedd |5V REAL RD STOCKDALE SA58 2 12 12 12 12 |2 |2 |2
192 |Bakerstied [SIV RENFAO RD 7th STANDARD RD | OLIVE DR o o o o 0o [\ [T |1
193 |Bakersfiold |SIV RENFRO RD GLIVE DR REINA RD E I N O O R I
104 |Bakersheld  [SIV RENFRO AD JOHNSON RD STOCKDALE HWY "1 J2 12 (2 2 |2 |2
T8 |Bakershield  |[SIV SANYA FE WAY RODD RO (West Baftway)| HAGEMAN RD L O O O I I
198 |Bawershel |50V SNOW FD JENKING RD ALLEN 2 2 |2
197 |Bakerstield  |SIV SNOW AD JEWETTA AVE CALLOWAY DR it [2n jen iz |2 12 |2
168  |Bakorsfield |SJV SNOW RD COFFEERD FRUITVALE AVE 1 1 1 1 2 |2 |2 |2
100 |Bakershield |5V SO.GHESTER UNION PLANZ AD Z 12 2 12 |2 |2 |2 |2
200 |Bakersheld |SIV SO.CHESTER PLANZ RD WILSON 2 12 |2 12 12 2 |2 |2
201 |Bakershield [SIV SO.CHESTER WING BELLE TERRACE 2 12 12 12 |2 |2 |2 |2
202 |Bakorshiold |SJV SO.CHESTER BELLE TERRAGE SAsE 2 12 2 R |2 |2 |2 |2
|203 [Bakersfield [SV SO.CHESTER SAS8 BAUNDAGE 2 12 2 2 |2 |2 [2 |2
204 |Bakerstield  [SJV SO GHESTER BRAUNDAGE ATHST 2 12 |2 J2 |2 [2 |2 |2
205 |Bakersheld  [SJV SO.CHESTER ATHST CALIFORNIA 2 12 2 12 12 |2 |2 |2
206 |Bakerstield |SIV SO.CHESTER CALIFORNIA TRUXTUN 2 12 2 12 |2 |2 |2 |2
207 |Bakershold SV SO.CHESTER TRUXTUN 18TH ST 2 12 2 2 12 2 |2 |2
208 |Bakersheld  |SIV SO.CHESTER 18TH ST 2157 8T 2 12 2 12 [2 2 |2 |2
[208 [Banerstiond  [SIv SO.CHESTER 2181 51 SR178 2 12 2 12 |2 2 |2 |2
210 |Sakersfield SJV SO HST ARVIN-EDSION CANAL |HOSKING 1 2 |2 |2 2 |2 |2 |2
211  |Bakersfield  [SJV SO, H ST HOSKING SR119 [ C O OO I I A
[212 [Bakersheld  [SIV STINE AD WILSON PLANZ AD 3 13 |3 13 13 3 13 |3
213 |Bakersheld |SIV STINE AD PLANZ RD WHITE LN 3 13 |3 |2 |3 3 |3 |3
214  |Bakersfield SJV STWNE AD IWHITE LN DISTRICT 3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |]3 |3 |3
|25 [Sakerstiels[S3V STINE AD [DISTRICT PACHECO 3 13 |3 138 J3 33 |3
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route ments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
Year number of lanes modeled
{each direction)

SORT AR |M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,

KEY | AGENCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt | (DOther 10 Omen |4 |7 20| |5 |22.1%8 40
[216  [Bakersheld [S0V STINE RD PAGHECO HARRIS 3 13 |3 [3 |3 |3 (3 |

17 |Bakersfoki  [SJV STINE AD HARRIS PANAMA LN 3 I3 3 |3 [3 |3 [3 [a
218 |Bakersteld  |SIV STINE AD PANAMA LN BERKSHIRE T 2 [2 |2 [2 |2 (2 |2

18 |Bakerstaki |§Jv SYINE RD [BERKSHIRE HOSKING 1T 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
220 |Bakershedd__[SOV STINE RD THOSKING MC KEE T 12 12 2 [2 |2 |2 |2

Bakersheld  |SJV STINE RD IMC KEE sa119 1 12 [2 212 ]2 ]2 |2

222 |Bakersheld  |SIV STOCKDALE 1SR 43 NORD (I I O O R A I 3
723 |Bakersbeld _[SOV STOCKDALE NORD WEGIS New Freeway  |KEROBATPO20 |$608,000000 |1 12 [2 [2 |2 |3 |3 |3
224 |Bakershold |SOV STOCKDALE WEGIS HEATH New Freewsy  |KERDBATPO20 [$508.000,000 [T (2 |2 |2 |2 |3 13 |3
725 |Bakersteld  |SJV STOGKDALE HEATH CLAUDIA AUTUMN DR |New Freeway | KEROBATP020 |$698.000,000 |1 11 12 |2 |2 |2 12 |2
226 |Bakershekd _[SUV STOGKDALE CLAUDIA AUTUMN DR |[RENFRO New Freeway  |KEROBRTPO20 |$08.000000 7 11 |2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2
227 |Bakersfeld [SJV STOCKDALE RENFRO ALLEN 3 13 |3 |3 |3 [3 (3 |8
I?ze Bakershald  [SIV STOGKDALE ALLEN JEWETTA 3 13 [a |2 [3 |2 13 |2
720 |Bakersbeld |SOV STOCKDALE JEWETTA BUENA VISTA BLVD 3 13 13 13 |3 |3 13 3
230 |Bakersbeld [SUV STOCKDALE BUENA VISTA CALLOWAY 3 13 |3 |3 |3 |3 13 |3
231 |Bakersbeld [SOV STOCKDALE GALLOWAY COFFEE 3 13 |3 |3 |3 |2 13 |3
232 |Bakersbeld  [SIV STOCKDALE COFFEE ASHE 3 13 [3 |3 |3 |3 13 |3
233 |Bakershek [SJV STOCKDALE ASHE CALIFORNIA 3 13 |3 |3 |3 3 13 |3
234 |Bakersheld  [SOV STOCKDALE CALIFORNIA MONTCLAIR 3 3 3 |3 3 |3 13 |3
235  |Bakersheld  [SJV STOCKDALE MONTCLAIR STINE AD 3 13 |3 I3 3 [2 13 |3
|236 |Bakersheld  |SIV STOGKDALE STINE REAL 3 13 3 |3 (3|5 13 I3
lziy Bakersfield  |SJV STOCKDALE REAL SR9S 3 13 |3 |3 |3 |3 I3 3
278 |Bakershol  |SJV STOGKOALE SR% OAK 3 13 |2 |3 |2 |2 3 |a
230 |Bakersheld  |SJV TRUXTUN AVE CAK BEECH Add Lanes Local 2 12 2 2 |2 |2 13 |3
240 |Bakershek  |SJV TRUXTUN AVE {BEECH PINE ST Add Lanes Local 2 12 |2 [2 |2 |2 13 |3
241 |Bakersheld _[SIV TRUXTUN AVE PINE ] Add Lanes Local 2 12 |2 [2 |2 |2 (3 |3
242 |Bakersbeld |SJV TRUXTUN AVE asT FST Add Lanes Local 2 12 2 [2 |2 |2 13 |3
243 |Bakersteld  |SJV TAUXTUN AVE FST HST Add Lanes Local 2 12 |2 |2 |2 |2 (3 |3
244 |Bakersheld  [SJV TRUXTUN AVE HST CHESTER 2 12 |2 |2 |2 |2 2 |2
245 |Bakersbeld SOV TRUXTUN AVE CHESTER MST 3 3 |3 |3 |2 |3 13 |3
246 |Bakersheld  |SIV TAUXTUN AVE MST NST 3 13 |3 |3 |3 |2 {3 |3
247 |Bakersbeld |SIV TRUXTUN AVE NST QST 3 13 3 |3 |3 |3 13 |3
248 |Bakersbeld  [SIV TRUXTUN AVE asT UNION 3 13 |3 |3 |3 3 13 I3
249 |Bakersheld |SJV UNION MANOR COLUMBUS Add Lanes Local 3 13 2 |3 |3 |3 13 |2
250 |Bakersheid |SJV UNION COLUMBUS UTHST 3 13 |3 |3 [3 |2 13 |3
[257 [Bakershela__[S0V UNION JATHST 30THST 3 13 |3 |3 |3 |3 (3 |3
252 |Bakersheld |SJV UNION 30THST NILES 3 3 |2 |2 |3 |3 I3 |3
253 |Bakersheld  |SIV UNION NILES MONTEREY 313 |3 |3 ]3 |3 13 |3
254 |Bakersheld |SJV UNION MONTEREY KENTUGKY 3 13 |3 3 3 |3 13 |2
255 |Bakersfeld ISJV UNION KENTUCKY SA204 3 I3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |38 |3
|58 " |Bakershaid  |SUV UNION SR204 2157 ST 3 13 [a [3a |3 |3 I3 |3
357 |Bakersheld [5JV UNION AR 1aTH ST 3 13 3 3 [3 |2 13 |3
258 |Bakersheld _|SIV UNION 18TH ST TRUXTUN 3 13 |3 3 3 |3 I3 |3
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Yaar number of lanes modsaled
(each drection)
SORT AR | M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,
KEY | acency |Basw|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of kmprvmnt|  ID/Other ID omen | |7 |2 l” ol el S
Eg Bakersheld _ [SUV UNION TRUXTUN CALIFORNIA 3 |3 13 |3 |3 |3 13 13
Bakershekd SV UNION CALIFORNIA ATHST 3 13 3 |3 3 |3 I3 3
1 |Bakersheld |§Jv UNION 4THST |BRUNDAGE 3 |3 I3 I3 [3 s [3 I3
%Tw«:&u SV URION BAUNDAGE ISRse 3 3 I3 3 |3 |3 3 I3
Bakersbold  [SUV UNION SAse |BELLE TERRACE Add Lanes Local 3 [3 13 |33 [3 [3 I3
Bakershokl _[SUV UNION MING WILSON Add Lanes Local 2 |2 12 2 [3 |3 13 |3
Bakersheld S0V UNION WILSON PLANZ Add Lanes Local 2 |2 12 2 |3 |3 13 I3
[266  |Bakersteld |SUV UNION PLANZ CHESTER Add Lanes Local 2 |2 12 |2 |3 [3 |a I3
67 |Bakersbeld SOV UNION CHESTER WHITE LN Add Lanos Local 2 |2 |2 |2 [3 |3 [3 |3
Bakershakl |§.N UNION PACHECO FAIRVIEW AD Add Lanes Local 2 |2 |2 E 2 |3 13 13
Bakersfield _[SJV UNION FAIRVIEW RD [PANAMA LN Add Lanes Local 2 12 12 |2 |2 |5 13 13
[270 | Bakersheld |§JV UNION PANAMA LN BERKSHIRE Add Lanes Local 2 2 12 |2 |2 |3 I8 |8
571 |Gakershed  [SIV UNION BERKSHIAE HOSKING Add Lanas Local 2 12 12 |2 12 |3 3 I3
272 |Bakershold |SIV VINELAND RO PALADING DR SR 178 0 12 12 12 |2 |2 [2 |2
?3 Bakershokl _ [SIV VINELAND RO SR178 SR 184/Kem Ganyon Road 0 12 12 12 |2 [2 12 12
74 |Bakershekl__[SUV WHITE LNMulier Road COTTONWOOD RD___JOSWELL 0 [0 10 jo [0 |2 [2 I2
75 |Bakersteld SOV WHITE LN BUENA VISTA MOUNTAIN VISTA 3 (3 13 |3 [3 3 [3 |3
76 |Bakersbekd  [SIV WHITE LN MOUNTAIN VISTA OLD ANER AD 3 [3 13 I3 [3 |3 [3 3
77 |Bakershekl _[SUV WHITE LN LD RVER AD PARK VEW 3 I3 |3 [3 |3 |3 I3 I3
[E78 |Bakersbeld _[SUV WHITE LN PARK VIEW PIN OAK PARK 3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3 [3 I3
B7a |Bakersteld S0V WHITE LN PIN OAK PARK GOSFORD 3 3 13 |3 3 [2 I3 I3
250 |Bakersbokd ]_s:v WHITE LN GOSFORD LY 3 |3 13 3 [3 [3 |3 |3
281 |Bakershekd  [SUV WHITE LN LY ASHE 7 |3 13 |2 [2 |3 |3 I3
E:;’ Bakershold SV WHITE LN ASHE WILSON 3 (3 3 3 [3 |3 3 |3
Bakersheld__[SJV WHITE LN WILSON CLOVE 3 |3 3 I3 |3 |3 13 13
[2B2 |Bakershiekt [SUV WHITE LN CLOVE STINE RO 3 |3 |3 |3 3 |5 [3 |3
285 |Bakersbold [SJV WHITE LN STMNE RD AKERS 3 13 3 3 3 [3 [3 I3
266 |Bakershekl |SUV WHITE LN AKEAS WIBLE AD 3 13 13 |3 [3 |3 I3 13
87 | Bakersield _[SUV WHITE LN WIBLE RD SRES 3 3 1B |3 [3 3 1318
[EE |Bakersbeld SOV WHITE LN SRo9 HUGHES LN 3 |3 |3 3 |2 |3 3 13
Bakershokd _|SUV WHITE LN HUGHES LN HST 32 |32 |22 |32 |2 |32 |32 [a2
00 |Bakersheld  |SIV WHITE LN HST MONITOR 2 |2 f2 [2 [2 |2 [2 |2
1 [Bakershek  [SIV WHITE LN MONITOR UNION 2 12 12 |2 |2 |2 [2 |2
[292 |Bakersbeld  [SUV WIBLE SR 119 CURNCW RD t Dy 2 2
[p82 |Bakersteld S0V WESTSIDE PARKWAY HEATH WEST BELTWAY New Freewsy  |KEADBATPO18 | $170,000,000(2 (2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |3 |3
E:; Bakorsbold _[SJV WESTSIDE PARKWAY WEST BELTWAY ALLEN Now Frosway _ |KEROBATPO16 | $170,000,000(2 [2 (2 |2 |2 |3 [3 |3
Bakersbeld__[SIV WESTSIDE PARKWAY ALLEN JEWETTA New Fresway  |KEADBATRO20 | $608,000,000(3 (3 13 |3 |3 [3 I3 |3
206 |Bakersbeld__[SUV WESTSIDE PARKWAY JEWETTA CALLOWAY New Freeway _ |KEROBATPO20 | $696,000,000(3 (3 |3 |3 [3 [3 |3 I3
[207 | Bakersheld  [SJV WESTSIDE PARKWAY CALLOWAY COFFEE New Freewsy  |KERDBATP020 | $696,000,000(3 |3 |43 |43 |43 |43 |43 |&3
208 |Bakershald _|SIV WESTSIDE PARKWAY COFFEE MOHAWK Now Froeway/Artol KEROBATPO20 | $698.000,000(4/3 (43 (4 |4 [+ [4 |4 |4
200 |Bakersheld SOV WESTSIDE PARKWAY(PHASE 4 MOHAWK TAUXTUN New Froeway/Artel KERDBATP020 | S$608,000,000(2 |2 2.4 [2.4 |24 |24 |2.4 2.4
300 | [WESTHECYWAY VTV SYARDARD SH S Hiosadals Highway KERGEATPI02 0 [0 0 jo [0 |o |2 |2
[B07_[Bakersheld |SV | |WEST BELTWAY S8 WESTSIDE PARKWAY _|New Freeway  |KEROBATPO18 | $170,000,000/0 [0 10 [0 [0 [3 [3 |3
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
I e
(each deection)
SORT AR 1M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP |
KEY | AGENCY |[BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Impryvmnt|  ID/Other ID Other) 4 |17 |20 (23 (25 |32 |35 (40
902 |Bakersheld  |SJV | |WEST BELTWAY WESTSIDE PARKWAY | PACHECO KEROBATPO16 D [0 jo Jo [0 |o |2 |2
303 |Bakorshiold  |SIV WEST BELTWAY PACHECO PANAMA LN KERDBATPOA7 o 1o Jo Jo Jo Jo [2 |2 |
304 |Bakershoid  |SJV WEST BELTWAY PANAMA (N SA119 KEROBATPOG7 o [0 jo Jo [0 Jo |2 |2
|05 [Carans
308 |Caltrans SV | |ELUNGTON 11TH AVE SA156 TN
307  |Caltrans SV 1[5 LAVAL LAVAL Interchange KEROBRTPOO2 $11,3000000x [x Ix J Ix x |x |[x
308 |Caltrans SV 1 |15 COUNTY LINE LAVAL 4 (4 1a & [ |8 |4 |2
300 |Caltrans SV 15 LAVAL SRS 4 14 4 4 |4 |4 |4 |4
310 |Caltrans SV 5 SA00 SA186 2 12 2 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
311 |Caltrans SV 15 SA186 OLD RIVER RD 2 12 j2 12 |2 |2 |z |2
112 |Caltrans SV |5 OLD RVER RD SA223 2 12 12 12 [2 [2 [2 |2
313 |Calirans SV | |15 SR223 sA119 2 12 2 2 [2 ]2 ]2 2
214 Caltrans SV | |8 SA119 SR43 2 {2 12 12 |2 |2 |2 |2
315 |Calirana SV 5 SA43 STOCKDALE 2 12 12 12 |2 [2 |2 |2
318 |Caltrans SV 5 STOCKDALE SA58 2 12 12 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
3177 [Caltrans SV 15 SASH 7TH STANDARD 2 (2 2 2 |2 [2 |2 |2
318 |Caltrans SV 5 7TH STANDARD ROWLEE 2 12 f2 12 |2 |2 |2 |2
318 |Caltrans SIV [ ROWLEE LERDO HWY 2 [2 12 2 [2 [2 [2 |2
120 |Calirans SV | |15 LERDO HWY SA48 2 12 12 2 [2 [2 |2 |2
321 |Caltrans SV | |5 SR8 TWISSELMAN 2 12 12 12 |2 |2 |2 |2
322 |Caltrans SV | |5 TWISSELMAN COUNTY LINE 2 12 12 12 2 |2 |2 |2
23 |Caltrans WV | [sAl SA%95 POOLE 2 z |2
324 |Calrana WV | [SR14 POOLE INVOKERAN Add Lanes KEROSATP00B $42,000,000 2 2 |2
725  |Caltrans WV | |sAid INYOKERN SA178 Add Lanes KEROBATPO0B $42,000,000 2 2 |2
128 |Caltrans WV | [sAi4 SH178 & mile s of 178 Add Lanes KEROBATPO17 $42,000,000 2 2 |2
327 |Caltrans WY | |sAie B milo 5 of 178 REDAOGK RANDSBURGIAJd Lanes KEADERTP024 32,000,000 2 2 |2
328 |Caltrans MO | [SR1d REDROCK RANDSBURG|JAWBONE CANYON 2 2 |2
1206 |Caltrans MO | |SRid JAWBONE GANYON | CALIFORNIA GITY 2 2 |2
330 Caltrans MD SH14 CALIFORNIA CITY SHESEEYPASS 2 2 |2
331 Caltrans MD SR14 SASEBYPASS DEAVER 2 2 |2 .
332 |Caltrans MD SA4 DEAVER SA58 2 2 |2
333 |Calrans MO | [SR14 ALTUS SAS8 2 2 |2
334 [Caltrans MO | [SR14 CAMELOT ALTUS 2 2 |2
335  |Caltrans MD | |SRia PURDY CAMELOT 2 2 |2
336 |Caltrans MD | [SA1e SILVER QUEEN PUADY 2 2 |2
137 |Galirans MD | |SAi4 BACKUS SLVER OUEEN 2 2 |2
338 |Caltrans MD | |SR14 DAWN BAGKUS 2 2 |2
[339 [Caltrans MO | [SA14 ROSAMOND DAWN 2 2 |2
340 |Caltrans MD | [SAia A AVE ROSAMOND 2 2 |2
141 Caltrans SV | |sS8’119 SR33 GARDENER FIELD 1 L 1 1 1 1 1
242 |Caltrans SV | |SR119 GARDENER FIELD 2ND ST t bt
343  |Caltrans SJV SR119 2ND ST ASH Tt bt ity
244 |Caltrans SV SA119 ASH HARRISON (I O O O O O
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||

Yaar number of lanes modelad
(aach direction)
SORT AR M ATP PROJECT | COST (RTP,

KEY | AGENCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN ENO Type of imprvmnt | D/Other ID Omen  |'4 |7 |20 |23 |25 |22 |35 |40
345 |Calvans SV SR119 HARRISON MIDWAY I O O R O D O
348 |Calra SV SR119 MIOWAY ELK HILLS I O O O O O I
347 |Caltrans SV SR119 ELK HILLS CHERRY AVE T CO O O OO R I
348 |Caltvans SV SR110 CHERRY AVE TUPMAN Add Lanes KEROBRTPOZZ2 | $11500000011 [1 [1 |1 |2 |2 |2 |2
349 |Caltrans SV SR119 TUPMAN $843 [ O O O O R I
350 |Caltrans SV SR118 SRA3 5 I O O O O O O
351  |Cam SV SA118 5 NORD Add Lanes KEROGRTPOSS T Tz |2 |2
352 |Caltrans SIV SR11% NORD HEATH Add Lanes KEROSRTPORY T 0 T [t 2 |2 |2
353 |Caltrans SV SR110 HEATH RENFAO Add Lanes KERDBRTPOOI T 22
354 |Cawans SIV SR118 AENFRO ALLEN Add Lanes KEROSRTPOGA T [ [v [ [T [2 |2 |2
355 |G SV SR118 ALLEN BARLOW Add Lanes KEROGRTP099 1T v [t (2 |2 |2
358 |Caltrans SV SR119 BARLOW BUENA VISTA BLVD __ |Add Lanes KEROSRTPO [ CO O O C L P

|357 [Caitrans SIV SR11G BUENA VISTABLVD _ |GREEN Add Lanes Local T [T T [ |2 [2 |2
358 |Caltrans SIV SR119 GREEN OLD RVER RD Add Lanes Local (I O O O O B A
350 |Caitrans SV SR11G OLD RVER RD PAOGRESS Add Lanes Local [ O O O O R P
360 |Caltrans SV SR118 PROGRESS GOSFOAD Add Lanes Local 1T 0 2 |2 |2
361 |Caltrans SIV SR119 GOSFORD ASHE Add Lanes Local T 0 [T [T |t |2 |z |2
[382 [Caivans — [SWV SR110 ASHE STINE AD Add Lanes Local (I O N O O P P
363 |Caltrans SV SR11G STINE RD VAN HORN Add Lanes Local [ O O O O R P
364 |Caltrans SV SR118 VAN HORN WIBLE RD Add Lanes Local T [t 112 |2 |2
385 |Caltrans SV SR119 WIBLE AD SRS Add Lanes Local [ N O O L F 3
366 | Caltrans SV SR155 SR FREMONT [ O O O O O L
o T &N 155 FREMGNT THIGH I O O O O R O
388 |Calvans SV SR155 HIGH LEXINGTON [ O O O O R I 2
360 |Calvans SIV SR155 LEXINGTON MAST AVE [ O O O O I I 2
570 |Caltrans SV SR155 MAST AVE BAOWNING I N O O O O I 2
371 |Caltvans SV SR156 BROWNING BOWMAN RD Add Lanes Local [ O O O O P P
372 |Caltvans SV SR155 BOWMAN RD FAMOSO PORTERVILLE |Add Lanes Local T 0 (2 |2 |2
373 |Ca SIV SA165 FAMOSO PORTERVILLE | SHBS [ O O O O R DI E
374 |Caltrans SIV SR155 SR35 WOODY GRANITE I N O N O O O
375 |Caitrans SIV SR155 WOODY GRANITE GRANITE I O O O O O CO £
376 |Caivans SV SR155 GRANITE JACK RANCH T O O N O R E
|377|Calrans SV |YESRI55 JACK RANCH RANCHERIA RD [ O O O I O
378 |Caitans MD__ |Y |SR156 RANCHERIA WOFFORD D
379 |Caltrans WD _ |Y ISR155 WOFFORD SAWMILL 2 |2
380 |Caltrans MD  |Y |SR155 SAWMILL SA178 T
381 |Calvans SV SR186 SRI3 OLD RVER RD [ O O O O O E
382 |Caitrans SV SR166 OLD ANER RD s [ O O O R R R B
383 |Caltrans SIV SR166 15 SA09 I N O O O O O
384 |Cain SIV SR178 SR5&/SR90 BUCK OWENS Add Lanes KEROSRTPO14 $55,000000/13 |35 |35 |35 |35 [¥5 (V5 (35
385 | Caltrans SIV SR178 BUCK OWENS OAK Add Lanes KEROSRTPO14 $65000000(3 |4 4 |8 |3 |4 [& |&
386 |Caltrans SV SR178 OAK DAK Intersection KEROSATPO14 $55,000000[2 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4
387 |Caitrans SIV SR178 OAK BEECH Add Lanes KEROBRTPO14 $5500000012 [3 (3 [3 |3 [3 [3 |3
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
Year number of lanes modeled
(each direction)
SORT AR |[M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP, "

KEY | AGENCY |BASIN[10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt.|  ID/Other ID Othery |14 |17 [20 |23 |26 |32 (35 40
388 |Caltrans SV SR178 BEEGH PINE ST Add Lanes KEROBRTPO14 §55,00000002 [3 [3 |3 [3 [3 [3 [3
380 |Caltrans SJV SA178 PINE ST BAY 51 Add Lanes KEROBRTPO14 $55,00000002 [3 [3 |3 [3 [3 |3 |3
380 |Caltrans SV SR178 BAY ST DST Add Lanes KEROBRTPO14 $65,00000002 [3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3
301 Caltrans SV SR178 D ST FST Add Lanes KEROSRTPO14 £$66,000,000(3 4 4 4 q 4 4 q
202 |Caltrans SV SR178 F ST H ST Add Lanes KEROBRTPO14 $55,000,00013 (4 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4
303 |Galtrans SJV SA178 HST CHESTER Add Lanes KEROSATPO14 $56,000,000(3 (4 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4
394 | Caltrans SJv SR178 (CHESTER MST_ Add Lanes [KEROBRTPO14 §56,000,000(3 14 4 14 14 (4 14 |4
305 |Caltrans SIV SR178 M ST SR204 3 (3 [3 |3 |3 |3 [3 |3
306 |Caltrans SV SR178 SR204 ALTA VISTA Add Lanes KEROBATP026 | $140,600,000(3 |3 (3 [3 |3 |4 |4 |4
397 |[Caltrans SV SR178 ALTA VISTA BEALE Add Lanes KEROBRTPO26 | $140,500,000(3 (3 (3 |3 [3 |4 |4 |4
308 |Caltrans SV SA178 BEALE HALEY Add Lanes KEROSATP026 | $140,600,000(3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |4 |4 |4
289 |Caltrans SJV SA178 HALEY MT VERNON Add Lanes KEROBRTPO26 | $140,600,000(3 (3 |3 |3 |3 |4 |4 |4
400 |Caltrans SV SR178 MT VERNON OSWELL Add Lanes KEROBATPO26 | $140,600,000(a [a |3 |3 |3 |4 |4 |4
401 |Caltrans SV SR178 OSWELL FAIRFAX 2 |2 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
402_ Caﬂ[gn: SJV SR178 FAIRFAX MORNINQ DR KEROBRTP111 2 |3 3 3 3 3 3 3_

KEROBRTPO10 1l lelzl2ls lals
403 [Caltrans ___ISJV | |SR178 MORNING DR VINELAND Add Lanes KEROBRTP112 | _$58,800.000

KEROSRTPO11 $36,800,000|4 a a3 3 [s |3 [a |3
404 |Caltrans SV SR178 VINELAND SR184 Add Lanes KERO8RTPO25 | §231,500,000

KEROSRTPO11 $36,800,000( 3 la [a |3 a3 |3 |3
405  |Caltrans SV SR178 SR184 MASTERSON Streat Add Lanes KEROBRTPO25 | 231,500,000

KEROBRTPO11 $38,800,000|4 2 222 |2 [a |3
406 |Caltrans SJV SR178 MASTERSON Streat COMANCHE Add Lanes KEROBRTPO25 | $231,500,000

KEROBRTPO11 $36,800,000|1 |0 2 12 2 12 1a [a
407 |Caltrans SJV SR178 COMANCHE MIRAMONTE Add Lanes KEROBRTPO25 | 231,500,000
408 |Caltrans SV SR178 MIRAMONTE RANCHERIA RD KEROBRTPO8A Tt 1 1 |1 |1 |2 |2
400 |Caltrans SIVME VA SR178 RANCHERIA RD SR156 2 12 2 |2 [ 2 2 |2
410 |Caltrans MD  |Y |SRi78 8R155 LAKE ISABELLA BLVD 1 T |1
411 |Caltrans MD __ |Y |SR178 LAKE ISABELLA BLVD |SIERRA WY [ T
412 |Caltrans MDD |Y [SR178 SIERRA WY KELSO VALLEY [ [IRE
413 Caltrans MD/IWV Y/{SR178 KELSO VALLEY SR14 1 1 1
414 [Caltrans ____ |IWV SR178 [SR14_ SR395 1.
415 [Caltrans WV SR178 SR395 JACKS RANCH 2 2 |2
416 |Caltrans WV SR178 JACKS RANCH BRADY 2 2 |2
417 |Caltrans WV SR178 BRADY MAHAN 2 2 |2
218 |Caltrans WV SA178 MAHAN DOWNS 2 2 |2
419 Caltrans wv SR178 DOWNS NORMA 2 2 2
420 |Caltrans WV SR178 NORMA CHINA LAKE 2 2 |2
421 |Caltrans WV SA178 INYOKERN WARD Al BB
422 _ | Caltrans WV SR178 WARD_ _|PRUMMOND 3 2 _EC |2
423 |Caltrans wv SR178 DRUMMOND LAS FLORES 2 2 |2
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
Year number of lanes modeled
| (each direction)
SORT AR |M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP, 40
KEY AGENCY | BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt.|  ID/Other 1D Other)
424 |Galtrans WV SR178 LAS FLORES RIDGECREST BLVD 2
425 le_l[gn: wv SR178 CHINA LAKE GATEWAY 2 |2
426 |Caltrans WV SR178 GATEWAY RICHMOND 2 |2
427 |Caitrans WV SR178 RICHMOND COUNTY LINE 1
428  |Caltrans SJV SR184 MESA MARIN DR SR178 Add Lanes KEROSRTP101 1 1 1 1 1 |2 [2 |2
420 | Caltrans SJV SR184 VINELAND MESA MARIN DR Add Lanes KEROSRTP101 1T 1 1t 1 2 [2 [2°
430 |Caltrans SV SR184 MONICA ST VINELAND Add Lanes KEROBRTP101 e 2 2
431 |Caltrans SV SR184 SHALANE MONICA ST Add Lanes KEROBRTP101 1 1 " [1 [2 |2 |2
432 Caltrans SJv SR184 MORNING DR SHALANE Add Lanes KEROBRTP101 1 1 1 3 1 2 2 2
433 [Caltrana SIV SR184 NILES PIONEER T 0 (1 1 [V |2 |9 |8
434 |Caltrans SV SR184 PIONEER MILLS 1 1 (1 (1 [1 |2 [3 |3
435 |Caltrans SJV SR184 MILLS EDISON 1 1 1 1 1 2 |18 |8
436 |Caltrans SV SR184 EDISON BRUNDAGE 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |3 |3
437 [Caltrans SV SR184 BRUNDAGE SR58 2 2 2 |2 2 ]2 [3 3
438 |Caltrans SV SR184 SR58 KERRNITA KEROBRTP100 2 2 |2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2
439  |Caltrans SJV SR184 KERRNITA REDBANK KEROSRTP100 1 1 1 1 1 2 |2 |2
440 |Caltrans SIV SR184 REDBANK WILSON KEROBRTP100 [ O O O O P A
441 Caltrans SJV SH184 WILSON MULLER KEROSRTP100 1 1 1 1 1 2 |2 |2
442 [Caltrans SJV SR184 MULLER WHITE LN KEROBRTP100 LI EO O O I R A
443 |Caltrans SJV SR184 WHITE LN HERMOSA KEROBRTP100 [ O O O I A P P
444 Caltrans SJv SR184 HEBMOSA FAIRVIEW RD KEROBRTP100 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2
445  |Caltrans SV SR184 FAIRVIEW RD PANAMA LN KEROBRTP100 1 1 1 1 1 2 |2 |2
446 |Caltrans 8V SR184 PANAMA LN KAM AVE KEROSRTP100 [ O R R R R P
447 |Caltrans SJV SR184 KAM AVE MOUNTAIN VIEW KEROSRTP100 [ T O N I P
448 |Calrans SJV SR184 MOUNTAIN VIEW MC KEE KEROSRTP100 [ O I O O R I
449 | Caltrans SJV SR184 MC KEE SR110/PANAMA RD KEROBRTP100 (O O O O R R P
450 |Caltrans SJV SR184 SR119/PANAMA RD HALL 2 2 2 |2 |2 [2 [2 |2
451 Caltrans SJV §E1~84 HALL DI GIORGIO 2 [2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
452 [Caltrans SJV SR184 DI GIORGIO TRI DUNCON [ I O O O R P
463 |Caltrans SV SR184 TRI DUNCON BUENA VISTA BLVD [ O O I I O P P
454  |Caltrans SJv SR184 BUENA VISTA BLVD SUNSET BLVD 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 |2
456 |Caltrans SV SR184 SUNSET BLVD SR223 [ T T N O E R I
456 |Caltrans MD SR202 SRG8 TEHACHAPI BLVD 2 |2
457 |Caltrans MD SR202 TEHACHAPI BLVD RED APPLE 2 |2
458 |Caltrans MD SR202 RED APPLE VALLEY BLVD 2 |2
450 [Caltrans MD SR202 VALLEY BLVD GOLDEN HILLS 2 |2
460 |Caltrans MD SR202 GOLDEN HILLS WOODFORD TEHACHAPI 1
461 Caltrans MD SR202 WOODFORD TEHACHAHSCHOUT 1 1
462 |Caltrans MD SR202 SCHOUT BANDUGCI (RE
463  [Caltrans MD Y |SR202 BANDUCCI CUMMINGS VALLEY 1 1
464 |Caltrans MD  |Y |SR202 CUMMINGS VALLEY  |BEAR VALLEY 11
465  |Caltrans MDY [SR202 BEAR VALLEY GIRAUDO T
466 |Galtrans SJV SR204 UNION QST I E
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
Year number of lanes modeled
(each direction)
SORT AR |M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,

KEY | AGENCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt.|  ID/Other ID Ohery  |V% |17 [0 |2 25: 3= 136 40
467 |Caltans ___[S0V SA204 ast MST 3 3 [3 3 3 (3 3 [a
468 |Caltrans SJV SR204 M ST CHESTER 3 |83 [3 |8 |3 (3 |3 |3
460 |Caltrans  [SJV SR204 CHESTER F ST 2 (28|23 l2a (233 |3 |a
470 |Caltrans |50V SR204 F 8T SRAG 2 12 |2 2 |2 [3 (3|3
471 |Caltans [0V SR223 5 OLD AVER RD [ O O
a72_|Caltrane S0V SR223 OLD AVER AD WIBLE RD CIN N I
473 |Caltrans SJV SR223 WIBLE RD SR99 1 1 |1 1 1 1 1 1
474 |Caltrans ___[SUV SR223 SRO9 UNION (I N I O
475 [Caltrans __[S0V SR223 UNION FAIRFAX (I N N Y O
476 |Calrans ___[SJV SR223 FAIRFAX SR184 CIN O O O
477 [Caltrans ___[S0V SR223 SR184 VINELAND CIN A Y O O
478 |Caltrans __[SUV SR223 VINELAND EDISON CI O O O A
478 [Caltrans |8V §H22A EDISON MALAGA (I Y O I
480 |Calvans __[SJV SR223 MALAGA COMANGHE (I O N O O
481 Caltrans SJV SR223 COMANCHE CAMPUS 2 [2 |2 |2 |2 [2 [2 |2
482 [Caltrans ___[SV SR223 CAMPUS TEJON 2 |2 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
483 |Caltans [0V SR223 TEJON TOWER LINE [ A O
484 [Caltrans SV SR223 TOWER LINE GENERAL BEALE [ O O I
485 |Caltrans SJV SR223 GENERAL BEALE SRE8 1 1 1 1 1 N 1 1
486 [Caltrans ___[SUV SR33 BARKER TWISSELMAN (I A O O
487 _[Caltrans S0V SR TWISSELMAN SR46 (I N N N O
488  |Caltrans SV SH33 SR46 LERDO HWY 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
489 [Calttans ___ [S0V SR33 LERDO HWY LOST HILLS [N N A O I
490 |Caltrans SJV SR33 LOST HILLS LOKERN 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
491 |[Calrans ___[SIV SR33 LOKERN SA58 (I N O I
402 [Caltans __[SUV 5R33 SR58 SA58 (I O O
493  |Caltrans SJV SRA33 SR&8 BILL KIRBY 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
494 [Caltrans ___[SV SRa3 BILL KIRBY MIDWAY LI A O O O O
405 [Caltrans S0V SA33 MIDWAY ASH (I N O
406 |Caltrans ___[S0V SR33 ASH HILLARD (I N A O I
497 |Caltrans SJV SR33 HILLARD 10TH ST 2 |2 [2 2 |2 [2 |2 |2
498 |[Caltrans _ [SUV SR33 10TH ST GTH ST 2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
499 |Caltrans ___[SUV SA33 GTH ST 2ND ST 2 2 2 2 |2 |2 [2 |2
500 [Caltrans ___[SuV SRA33 2ND ST MAIN ST (I N O O
[501 [Caivans ___[s0v SR33 MAIN ST SA119 (N N O
6502 [Caltrans SJV SR33 SR119 WOOD 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
503 |Caltrans ___[SV SR33 WOOD CADET { I N O I
504 |Caltrans __[SJV SA33 CADET BUSH (I A I
6506 |Caltrans SJV SRA33 BUSH SR166 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
506 |Caltrans ___ [S0V SR33 SA166 CERRO NOROESTE LI O O O
507 |Caltrans  [SuV SR33 CERRO NOROESTE __|COUNTY LINE C T T O EO
B08 [Caltrans  [IWV SA305 COUNTY LINE Shi4 : l: |z
500 [Caltrans __[IWV SA305 SRi4 INYOKERN 2_|2
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
(each direction)
SORT AR |M RTP PROJECT | GOST (RTP,

KEY | AGENCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Typo of Imprvmnt|  ID/Other ID owe. |11 17 [V [ [#57 192 138 140
510 [Caltrans IWV SR3956 INYOKERN BOWMAN RD Passing Lanes KEROBRTP0O89 $20,000,000 2 2 |2
511 [Caltrans WV SR305 BOWMAN RD CHINA LAKE Passing Lanes  |KEROBRTP089 $20,000,000 2 2 _[2
§12 [Caltrans WV SRA05 CHINA LAKE SEARLES 1 2_|2
B3 [Calrans MD SR305 SEARLES GARLOCK 1 2 |2
6514 |Caltrans MD SH396 GARLOCK JOBERG 1 2 |2
515 [Caltrans ___|MD SR395 JOBERG COUNTY LINE 1 2|2
516 [Caltans ___|SJV SRa3 GOUNTY LINE CECIL AVE T O I I O A
E17 [Caltrans ___|SIV SRA3 CECIL AVE SA155 CH O O O I
518 [Caltrans SJV SR43 SR166 POND 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
519 [Caltrans ___|SIV SRA3 POND SHERWOOD [ I I I I
£20 |[Caltans ___|SJV SRa3 SHERWOOD SRa6 (I N I O )
521 Caltrans SJV SR43 SR46 6TH ST 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
522 [Caltrans |SJV SRA3 GTH ST GTHST CO O O O
523 |Caltans SV SR43 6TH ST 7TH ST (I N I O A
524 [Caltrans ___|SJV SRa3 TTHST POSO DR (I N O O
625 |Caltrans SJv SR43 POSO DR FILBURN 2 [2 [2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
526 [Caltrans SV SRA3 FILBURN JAGKSON 2 2 2 2 |2 2 |2 |2
527 |Caltrans ___|SJV SRA3 JACKSON KIMBERLINA RD 2 2 12 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
528 | Caltrans SJV SR43 KIMBERLINA POPLAR 2 [2 [2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
520 [Caltrans __|SIV SRA3 POPLAR SHAFTER 2 2 2 2 12 2 2 |?
530 [Caltrans __[SJV SRa3 SHAFTER CENTRAL 2 2 2 2 2 |2 |2 |2
E31 [Caltrans __|S0V SRa3 CENTRAL LERDO HWY 2 12 12 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
532 [Caltrans _ [SJV SRA3 TERDO HWY LOS ANGELES T I ) O I
533 [Caltrans SJV SR43 LOS ANGELES 7TH STANDARD 1 1 1 1 1 1 i |8
634 [Caltrans ___|SIV SRa3 7TH STANDARD BAKER LI L I
E35 |[Caltans ___|SJV SRa3 BAKER SNOW [ O O O I
536 |Caltrans SJV SR43 SNOW KRATZMEYER 1 1 1 1) 1 1 1 1
537 |Caltrans ___|SUV SRA3 KRATZMEYER REINA CIN I I I
£38 |[Caltans ___|SIV SRa3 REINA HAGEMAN [ I O O R
530  [Caltrans SJV SR43 HAGEMAN SRE8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
540 |Caltrans __ |SUV SRA3 SRES PALM LI O T N O O
41 [Calrans _|SJV SRA3 PALM BRIMHALL (I N O I
542 |Caltrans ___|SOV SRA3 BRIMHALL STOCKDALE T N I I I
B43 |Calrans __ [SJV SAA3 STOCKDALE PANAMA LN T O O O I
544 | Caltrans SJV SR43 PANAMA LN -5 11 1 N
545 [Caltrans ___|SIV SRa3 5 SAI19 (I N I O
E46_[Caltrans ___[SOV SRaG COUNTY LINE KECKS Add Lanes KEROGATPO03 | $232,000000(2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
547  [Caltrans SJV SR46 KECKS BITTERWATER VALLEY |Add Lanes KEROBRTPO03 $232,000000/12 (2 [2 |2 |2 [2 (2 |2
548 [Caltrans __|SJV SR46 BITTERWATER VALLEY |SR33 Add Lanes KEROBATP003 | $232,000,00012 [2 (2 2 (2 |2 |2 |2
B49_|[Caltrans ___|SJV SRa8 SR33 BROWN MATERIAL RD_|Add Lanes KEROBRTPO03 | $232,000,000(2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
550  [Caltrans SJV SR46 BROWN MATERIAL RD |16 Add Lanes KEROBRTPO18 $97,000,000]1 1 1 1 1 12 [2 |2
551 [Caltrans  [SJV SR46 5 CORCORAN CIN N O O
552 [Caltrans ___|SIV SR46 CORCORAN ROWLEE { I N I
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionall

Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | |

Year number of lanes modeled
(each diraction)
SORT AR | M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,

KEY | AGENGY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt|  ID/Other 1D Other) |14 [17 |20 [23 |25 [32 |36 (40
563 |Caltrans SV SR46 ROWLEE WILDWOOD C N O N O K O K
554 |Caltrans SJV SR46 WILDWOOD SCOFIELD O I T Y
555 |Caltrans SV SRA4a SCOFIELD LEONARD RN Y T O O O
|566 | Caitrans SV SR46 LEONARD WESTERN [ I O I A
|657  |Caltrans SJV SR46 WESTERN MAGNOLIA [ O O O O )
|58 [Caltrans SJV SR46 MAGNOLIA CENTRAL S O O M M
550 |Caltrans SJV SR48 GENTRAL PALM [ O O I N I K
560 |Caltrans SJV SR46 PALM GRIFFITH [ N O O ! O I
561 |Caltrans SJV SR46 GRIFFITH FST N e W) O e
562 |Caltrans SJV SR46 F ST SR43 T 1+ 1y |% v |9
563 |Caltrans SJV SR46 SR43 ROOT [ N O O O E I
564 |Caltrans SIV SR46 ROOT SR99 NN N S O O VO
565 |Caltrans SV SRE8 GOUNTY LINE SR33 S e
566 |Caltrans SJV SR58 SR33 LOKERN [ O I I E N I K
567 |Caltrans SJV SA58 LOKERN BUTTONWILLOW [ K O O O I
568 | Caltrans SJV SR58 BUTTONWILLOW 15 T O M T o o
560 |Caltrans SV SR58 I-5 BRANDT (N T O T O
570 |Caltrans SJV SR58 BRANDT SRA43 [ O O O O E I
571 | Calrans SIV SRE8 SR43 CHERRY KEROSRTP092 T 7[5 (1 (2 |2 [2
572 |Caltrans SIV SR58 CHERRY SUPERIOR KEROBRTP092 L D P R
573 |Caltrans SJV SRE8 SUPERIOR GREELEY KEROSRTP0O2 1 1 |1 1 |2 [2 |2
574 |Caltrans SV SRA58 GREELEY DRIVER KEROBRTPO92 [ O O O E I I P P
576 |Caltrans SJV SR58 DRIVER NORD KEROBRTP092 T T - Y
576 |Caltrans SIV SR568 NORD WEGIS KEROBRTP092 T T 1 17 1 |2 J2 |2
577 | Caltrans SJV SR58 WEGIS HEATH KEROSRTP0S2 1 1 0 |1 1 |2 [2 |2
578 |Caltrans SIV SRE8 HEATH RENFRO KEROSRTP092 1 1 1 1 |1 |2 [3 |3
579 |Caltrans SIV SR58 RENFRO JENKINS KEROBRTP092 T 1 1 1 1 ]2 |8 |3
580 |Caltrans SJV SRE8 JENKINS ALLEN KEROSRTP0O2 T 1 (1 |1 [1 |2 [3 |3
581 |Caltrans SJV SR58 ALLEN OLD FARM Add Lanes KEROSRTPOY0 $8,800,000(2 [3 [3 [3 [3 [3 [3 [3
582  |Caltrans SV SR58 OLD FARM JEWETTA Add Lanes KEROBRTP090 $8,800,000(2 [3 [3 |3 [3 [3 |3 |3
683 |Caltrans SV SR58 JEWETTA VERDUGO Add Lanes KEROBRTP0S0 $8,80000002 [3 (3 [3 [3 [3 [3 |3
584 |Caltrans SJV SR58 VERDUGO CALLOWAY Add Lanes KERO8ATPOI0 $8,800,000(2 |3 [3 |3 |3 |3 |2 |3
585  |Caltrans SIV SAES CALLOWAY MAIN PLAZA Add Lanes KEROBRTP0O07 $20,000000(2 [3 (3 [3 [3 [3 [3 |3
586 |Caltrans SJV SR58 MAIN PLAZA COFFEE KEROBRTPOO7 §20,0000002 3 {3 [3 (3 [3 [3 |3
587 | Caltrans SJV SR58 COFFEE PATTON KEROBRTP007 $20,000,000(2 (3 (3 [3 (3 [3 [3 |3
588 | Caltrans SJV SR58 PATTON WEAR Add Lanes KEROBRTP0OO7 $29,000,000(2 |2 [3 [3 [3 [3 [3 |3
580  |Caltrans SV SR58 WEAR FRUITVALE Add Lanes KEROBRTP007 $20,0000002 [3 |3 |3 |3 [3 |3 |3
500 |Caltrans SJV SR58 FRUITVALE MOHAWK Add Lanes KEROBRTP0OO7 $20,000,000[2 |3 (3 |3 (3 |3 [3 |3

KEROBRTP118 $27,000,000(, 3 s |3
501  |Caltrans SJV SRE8 MOHAWK LANDGO Add Lanes KERO8ATPOO7 $20,000,00012 |3 [3 3 3
502 | Caltrans SJV SR58 LANDCO GIBSON Add Lanes KEROBRTP007 $29,000,000[2 [3 (3 [3 |3 |3 [3 |3
|593 " | Caltrans SV SR58 GIBSON SRA9 Add Lanes KEROBRTPO07 $20,000,0001a |2 {3 [a (3 [3 [3 |3
|54 [Caltrans SV SA58 REAL SRO9 2 [2 Jo Jo Jo Jo [0 [o
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | |
Year numbaer of lanes modeled
(each direction)
SORT AR [M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,
KEY | AGENCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Typo of Imprvmnt,| _ ID/Other ID Oer) |14 |17 [0 [%3 (26732 35 (40

KEROBRTPO19 $31,000,000

KEROBRTPO20 |  $47,400,000(3/2 |3  [2-5 [2-6 [2-6 [3-6 |3-6 |3-6
6585 Caltrans SJv SH68 SRO9 H STREET KEROSRTP093 $698,000,000

KEROBRTPO18 | $31,000,000

KEROBRTPOZ0 | $47,4000002 |3 [3 [3 [3 [4 |4 |4
506 |Caltrans SV SHE8 HSTREET CHESTER KEROBRTPO93 | $698,000,000

KEROBRTPO19 |  $31,000,000

KEROBRTPO20 | $47,400000/12 |3 [4 [4 [4 [5 |5 |5
507 |Caltrans SV SHEE CHESTER UNION KEROBRTPOA | $698,000,000

KEROBRTPO19 | 50,000,000 |a |3 |a |3 |4 |4 |a
598 |Caltrans 84V SABE UNION COTTONWOOD Add Lanes KEROBRTP093 |  §47,400,000
|ER Caltrans SJv SR68 COTTONWOOD MT VERNON 3 (3 (3 K] a |4 4 4
800 |Caltrans SJV SRAGE MT VERNON OSWELL 3 (3 [3 |3 (3 |4 |4 |4
601__|Caltrans SV SR8 OSWELL |FAIRFAX 3 13 |3 |38 |3 14 (4 (4
802 |Caltrans SJV SR58 FAIRFAX SR184 3 3 |3 [3 |3 |3 [3 (|3
603 |Caltrans SV SR58 SR184 EDISON 2 2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
804 |Caltrans SJV SA58 EDISON COMANCHE 2 |2 [2 |2 |2 [2 [2 |2
806 |Caltrans SJV EEE COMANGCHE TOWER LINE 2 2 [2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
606 __|Caltrans SV SRE8 TOWERLINE ___ |GENERAL BEALE i 2 (2 2 2 (2 |2 2 |2 |
607 [Caltrans SV SR58 GENERAL BEALE BENDRD Truck Lanes SHOPP 2 |2 12 |2 ]2 ]33 |3
608 |Caltrans SJV SR68 "BEND RD BEALVILLE _ Truck Lanes SHOPP 2 [2 [2 |2 |2 [3 |a |3
800 |Caltrans  [SJV SHEE BEALVILLE BROGM RANGH ! B 2 2 2|2 227 |2
610 |Caltrans MD  |Y |[SR58 BROOM RANCH SR 202 2 2 |2
811 |Caltrans MD SRA5A SR202 MILL 2 2 |2
812 |Caltrans MD SREE MILL DENNISON 2 2|2
613__|Caltrans ___ IMD SR58 DENNISON TEHACHAPI BLVD 2 2 |2
614 |Caltrans MD SR58 TEHACHAPI BLVD 'SAND CANYON 2 2 |2
616 |Caltrans MD SR58 SAND CANYON RANDSBURG CUTOFF 2 2 |2
816 |Caltrans MD SRA5A RANDSBURG CUTOFF _|SR14 2 2 |2
617 Caltrans MD SHE8 SH14 20 MULE TEAM PARKWAY 2 2 2
618 Caltrans MD SRE8 20 MULE TEAM PARKWAOLD 58 2 2 2
619 Caltrans MD SRHE8 OLD 68 CALIFORNIA CITY 2 2 2
620 _|Caltrans MD_ SRE8 CALIFORNIA CITY |MUROC 2 2|2
621 |[Caltrans MD SR568 MUROG CLAY MINE 2 2 |2
622 |Caltrans MD SR58 CLAY MINE 20 MULE TEAM PARKWAY 2 2 |2
623 |Caltrans MD SR58 20 MULE TEAM GEPHART 2 2 |2
624 |Callrans MD SRE8 GEPHART BORAX 2 2 |2
626 _|Caltrans MD SRE8 [BORAX |COUNTY LINE I 2 _.e |2
626 |[Caltrans SV SRe5 COUNTY LINE SR155 T 1t
627 |Caltrans 84V SR65 SR156 SHERWOOD FO O O T E N E K
G528 |Caltrans 50V EGG SHERWGOD FAMOSO D T e e e e e e
620 |Caltrans SV SRE5 FAMOSO RD MERGED AVE [ O O O O I
830 | Caltrans SJV SRE5 MERCED AVE LERDO HWY [ O O O O O O
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Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | |
Year number of lanes modsled

I

(each direction)
SORT AR |M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,

KEY | AGENCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt|  ID/Other ID Ot |4 |17 [40 |23, (25 (32 198 140
631 [Caltrans sS4V SRe5 LERDO HWY JAMES SN TR N 0 Y A o OO
632 |Caltrans SJV SR65 JAMES 7TH STANDARD Add Lanes KEROBRTP0S4 1 1 1 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
633 [Caltrans SJV SR65 7TH STANDARD 5R99 2 [2:[g (g Jo..j2 |2 |2
634 |Caltrans SV SRag COUNTY LINE CECIL AVE 3 13 |3 |3 (3 [3 [3 (3
[635 [Caltrans SJV SR99 CECIL SR155 a |3 (3 |3 |3 [3 |3 |3
|638 Caltrans SJV SRE9 SR166 WOOLLOMES a |3 [3 |18 (3 |13 |38 (38
1637 [Caltrans SJV SR99 WOOLLOMES POND 3 |13 |3 |3 (3 [3 [3 (3
|638 | Caltrans sS4V SRA9 POND SHERWOOD 3 |3 |8 |3 [3 [3 [38 |3
|839 Caltrans SJv SR99 SHERWOOD SR46 a2 |83 (3 |3 |3 |3 (3 |3
640  [Caltrans SJV SR99 SR46 KIMBERLINA RD 3 |13 |3 |3 (3 [3 [3 [3
641  [Caltrans SJV SRA9 KIMBERLINA RD MERCED AVE 3 |3 |3 |3 (3 [3 [3 |3
642 |Caltrans SJV SRO9 MERCED LERDO HWY 3 (3 |3 [3 (3 |3 [3 |3
643  |Caltrans SJV SR99 LERDO HWY 7TH STANDARD a 13 (3 |3 |3 |3 (3 |3
|644 Caltrans SJV SR99 7TH STANDARD SR65 KEROBRTP104 $91,100,00013 |13 |3 [3 (3 (3 |4 |4
645  [Caltrans SJV SRA9 SRe5 OLIVE KEROBRTP104 $91,100,000(3 (3 (3 [3 |3 |3 |4 |4
646 |Caltrans SJV SRA9 SNOW RD SNOW RD New Interchange |KEROBRTP115 $138,200,000(- - - - - X |X
647 |Caltrans SJV SR99 OLIVE OLIVE Ramp Improveme) KEROSRTPD21 $108,000,000{- |- |- |- [+ [+ [X [X
648  |Caltrans SJV SRA9 OLIVE SR204 KEROBRTP104 $12,000000(5 |5 [5 |5 |5 [5 |5 [5
640  [Caltrans SJV SHA9 SR204 AIRPORT 4 |4 [4 |4 (4 |4 |4 (4
650 [Caltrans SJV SR99 AIRPORT SRE8(24TH ST) 4 |4 |4 (4 (4 |4 |4 (4
651  |Caltrans SJV SR99 SRE8(24TH 8T) CALIFORNIA 4 |4 |4 |4 [4 [4 [4 |4
652 |Caltrans SJV SROY CALIFORNIA STOCKDALE 4 (4 [4 |4 |4 |4 |4 [4
653  |Caltrans SJV SR99 STOCKDALE MING 4 |4 (4 |4 |4 |4 [4 |4
654 [Caltrans SJV SR99 MING Wilson Road 4 (4 |4 (4 |4 |4 (4 |4
655 |Caltrans SJV SRO9 Wilson Road WHITE LN Add Lanes KEROBRTPO77 $52,000,000(4 |4 [4 |4 |4 [4 |4 [4
656  [Caltrans SJV SRY9 WHITE LN PANAMA LN Add Lanes KEROBRTPO77 $52,000,000(4 |4 (4 |4 |4 (4 |4 [4
657 [Caltrans SJV SR99 PANAMA LN HOSKING Add Lanes KEROBRTPO77 $62,000000/4 (4 |4 |4 |4 |4 (4 |4
658 |Caltrans SJV SR99 HOSKING HOSKING Interchange Imprd KEROBRTP009 $35,000,00011 |2 |2 |2 [2 [2 [3 (3
659 |Caltrans sJV SR99 SA119 HOSKING Add Lanes KEROBRTPO77 $52,000000(4 |4 [4 [4 |4 [4 |4 (4
660 [Caltrans SJV SRA9 SR223 SR119 3 |3 (3 |3 |3 [3 (3 |3
661 |Caltrans SJV SR99 HERRING RD SR223 3 |13 |13 |8 (3 [3 [3 [3
|662  |Caltrans 84V SRO9 COPUS RD HERRING RD 3 |13 |3 |3 (3 [38 [3 |3
663 |Caltrans SJV SR99 SR166 COPUS RD 3 |13 |3 |3 (838 [3 [3 |3
664 |Caltrans SJV SRO9 |-5 SR166 3 |3 |3 |3 [3 [3 [3 |3
666 [Caltrans MD TUCKER RD RED APPLE VALLEY 2 |2
666 |Caltrans MD VALLEY BL TUCKER REEVES Add Lanes Local 2 |2
667 |Caltrans MD VALLEY BL REEVES GOLDEN HILLS Add Lanes Local 2 (2
668  |Kern County
669  |Karn County [SJV SR119 SR90 HUGHES LN Add Lanes Local 1 1 |12 |12 |2 [2 [2 |2
670 |Kern County |SJV SR119 HUGHES LN UNION 1 1 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
671 Kern County  [SJV SR119 UNION SA10a 1 1 1 1 1 |12 |2 |2
672  [Kern County |SJV 7th STANDARD RD SR 43/Enos Lane SANTA FE WAY Add Lanes KEROBRTP113 $11,600,000(1 ; T O 1 |1 RO
673  [Kern County [SJV 7th STANDARD RD ZERKER RD ALLEN Add Lanes KEROSRTPODS $57,000,000(2 |2 |2 (2 [2 [2 |2 |2




KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

JUNE 19, 2014

CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
Year number of lanes modeled
(each direction)
SORT AR |M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,

KEY AGENCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt. 1D/Other 1D Other) 1 W (20 |83 (25: a2 138! 140
674 |Kern County |SJV 7th STANDARD RD ALLEN OLD FARM Add Lanes KEROBRTP00S $57,000000(2 |2 (2 |2 |2 [2 |2 [2
6875  [Kern County |SJV 7th STANDARD RD OLD FARM JEWETTA Add Lanes KEROSRTPO0S $67,000000(2 [2 [2 [2 2 |2 |2 |2
676 |Kern County [SJV 7th STANDARD RD CALLOWAY RIVERLAKES Add Lanes KEROBRTPOOS $67,00000012 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
677  |Kern County [SJV 7th STANDARD RD RIVERLAKES COFFEE Add Lanes KEROSRTP005 $67,00000012 |2 |2 |2 [2 [2 [2 [2
|B7B Kern County [SJV 7th STANDARD RD COFFEE SR99 2 12 [2 [2 [2 |2 |2 |[2
1879 |Kern County [SJV 7th STANDARD RD SRO9 SRO9 2 |12 [2 |12 |2 [2 |2 |[2
680  [Kern County |SJV 7th STANDARD RD SRAO SRES 2 [2 [2 [2 ]2 12 |2 |2
681 |Kern County |SJV 7th STANDARD RD SRes5 PEGASUS 2 12 [2 |12 J2 [2 |2 [2
682 |Kern County [SJV 7th STANDARD RD PEGASUS WINGS WAY 2 [2 [2 [2 |12 |2 |2 |2
883 [Kern County [SJV 7th STANDARD RD WINGS WAY AIRPORT Add Lanes Local 1 1 |2 [2 |2 [2 [2 |2
684 [Kern County |SJV 7th STANDARD RD AIRPORT MC CRAY 2 |2 [2 |2 |2 [2 [2 |2
685 [Kern County [SJV 7th STANDARD RD MC CRAY CHESTER 2 J2 [2 J2 |2 [2 |2 |2
686  |Kern County [MD 90TH WEST ROSAMOND HOLIDAY Add Lanes Local 2 (2
687  |Kern County [MD 90TH WEST HOLIDAY GASKELL Add Lanes Local 2 [2
688  |Kern County [MD 90TH WEST GASKELL A AVE Add Lanes Local 1; 2 |2
689 |Karn County |SJV AIRPORT 7TH STANDARD DAY Add Lanes Local 1 [2 |2 [2 [2 |2 [2 |2
690  |Kem County [SJV AIRPORT DAY SKYWAY Add Lanes Local 1 12 [2 |12 |2 [2 |2 [2
6891 [Kern County [SJV AIRPORT SKYWAY NORRIS 2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
692 [Kern County |SJV AIRPORT NORRIS DECATUR/OLIVE Add Lanes Local 2 |2 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |8
693  |Kaern County [SJV AIRPORT DECATUR/OLIVE ROBERTS LN Add Lanes Local 2 [2 [3 (83 |3 |3 |3 |3
694 |Kern County [SJV AIRPORT ROBERTS LN STATE RD 2 12 (3 |3 |3 (3 |3 (38
695 |Kemn County [SJV ALLEN NORIEGA HAGEMAN 1 |1 |2 [2 |2 [2 [2 |2
696 |Kern County [SJV ALLEN HAGEMAN MEACHAM Add Lanes Local 1 2 [2 |2 |2 [2 |2 [2
697  |Kern County [SJV ALLEN MEACHAM SR68 Add Lanes Local 1 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
698  [Bakersfield |SJV ASHE RD SR 119 Curnow Road 1 1 11 2 (2 |2 |2
609  |Kern County [SJV BRECKENRIDGE RD SR 184/Morning Drive VINELAND RD 1 11112 (2 |2
700  |Kern County |SJV BRECKENRIDGE RD VINELAND RD Edison /Masterson 1T [ [ e j2 |2
701 [Kern County |SJV BRECKENRIDGE RD Edison /Masterson BEAUJOLIAS T[N
702  [Kern County |SJV BRECKENRIDGE RD BEAUJOLIAS COMANCHE DR 0 |0 |0 [0 [0 |1 1 N
703  |Kern County |SJV CALLOWAY 7TH STANDARD ETCHART Add Lanes local 1 s S | [
704 |Kern County |SJV CALLOWAY SRE8 HOLLAND ST Add Lanes Local 2 (3 [3 [3 |3 |3 [3 |3
705  [Kern County [SJV CALLOWAY HOLLAND ST PALM 2 |3 (3 [8 |3 |3 3 |8
708 [Kern County |SJV CALLOWAY PALM BRIMHALL Add Lanes Local 2 |3 (3 |3 |3 [3 |3 |3
707 |Kem County [SJV CALIFORNIA WASHINGTON MT VERNON 2 12 [2 |12 |2 [2 |2 [2
708  [Kern County |SJV CALIFORNIA MT VERNON EDISON 2 [2 [2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
709  |Kern County [SJV CHASE AVE M son Street COMANCHE DR 0 [0 |j0 [0 [1 [1 1 1
710 [Kern County [SJV CHINA GRADE CHESTER MANOR 2 |2 [2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2
711 |Kern County [SJV CHINA GRADE MANOR MONTE CRISTO Add Lanes Local 1 [ (2 2 2
712 |Kern County [SJV CHINA GRADE MONTE CRISTO CHINA GRADE LOOP/RCIAdd Lanes Local 1 0 12 [2 (2
713 |Kern County [SJV CHINA GRADE CHINA GRADE LOOP/ROIALFRED HARRELL Add Lanes Local 1 (2 (2 (2
714 |Kern County |IWV CHINA LAKE BL SPRINGER MAHAN 1 1 |
715 |Kern County IWV GHINA LAKE BL MAHAN SRA395 1 |1
716 |Kern County [SJV COFFEE SNOW NORRIS Add Lanes Local N [ J2 [2 2 |3 [3 |3
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |
(ench direction
SORT AR |M RTP PROJEGT | COST (RTP,

KEY | AGENCY |BASIN[10 STREET BEGIN END Typo of Imprvmnt|  ID/Other ID other)  |'4 [17 |20 [23 |25 |32 |35 |40
717 Karn County [SJV COMANCHE DR Alfred Harrell Highway SR 68 1 1 1 1 1 2 |2 |2
718 |Kem Gounty |SJV COMANGHE DR SR 58 MULLER CI N O O I P P
718 |Kem Gounty |SJV EDISON RD SR178 BRECKENRIDGE RD CI O O I O I
720 Kern County |SJV EDISON RD BRECKENRIDGE RD Edison Highway 1 1 1 1 1 2 |2 |[2
721 |Kern Gounty |SJV FAIRFAX AD SR 68 REDBANK RD T 12 |2 [2 |2 [2 |2
722 |Ker County |SJV FRUITVALE AVE SNOW NORRIS T 0 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
723 |Kem Gounty |SJV FRUITVALE AVE HAGEMAN RD SR 58/Rosedale Highway T 0 [ T2 |2 |2
724 |Kemn Gounty |SJV GILMORE FRUITVALE AVE LANDCO 0 [0 o [0 [0 [T [1[1
725  |Kern County |SJV GOSFORD SR119 CURNOW 1 1 1 1 1 2 [2 |2
726 |Kom Gounty |SJV HAGEMAN NORD RD WEGIS AVE T 1 0 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
727 |Kem Gounty |S4V HAGEMAN WEGIS AVE HEATH RD (I I O P P
728 |Kem Gounty |SJV HAGEMAN HEATH RD RUDD [ EO O R E A P
729  |Kern County [SJV HAGEMAN RUDD RENFRO 1 [ 2 (2 |2
730 |Kern Gounty |SJV HAGEMAN RENFRO JENKINS T [ 1|2 |2 |2 |2
731 |Korn Gounty |SJV HAGEMAN JENKINS SANTA FE a2 |32 |2 372 |32 |32 |32 |32
732 |Kem Gounty |SJV HAGEMAN SANTA FE ALLEN 3 |3 8 [3 (3 (8 |3 [3
733 |Kern County [SJV HEATH RD HAGEMAN RD SR 68/ Rosedale Highway 1 1 [2 |2 |2 |2 [2 |2
734 |Kern County [SJV HEATH RD SR 68/Rosedale Highway [Stockdale Highway 1 11 1 1 ]2 |2 |2
735 |Kom Gounty |SJV LANDGO DR HAGEMAN RD OLIVE DR (O N O ! O I A 2
736 |Kem Gounty |SJV MANGR MG GRAY CHESTER 2 2 2 12 |2 |2 |2 |2
737 |Kemn Gounty |SJV MANOR CHESTER DAY 2 2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
738 Kern County |SJV MANOR DAY CHINA GRADE LOOP 2 12 |2 [2 |2 [2 |2 |2
730 |Kem Gounty [SJV MANOR CHINA GRADE LOOP __|NORRIS 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
740 |Kemn Gounty |SJV MANOR NORRIS ROBERTS LN e 12 12 |2 |2 12 2 |2
741 [Kern County |SJV MEACHAM RENFRO RD JENKINS RD | [ | | T el L e S )
742 |Kem County |SJV MEAGHAM JENKINS RD ALLEN T 1 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
743  |Kern County [SJV MOHAWK HAGEMAN DOWNING 0 |0 |3 [8 |3 [3 |3 |3
744 |Kemn Gounty |SJV MOHAWK DOWNING SR58 3 |3 (3 [3 (3 |3 |33
745 |Kern Gounty |84V MT_VERNON SR178 BERNARD 2 12 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
748 |Kern Gounty |SJV MT VERNON BERANARD COLLEGE 2 12 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
747 |Kom County |SJV MT VERNON COLLEGE FLOWER 2 2 [2 |2 [2 |2 |2 [2
748 |Kern Gounty |SJV MT VERNON FLOWER NILES 2 2 |2 ]2 [2 ]2 |2 [2
749 |Kem Gounty |S0V MT VERNON NILES KENTUGKY 2 12 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
760 |Kem Gounty |SJV MT _VERNON KENTUGKY EDISON HWY 2 12 12 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
761 |Kemn County |SJV MT VERNON EDISON HWY CALIFORNIA 2 2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
762 |Kern Gounty |SJV MT VERNON CALIFORNIA VIRGINIA 2 2 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
753 |Kem Gounty |SJV MT VERNON VIRGINIA BRUNDAGE 2 2 2 2 2|2 2|2
764 |Kern County |84V NO. GHESTER BEARDSLEY ROBERTS LN 2 12 |2 12 |2 |2 |2 [2
765 |Kem Gounty |SJV NO. CHESTER ROBERTS LN DECATUR 2 2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
766 |Korn County |SJV NO, CHESTER DECATUR NORRIS 2 2 12 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
767 |Kern County [SJV NO. CHESTER NORRIS CHINA GRADE LOOP 2 2 2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2
768 [Kemn Gounty |8V NO. GHESTER CHINA GRADE LOOF |DAY 2 2l 22 2 |2
760 |Kem Gounty |SJV NO. CHESTER DAY MANGOR 2 12 |2 |2 2 |2 |2 |2
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |

Year number of lanes modeled
I A I __(eachdirection) [ |
SORT AR |M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,

KEY | AGENGCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt.|  ID/Other ID Other) |14 |17 [20 [e3 (26 |32 |36 |40
760 [Kern County |SJV NILES MONTEREY MT VERNON 2 [2 |2 |2 [2 [2 |2 |2
761  [Kern County |SJV NILES MT VERNON OSWELL 2 2 [2 2 |2 [2 |2 |2
762 Kern County |SJV NILES OSWELL STERLING RD 2 (2 [2 2 |2 [2 |2 |2
763  |Kern County [SJV NILES STERLING RD FAIRFAX 2 |12 [2 |2 [2 |2 |2 (2
764  |Karn County [SJV NILES FAIRFAX BRENTWOOD 2 2 [2 ]2 |2 [2 |2 [2
765  |Kern County [SJV NILES BRENTWOOD PARK DR 2 2 [2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2
766 [Kern County [SJV NILES PARK DR SR184 2 12 [2 |2 |2 |2 [2 |2
767 _|Kern County [SIV__|  [NORRIS RD_ _[CHESTERAVE MANOR N Y 20 3 P
768  [Kern County |SJV NORRIS RD SR 9 AIRPORT DR (I O O R P A
769 |Kern County |MD OLD 58 ROSEWOOD SREBBYPASS 2 (2
770 |Kern County [MD OLD 58 ARROYO ROSEWOOD 2 | 2 |2
771 |[Kern County [MD OLD 58 SR14 ARROYO Al BB
772 |Kern County |MD OLD 58 SR14 UNITED 2! 2 |2
773 |Kem County [MD OLD 58 UNITED ATH ST 2 |2
774 [Kern County [MD OLD 58 5TH SR58BYPASS 2 | 2 (2
775  [Kern County [SJV OLD RIVER MCCUTCHEN(HOSKING)[SR119 1 1 1 1 [2 [2 |2 |2
776__|Ker County [SIV__| [OLD RVER SRI10. CURNOW . CH N 20 2 P
777 |Kern County [SJV OSWELL BERNARD COLLEGE Add Lanes Local 2 2 [2 |2 |2 [3 |3 |3
778  [Kern County [SJV OSWELL COLLEGE NILES Add Lanes Local 2 2 [2 |2 |2 [3 |8 |8
779 |Kern County |SJV OSWELL NILES KENTUCKY Add Lanes Local 2 2 [2 2 |2 (3 |3 |3
780  |Kern County [SJV OSWELL KENTUCKY CALIFORNIA Add Lanes Local 2 (2 |12 |2 |2 [3 (3 |3
781  [Kern County [SJV OSWELL CALIFORNIA EDISON HWY Add Lanes Local 2 [2 [2 [2 ]2 |3 |3 |3
782" |Kern County |SIV° | GSWELL “|EBISON HWY VIRGINIA “|Add Lanes Local 2222 |2 |3 [3a |3
783  [Kern County [SJV OSWELL VIRGINIA BRUNDAGE Add Lanes Local 2 [2 [2 |2 |2 [3 |3 |3
784  [Kern County |SJV OSWELL WHITE LN PANAMA LN 0O (0 [0 j0o (0 [v+ [t |1
785  |Kern County [SJV PANAMA LN SR 43/ENOS LN RENFRO 1 (2 |2 |2 |12 |2 [2 |2
786 |Kern County |SJV PANAMA LN RENFRO ALLEN Add Lanes Local 1 |12 |12 [2 [2 [2 |2 |2
787__|Kem County [MD RANDSBURG CUTOFF SR14 SREEBYPASS T
788  |Kern County [SJV PATTON WAY MEANY SR 5&8/Rosedale Highway 1 1 1 1 1 |1 [2 |2
780  |Karn County [SJV QUAIL CREEK RD NORRIS SNOW ROAD 1 ) 1 12 |2 [2 [2
790  |Kern County [SJV REDBANK FAIRFAX SR 184/W eedpatch Highway 1 (1 |2 [2 [2 |2 |2 |2
791 [Kern County |SJV RENFRO RD REINA JOMNSON RD 11 1 1 (1 |2 J2 |2
792  |Kern County |[MD ROSAMOND BL TEHACHAPI WILLOW SHB80TH ST 1| L S
793 [Kern County |MD ROSAMOND BL B80TH ST 70TH ST 30| 1 1
794  |Kern County |MD ROSAMOND BL. 70TH ST B65TH ST 1 1 1
795  |Kern County |MD ROSAMOND BL 65TH ST 60TH ST 1 W
7968  [Kern County [MD ROSAMOND BL 60TH ST S50TH ST Add Lanes Local 2 | 2 |2
797 |Kemn County [MD ROSAMOND BL EOTH ST 40TH ST Add Lanes Local 3 [3 ]
798 c nty  (MD ROSAMOND BL 40TH 8T 30TH ST Add Lanes Local 3 (3
799 |Kern County |MD ROSAMOND BL 30TH ST 25TH 8T Add Lanes Local 3 |3
800 |Kern County [MD ROSAMOND BL 26TH ST SR14 Add Lanes Local 3 13
|801 Kern County  |MD ROSAMOND BL SR14 20TH ST Add Lanes Local 3 |3
I802 Kern County  [MD ROSAMOND BL 20TH ST SIERRA HWY Add Lanes Local 3 |3
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | | |

Year number of lanes modeled
(each direction)

SORT AR (M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP, P

KEY | AGENCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt|  ID/Other 1D Other) 1720 (23 |28 (32 135 140
803 [Kern County |MD ROSAMOND BL SIERRA HWY 15TH ST Add Lanes Local 3
804 |Kern County (MD ROSAMOND BL 16TH ST 10TH ST Add Lanes Local 3 3 13
805 [Kemn County |SJV SNOW RD Allen Road OLD FARM RD N ) ) | 1 T |
|806 Kem County  |SJV SNOW RD OLD FARM RD JEWETTA AVE 1 1 1 1 ]2 |2 |2 |2
807 |Kern County [SJV SNOW RD CALLOWAY DR QUAIL CREEK RD 1 [t 1 2 j2 |2 |2
[808  |Kern County [SJV SNOW RD QUAIL CREEK RD COFFEE RD 1 A J2 2 @ cj2
1809 |Ketn County [SJV SNOW RD FRUITVALE AVE Golden State Highway 1 [1 [2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
1210 |Kern County [SJV SO.CHESTER WILSON MING 2 12 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
[811" |Kern County |MD TEHACHAPI WILLOW SPRINGS |IRONE ROSAMOND 1 1|1
812 |Kem Gounty |[MD NGS |HAMILTON IRONE 1
813 [Kem County [MD TE WILL NGS |HIGHLINE DENNISON 1
1814 [Kern County [MD TEHACHAPI WILLOW SPRINGS |ABAJO HIGHLINE 1. R b
815 |Kern County |SJV UNION BELLE TERRACE MING Add Lanes Local 2 [2 |3 |3 [3 |3 |3 |3
816 |Kern County [SJV UNION WHITE LN |PACHECO Add Lanes  |Local 2 |2 2 2 [2 ]9 3 g
1817 [Kern County [SJV UNION HOSKING MC KEE Add Lanes Local 2 [2 |2 [2 (2 |3 [8 |38
1818 |Kern County [SJV UNION MC KEE SR119 Add Lanes Local 2 [2 |2 [2 [2 |3 [3 |3
819 |Kern County [SJV VERDUGO LN MEACHAM ROSEDALE HIGHTWAY N O A O o Y T VA
1820 |Kern County [SJV VINELAND RD SR 68 EDISON HIGHWAY 1 1 1 1 1 [2 |2 |2
|821 Kern County [SJV VINELAND RD EDISON HIGHWAY Eucalyptus Drive 1 1 1 o - . -
|822  |Kern County [SJV VINELAND RD Eucalyptus Drive PIONEER DR : o 3 1 3 (2 (2 IR
Ji23_fKom Coomy Jov | onEMND RS PoNEeRon SR 184/Moring Drive (0 A N
824  [Kern County |SJV WHITE LN(MULLER RD) OSWELL FAIRFAX N RN ) O o [ W - T
|825  [California City —
|§2,.a. California ity [MD__| " [GAL GITY BL_ SRi4 RAILROAD i
827  |California City IMD CAL CITY BL RAILROAD BARON BLVD 1l 1 1
1828 [California City [MD CAL CITY BL BARON BLVD NEURALIA 2 2 (2
1829 | California City [MD CAL CITY BL NEURALIA HACIENDA 2 2 |2
|830 [California City [MD CAL CITY BL RANDSBURG MOJAVE |HACIENDA 2 2 _[2
1831 California City IMD CAL CITY BL REDWOOD RANDSBURG MOJAVE 2 2 |2
|23z [California City [MD CAL CITY BL CARSON REDWOOD 1 1 1
1833 |Ridgecrest =
|BS4 Ridgecrost IWV CHINA LAKE BL RIDGECREST BLVD UPJOHN 2 2 |2
1235 |Ridgecrest IWV CHINA LAKE BL UPJOHN BOWMAN RD 2 2 |2
|838  |Ridgecrest IWV CHINA LAKE BL BOWMAN RD COLLEGE HEIGHTS [ 2 |2
837 |Ridgocrest  |IWV CHINA LAKE BL COLLEGE HEIGHTS _ |DOLPHIN 1 11
838 |Ridgecrest  |IWV CHINA LAKE BL DOLPHIN DOWNS 1 11
1839 |Ridgecrest IWV CHINA LAKE BL DOWNS SPRINGER 1 J b
1840 |Shafter
|841 | Shafter SJV LERDO HWY POPLAR SHAFTER [
842 |Shafter SJV LERDO HWY SHAFTER SR43 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
843  [Shalter sSJV LERDO HWY SR43 MANNEL 2 |2 2 |2 |2 ‘2 |2 ‘|2
|§44 Shafter SJV LERDO HWY MANNEL BEECH 2 2 12 [2 |2 [2 [2 |2
1845 | Shafter SJV LERDO HWY BEECH CHERRY Local 2 |2 [2 2 j2 [2 |2 [2
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled |

Year number of lanes modeled

(each direction)

SCORT AR M RTP PROJECT | COST (RTP,

KEY AGENCY |BASIN|10 STREET BEGIN END Type of Imprvmnt. |D/Other 1D Other) 14 117 120 123 125 132 |35 |40
846 |Shafter SJV LERDO HWY CHERRY ZACHARY Add Lanes Local 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 [3 |3 |3
847  |Shafter SJV LERDO HWY ZACHARY ZERKER Add Lanes Local 2 |2 2 |2 |2 [8 [3 |3
848  |Shafter SJV LERDO HWY ZERKER SRo9 Add Lanes 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 [3 |3 |3
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Transportation Project Listing - Exempt Projects

Jurisdiction/
Agency

TIP
Project ID

CTIPS ID
(If available)

Description

Est. Cost

Exempt
Code

(per
CTIPS)

Air Basins

Arvin

KER050501

20400000294

IN ARVIN: INSTALL NEW COMPRESSOR, NEW VESSELS
AND NEW ROOF STRUCTURE AT EXISTING CNG
STATION

$598,754

2.04

San Joaquin

Arvin

KER090401

20400000550

LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS RESURFACING,
RECONSTRUCTION OR REHABILITATION AT VARIOUS
LOCATIONS (NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY)

$792,000

1.10

San Joaquin

Arvin

KER110803

20400000634

PURCHASE TWO TYPE VII 30-PASSENGER DIESEL
BUSES WITH ADDED A/C UNIT, REPEATER RADIO,
FAREBOX, VIDEO SECURITY

$500,000

2.10

San Joaquin

Arvin

KER120401

20400000663

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

$773,750

San Joaquin

Arvin

KER140401

20400000715

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

$616.,288

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER120402

20400000652

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

$8.271,772

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER120506

20400000669

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR
INTERSECTION SIGNALIZATION

$1,320.500

5.07

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER120507

20400000670

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR
INTERSECTION SIGNALIZATION

$839,600

5.07

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER120508

2040000067 1

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR TRAFFIC
CONTROL DEVICES

$1,283,150

1.07

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER120511

20400000674

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER
IMPROVEMENTS

$785,700

1.04

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER121001

10400000347

IN BAKERSFIELD: MT VERNON FROM COLUMBUS ST TO
UNIVERSITY AVE; LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

$515,565

4.12

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER140402

20400000716

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

$9,683,776

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER140507

20400000735

IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY
IMPROVEMENTS - SAFER ROADS

$1,436,300

5.07

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER140508

20400000736

IN BAKERSFIELD: MOHAWK ST AT TOWER WAY; SIGNAL
& MOHAWK ST FROM TRUXTUN AVE TO CALIFORNIA
AVE; CONSTRUCT MEDIAN ISLAND

$485,100

5.01

San Joaquin
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Exempt
Code
Jurisdiction/ TIP CTIPSID (per

Agency Project ID (If available) |Description Est. Cost CTIPS) Air Basins
IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION

Cal. City KER120403 20400000653 [(NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY) $381,698 110 Mojave Desert
IN CALIFORNIA CITY: CALIFORNIA CITY BLVD (SOUTH) AT
HARVARD AVE; CONSTRUCT COLLEGE STATION PARK-

Cal. City KER120513 20400000676 [AND-RIDE $375,000 5.06 Mojave Desert
IN CALIFORNIA CITY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR
PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION

Cal. City KER140403 20400000717 [(NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY) $361,461 1.10 Mojave Desert
IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-

Delano KER120404 20400000654 [CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY) $1,279,340 1.10 San Joaquin
IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER

Delano KER120514 20400000677 [IMPROVEMENTS $808,382 1.04 San Joaquin
IN DELANO: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-

Delano KER140404 20400000718 |CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY) $1,420,988 1.10 San Joaquin
GET KER080808 20400000534 [SOUTHWEST TRANSIT CENTER UPGRADE $3,500,000 2.08 San Joaquin
GET KER110805 20400000638 [AUTOMATED VEHICLE LOCATOR $2,500,000 2.04 San Joaquin
GET KER120502 20400000665 [PASSIVE SOLAR ELECTRIC CONVERSION SYSTEM $2,474,337 2.06 San Joaquin

PURCHASE TWO REPLACEMENT CNG OVER THE ROAD
GET KER120503 20400000666 [COACHES $1,150,000 210 San Joaquin
GET KER120504 20400000667 [PURCHASE TWO REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES $1,150,000 210 San Joaquin
GET KER120802 20400000687 |REPLACE BUS SURVEILLANCE SYSTEM $660,000 2.04 San Joaquin
GET KER120803 20400000688 [PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE $10,982,700 2.01 San Joaquin
IN BAKERSFIELD: ON DON HART DR EAST AND KROLL
GET KER140502 20400000730 |WAY; CONSTRUCTION OF PUBLIC TRANSIT CENTER $1,345,100 5.06 San Joaquin
IN BAKERSFIELD: EXPANSION OF PASSIVE SOLAR
GET KER140503 20400000731 [ELECTRIC CONVERSION SYSTEM $1,624,300 2.06 San Joaquin
KCOG KER140101 20400000713 [PLANNING, PROGRAMMING AND MONITORING $1,395,000 4.01 Various
IN KERN COUNTY: REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT

KCOG KER140414 20400000728 [PROGRAM $180,000 4.01 Various

KCOG KER140501 20400000729 [IN KERN COUNTY: RIDESHARE PROGRAM $438,562 3.01 Various
KCSS KER140505 20400000733 [IN BAKERSFIELD: CNG FUELING STATION EXPANSION $1,388,910 2.04 San Joaquin
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Exempt
Code
Jurisdiction/ TIP CTIPSID (per

Agency Project ID (If available) |Description Est. Cost CTIPS) Air Basins
IN KERN COUNTY: ON HAGEMAN ROAD AT BURLINGTON
NORTHERN SANTA FE RAILWAY; SEPARATION OF

Kemn Co. KER080113 | 20400000542 | GRADE $35,300,000 1.01 San Joaquin
NEAR TEHACHAPI: REEVES ST FROM ALTA VISTA TO SR

Kem Co. KER100516 | 20400000616 |202; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET $251,250 1.10 | Mojave Desert
IN TAFT: ON ASHER AVENUE FROM 4TH STREET TO

Kem Co. KER101009 | 20400000628 |TAFT RAILS TO TRAILS; SIDEWALK IMPROVEMENTS $275,000 3.02 San Joaquin
IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-

Kem Co. KER120405 | 20400000655 |CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY) $7.344,405 1.10 Various

Kern Co. KER120505 | 20400000668 |PURCHASE FOUR REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES $1,617,724 2.10 Various
IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR

Kern Co. KER120510 | 20400000673 |[INTERSECTION SIGNALIZATION $1,145,000 5.07 San Joaquin
IN TEHACHAPI: ROOST AVE FROM BEAR VALLEY RD TO

Kemn Co. KER120515 | 20400000678 |END; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET $375,000 1.10 | Mojave Desert
IN ROSAMOND: SWEETSER RD FROM 65TH ST WEST TO

Kemn Co. KER1205168 | 20400000679 |60TH ST WEST; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET $250,000 1.10 | Mojave Desert
IN ROSAMOND: 80TH ST WEST FROM SWEETSER RD TO

Kem Co. KER120517 | 20400000680 |FAVORITO AVE; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET $250,000 1.10 | Mojave Desert
IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR

Kem Co. KER120518 | 20400000681 |SHOULDER IMPROVEMENTS $3,419,310 1.04 Various
IN RIDGECREST: COLLEGE HEIGHTS BLVD FROM
DOLPHIN AVE TO CERRO COSO COMMUNITY COLLEGE;
CONSTRUCT PEDESTRIAN PATH AND LANDSCAPE

Kem Co. KER121002 10400000348 |IMPROVE $473,000 412 Indian Wells
IN BAKERSFIELD: CHESTER AVE FROM KERN RIVER
PARKWAY TO OILDALE TOWN CENTER; CONSTRUCT

Kemn Co. KER121003 10400000340 |SIDEWALK $380,000 412 San Joaquin
IN TEHACHAPI: TEHACHAPI CUMMINGS WATER
DISTRICT PROPERTY FROM HIGHLINE RD TO VALLEY

Kem Co. KER121004 10400000341 |BLVD; CONSTRUCT BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH $504,000 412 | Mojave Desert
N ROSAMOND: DIAMOND ST FROM ROSAMOND BLVD TO
ORANGE ST; CON SIDEWALK & LANDSCAPE
IMPROVEMENTS, STREETLIGHTS, RESTRIPE RD, & BIKE

Kemn Co. KER121005 10400000342 |LANES $1,300,000 412 Mojave Desert
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Exempt
Code
Jurisdiction/ TIP CTIPSID (per
Agency Project ID (If available) |Description Est. Cost CTIPS) Air Basins
IN AND NEAR LOST HILLS: SR 46 FROM 0.1 MILE WEST
OF CALIFORNIA AQUEDUCT TO LOST HILLS RD;
Kemn Co. KER1210086 10400000344 [CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK $351,000 412 San Joaquin
IN BAKERSFIELD: BERNARD ST FROM HALEY ST TO MT
Kem Co. KER121007 10400000345 |VERNON AVE; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALKS $316,000 412 San Joaquin
IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-
Kemn Co. KER140405 | 20400000719 |[CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY) $8,750,000 1.10 Various
IN KERN COUNTY: PURCHASE FOUR REPLACEMENT
Kem Co. KER140504 | 20400000732 [CNG COACHES $2,067,518 2.10 Various
IN BAKERSFIELD: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR
Kem Co. KER140508 | 20400000734 [INTERSECTION SIGNALIZATION $1,850,000 5.02 San Joaquin
IN KERN COUNTY: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR
Kern Co. KER140509 | 20400000737 |[SHOULDER IMPROVEMENTS $10,850,000 1.04 Various
IN MCFARLAND: W KERN AVE FROM WEST OF
FRONTAGE RD TO EAST OF 2ND ST; PEDESTRIAN /
McFarland KER120406 | 20400000656 [LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS $353,433 4.09 San Joaquin
IN MCFARLAND: KERN AVE: 2ND ST TO 3RD ST;
McFarland KER140406 | 20400000720 [LANDSCAPING AND PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS $398,510 4.09 San Joaquin
IN MCFARLAND: ALONG ELMO HWY AND BROWNING RD;
PAVE SHOULDERS AND INSTALL CLASS Il BIKE LANE
McFarland KER140510 20400000738 |FACILITIES $306,135 1.04 San Joaquin
IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-
Ridgecrest KER120407 | 20400000657 |CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY) $750,000 1.10 Indian Wells
IN RIDGECREST: SOUTH SUNLAND DR FROM UPJOHN
Ridgecrest KER120519 | 20400000682 |[AVE TO BOWMAN RD; SURFACE UNPAVED STREET $575,000 1.10 Indian Wells
IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECTS FOR
Ridgecrest KER120520 | 20400000683 [INTERSECTION SIGNALIZATION $350,000 5.02 Indian Wells
IN RIDGECREST: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-
Ridgecrest KER140407 | 20400000721 |CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY) $765,844 1.10 Indian Wells
IN RIDGECREST: NORTH WARNER ST FROM DRUMMOND
AVE TO WEST HOWELL AVE; SURFACE UNPAVED
Ridgecrest KER140512 | 20400000740 |STREET $307,328 1.10 Indian Wells
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Exempt
Code
Jurisdiction/ TIP CTIPS ID (per
Agency Project ID (If available) [Description Est. Cost CTIPS) Air Basins
IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR NON-CAPACITY
Shafter KER140408 | 20400000722 |WIDENING (NO ADDITIONAL TRAVEL LANES) $277.,000 1.19 San Joaquin
IN SHAFTER: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-
Shafter KER140409 | 20400000723 [CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY) $205,581 1.10 San Joaquin
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE REHABILITATION
State KER120201 20400000694 |AND RECONSTRUCTION - SHOPP PROGRAM $62,621,000 1.19 Various
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS -
State KER120202 | 20400000695 [SHOPP COLLISION REDUCTION PROGRAM $24,602,000 1.09 Various
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS -
State KER120204 | 20400000697 [SHOPP MANDATES PROGRAM $2,383,000 1.02 Various
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING
AND/OR REHABILITATION - SHOPP ROADWAY
State KER120205 | 20400000698 [PRESERVATION PROGRAM $80,336,000 1.10 Various
NEAR TAFT: ELK HILLS RD TO TUPMAN RD; CONSTRUCT
State KER130104 | 20400000707 |[TRUCK CLIMBING LANES $7,584,000 1.17 San Joaquin
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING
AND/OR REHABILITATION ON THE STATE HIGHWAY
State KER130201 20400000702 |SYSTEM - HIGHWAY MAINTENANCE (toll credits) $8,737,500 1.10 Various
GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS,
SHOULDER IMPROVEMENTS, PAVEMENT RESURFACING
State KER130202 | 20400000703 [AND/OR REHABILITATION - MINOR PROGRAM $2,650,000 1.10 Various
IN MARICOPA: SR 33 AT STANISLAUS ST; INSTALL
RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASHING BEACON NEAR
State KER140410 | 20400000724 |[PEDESTRIAN CROSSING $45,000 1.07 San Joaquin
SOUTH OF BAKERSFIELD: SR 223 AT SR 184/WHEELER
State KER140511 20400000739 |RD; OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENT $1,500,000 5.01 San Joaquin
IN TAFT: ON HILLARD STREET FROM "A" STREET TO
RAILS TO TRAILS; CONSTRUCT PEDESTRIAN AND BIKE
Taft KER101005 | 20400000624 [IMPROVEMENTS $317,000 3.02 San Joaquin
IN TAFT: GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT
RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION (NON-
Taft KER120409 | 20400000659 [CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY) $252,797 1.10 San Joaquin




KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

JUNE 19, 2014

CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

Transportation Project Listing - Exempt Pro

ects

Agency

Jurisdiction/

TIP
Project ID

CTIPS ID
(If available)

Description

Est. Cost

Exempt
Code
(per
CTIPS)

Air Basins

Taft

KER121008

10400000346

IN TAFT: SUNSET RAILROAD CORRIDOR FROM 2ND ST
TO SR 119; CONSTRUCT BIKE/PEDESTRIAN PATH

Taft

KER140411

20400000725

$770,000

4.12

San Joaquin

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

$244 347

San Joaquin

Taft

KER140513

20400000741

IN TAFT: SUPPLY ROW ST BETWEEN S 4TH ST AND S
6TH ST; CONSTRUCT PARK-AND-RIDE

Tehachapi

KER120410

20400000660

$507.744

San Joaquin

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

$423,692

Moijave Desert

Tehachapi

KER120523

20400000686

IN TEHACHAPI: CURRY ST AT VALLEY BLVD; GUTTER
REMOVAL

$482,000

1.02

Mojave Desert

Tehachapi

KER121009

10400000343

IN TEHACHAPI: TEHACHAPI BLVD FROM SNYDER AVE TO
DENNISON RD; CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK, PEDESTRIAN
LIGHTING, & LANDSCAPE IMPROVEMENTS

Tehachapi

KER140412

20400000726

$547,000

4.12

Mojave Desert

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

$379,937

Mojave Desert

Various

KERO060601

20400000418

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE REHABILITATION
AND RECONSTRUCTION - HIGHWAY BRIDGE PROGRAM
(HBP). NON-CAPACITY PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR
TABLES 2&3) (INCLUDES SEISMIC RETROFIT)

$1.250,000

Various

Various

KERO060608

20400000483

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS -
HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP).
NON-CAPACITY INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR
TABLES 2&3)

$275,200

1.06

Various

Various

KER080602

204000005483

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS -
SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL FEDERAL PROGRAM. NON-
CAPACITY INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR
TABLES 2&3)

$536,420

3.02

Various

Various

KER100601

2040000057 1

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS -
HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP).
NON-CAPACITY INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR
TABLES 2&3)

$230,944

1.06

Various
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JUNE 19, 2014 CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

Transportation Project Listing - Exempt Projects

Jurisdiction/
Agency

TIP
Project ID

CTIPS ID
(If available)

Description

Est. Cost

Exempt
Code

(per
CTIPS)

Air Basins

Various

KER110601

20400000637

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS -
HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP).
NON-CAPACITY INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR
TABLES 2&3)

$2,948,500

1.06

Various

Various

KER110602

20400000643

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS -
SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL FEDERAL PROGRAM. NON-
CAPACITY INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR
TABLES 2&3)

$2,434,500

3.02

Various

Various

KER130801

20400000699

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR OPERATING ASSISTANCE TO
TRANSIT AGENCIES

$8,568,139

2.01

Various

Various

KER140601

20400000710

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS -
HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP).
NON-CAPACITY INCREASING PROJECTS ONLY. (40 CFR
TABLES 2&3)

$900.447

1.06

Various

Various

KER140801

20400000711

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR PURCHASE OF OPERATING
EQUIPMENT FOR VEHICLES ($1,606 toll credits as part of
match)

$14,000

2.05

Various

Various

KER140802

20400000712

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)

Wasco

KER140413

20400000727

$295,000

2.10

Various

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

$693,553

1.10

San Joaquin




KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
JUNE 19, 2014 CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

APPENDIX C

CONFORMITY ANALYSIS DOCUMENTATION

2015 FTIR014 RTRH Confomity EMFAC Spreadsheet

2015 FTIF2014 RTP Conformity Paved Road Spreadsheet

2015 FTIF2014 RTPConformity Unpaved Road Dust Spreadsheet

2015 FTIP2014 RTPConformity Construction Spreadsheet

2015 FTIP2014 RTPFTIP Conformity Trading Spreadsheets (P and PM2.5)
2015 FTIP2014 RTPFTIP Conformity Totals Spreadsheet

=A =4 =4 4 4 =4
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CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

EMFAC Emissions (tons/day)
KERN (SJV)

Pollutant Source

Carbon Monoxide EMFAC 2011 (Winter Run)

Ozone EMFAC 2011 (Summer Run)

Ozone EMFAC 2011 (Summer Run)

Description

CO Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Rule 9310 (School Bus)
Rule 9410 (ETR)

RFG

Moyer

AB1493

Smog Check

Conformity Total

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Rule 9310 (School Bus)
Rule 9410 (ETR)

RFG

Moyer

AB1493

Smog Check

Conformity Total

2017 2025 2035 2040

53.10) | 41.44] | 40.48] 42.46]

53 41 40 42

2014 2017 2020 2023 2032 2040

| 798| 675 6.6 5.86) | 5.75| | 6.12]
0.00 000 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00
021  -0.14 -019 -0.18 -0.18 -0.18
049 -0.38 027 -0.22 -0.22 -0.22
001 -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
000 000 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00
017 -0.16 -0.13 -0.10 -0.10 -0.10
710 605 556 535 5.25 5.62

| 37.40] 28.17] 22.74] 16.88] | 17.30| | 18.79|
-0.04 -0.09 -0.08 -0.07 -0.07 -0.07
019 -0.16 -0.126 -0.10 -0.10 -0.10
0.00 000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
012 -0.08 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
000 000 0.0 0.00 0.00 0.00
012 -0.12 -0.09 -0.07 -0.07 -0.07
36.92 27.71 2245 16.63 17.05 18.54
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CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

PM-10 EMFAC 2011 (Annual Run)
ARB

PM-10 EMFAC 2011 (Annual Run)
ARB

PM2.5 EMFAC 2011 (Annual Run)

PM2.5 EMFAC 2011 (Annual Run)

PM-10 Total (All Vehicles Total)
* includes tire & brake wear

Existing Reflash, Idling, and Moyer (HDI, PFR, Moyer, AB1493, Relfash)

Conformity Total

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)
Existing Reflash, Idling, and Moyer (HDI, PFR, Moyer, AB1493, Relfash)

Conformity Total

PM2.5 Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)
* includes tire & brake wear

Rule 9410 (ETR)

Rule 9310 (School Bus)
Moyer

AB1493

Smog Check

Conformity Total

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)
Rule 9410 (ETR)

Rule 9310 (School Bus)

Moyer

AB1493

Smog Check

Conformity Total

2020 2025 2035 2040
1.90| 2.10] 2.44] 256
-0.02 -0.02 -0.02  -0.02
1.88 2.08 242 254
23.84] 18.02] 18.62] 19.58]
-5.45 -5.45 545 -5.45
18.39 12.57 13.17 1413
2025 2035 2040
1.05) 1.22]  1.28]
0.00 0.00  0.00
-0.01 -0.01  -0.01
0.00 0.00  0.00
-0.01 -0.01  -0.01
-0.01 0.01 -0.01
1.00 120 1.30
18.02] 18.62] 19.58]
0.00 0.00  0.00
-0.29 025 -0.25
0.00 0.00  0.00
-0.01 0.01 -0.01
-0.07 0.07  -0.07
17.70 18.30 19.20
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EMFAC Emissions (tons/day)

KERN - MD
Pollutant Source Description
2017 2025 2035 2040

Ozone EMFAC 2011 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) | 1.45] 1.14] 1.04| 1.26|
ARB Reflash, Public Fleet, Idling, AB 1493, Moyer 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01

Conformity Total 1.44 1.13 1.03 1.25

Ozone EMFAC 2011 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) | 4.32] 2.83] 2.63| 3.17|
ARB Reflash, Public Fleet, Idling, AB 1493, Moyer 1.21 1.21 1.21 1.21

Conformity Total 3.11 1.62 1.42 1.96



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

JUNE 19, 2014

CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

Paved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN 2020
Base Rain Adj Rain Adj. District Rule Control-
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions  [8061/ISR Control| Adjusted
VMT Daily (million/year) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day) Rates Emissions
Enter Freeway VM Freeway 10,638,412 3,883 296.698| 289.161 0.792. 0.147 0.676
Enter Arterial VM Arterial 10,326,127 3,769 479.226| 467.052 1.280 0.337, 0.848
Enter Collector VMT ==> Collector 453,169 165 21.031 20.497] 0.056 0.666 0.019
Urban 737‘026| 269 256.254 249.744] 0.684 0.679 0.220
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 757‘109| 280 1153.738 1124.429 3.081. 0.090 2.803;
Rural Local VMT Here => 1,504,135
Totals 22,921,843 8,366 2206.948 2150.883 5.893 4.566
KERN 2025
Base Rain Adj Rain Adj. District Rule Control-
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions 8061/ISR Control| Adjusted
VMT Daily (million/year) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day) Rates Emissions
Enter Freeway VM Freeway 11,925,414] 4,353 332.592] 324.143] 0.888| 0.147, 0.758
Enter Arterial VMT Arterial 11,493,032 4,195| 533.381 519.831] 1.424] 0.337, 0.944
Enter Collector VM Collector 520,407} 190 24.152] 23.538 0.064 0.666 0.022
Urban 861‘039| 314 299.371 291.766 0.799| 0.679 0.257,
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 896‘183| 327 1347.867| 1313.626 3.599 0.090 3.275
Rural Local VMT Here => 1,757,222
Totals 25,696,074 9,379 2537.363 2472.905 6.775 5.255
KERN 2035
Base Rain Adj Rain Adj. District Rule Control-
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions 8061/ISR Control| Adjusted
VMT Daily (million/year) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day) Rates Emissions
Enter Freeway VM Freeway 14,610,082 5,333 407.466| 397.115] 1.088 0.147, 0.928
Enter Arterial VM Arterial 12,732,029 4,647 590.882 575.871] 1.578 0.337, 1.046]
Enter Collector VM Collector 646,385 236 29.998 29.236 0.080] 0.666 0.027
Urban 1.014‘641| 370 352.777] 343.815 0.942] 0.679 0.302
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 1,05&055[ 385 1588.315) 1547.966 4.241 0.090 3.859
Rural Local VMT Here => 2,070,695
Totals 30,059,191 10,972 2969.437 2894.003 7.929 6.163
KERN 2040
Base Rain Adj Rain Adj. District Rule Control-
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions  [8061/ISR Control| Adjusted
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day) Rates Emissions
Enter Freeway VM Freeway 15,326,692 5,594 427.451 416.593 1.141 0.147 0.974
Enter Arterial VM Arterial 13,444,887 4,907 623.965| 608.114] 1.666] 0.337) 1.105
Enter Collector VMT ==> Collector 659,295 241 30.597] 29.820] 0.082 0.666 0.027
Urban 1,069,718, 390 371.926 362.478 0.993 0.679 0.319
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 1,113,379 406 1674.532] 1631.993] 4.471 0.090 4.069
Rural Local VMT Here => 2,183,097
Totals 31,613,971 11,539 3128.471 3048.997 8.353 6.493
DO NOT CHANGE ANY ITEMS BELOW THIS LINE
Base EF (b
KERN Road Type _|PM10/ VMT
HPMS Local Urban/Rural Percent Freeway 0.000152818]
From 1998 Assembly of Statistical Reports - Caltrans Arterial
49.0% Urban Collector
51.0% Rural Local 0.00190513
100.0% Total Rural 0.008241141
KERN
January February March April May June Jul August September | October November December| Total/Average
Rain Days 7.2 6.6 6.0 4.0 18 0.0 0 0 10 14 3.8 5.0 36.8
Total Days 31 28 31 30 31 30 31 31 30 31 30 31 365
Rain Reduction Factor 0.94 0.94 0.95 0.97 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.96 0.97
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Paved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN 2017
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day)
Enter Freeway VMT Freeway 0 0 0.000! 0.000! 0.000
Enter Arterial VMT ==> Arterial 444,350 162 20.622 20.098 0.055,
Enter Collector VMT ==> Collector 37,452 14| 1.738 1.694| 0.005
Urban 51,675 19! 17.967 17.510 0.048
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 53,785' 20! 80.892 78.838 0.216
Rural Local VMT Here => 105,460
Totals 587,262 214 121.219 118.140 0.324
KERN 2025
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) |(PM10 tons/day)
Enter Freeway VMT Freeway 0| 0. 0.000 0.000 0.000
Enter Arterial VMT Arterial 492,784 180 22.870 22.289 0.061
Enter Collector VMT Collector 32,500 12! 1.508 1.470 0.004
Urban 55,224 20! 19.200 18.713 0.051
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 57,478 21 86.447 84.251 0.231
Rural Local VMT Here => | 112,701
Totals 637,985 233 130.025 126.722 0.347
KERN 2035
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day)
Enter Freeway VMT ==> Freeway 0 0 0.000! 0.000! 0.000
Enter Arterial VMT ==> Arterial 623,523 228 28.937 28.202 0.077.
Enter Collector VMT ==> Collector 33,715 12 1.565 1.525 0.004
Urban 62,970, 23 21.894 21.338 0.058
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 65,540 24 98.573 96.069 0.263
Rural Local VMT Here => 128,511
Totals 785,749 287 150.969 147.134 0.403
KERN 2040
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
VMT Emissions | Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day)
Enter Freeway VMT ==> Freeway 0| 0 0.000! 0.000! 0.000
Enter Arterial VMT ==> Arterial 710,807 259 32.988 32.150! 0.088
Enter Collector VMT ==> Collector 35,208 13 1.634 1.592 0.0&‘
Urban 69.943| 26 24.318 23.700 0.065
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 72,798] 271 109.488 106.707 0.292
Rural Local VMT Here => | 142,741
Totals 888,756 324 168.429 164.150 0.450
DO NOT CHANGE ANY ITEMS BELOW THIS LINE
Base EF (Ib
KERN Road Type |[PM10/ VMT
HPMS Local Urban/Rural Percent Freeway 0.000152818
From 1998 Assembly of Statistical Reports - Caltrans Arterial
49.0% Urban Collector
51.0% Rural Local 0.00190513
100.0% Total Rural 0.008241141I
KERN
January February March April May June July August September | October November __|December] Total/Average
Rain Days 7.2 6.6 6.0 4.0 18 0.0 0 0 10 14 3.8 5.0 36.8
Total Days 31 28 31 30 31 30 31 31 30 31 30 31 365
Rain Reduction Factor 0.94 0.94 0.95 0.97 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.96 0.97
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Unpaved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN 2020
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | District Rule 8061/ISR [ Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
City/County 74.0 10 270.1 270.100! 242.654] 0.665 0.484 0.343]
KERN 2025
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions [ District Rule 8061/ISR | Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
City/County 74.0 10 270.1 270.100! 242.654] 0.665 0.484 0.343
KERN 2035
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | District Rule 8061/ISR [ Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
City/County 74.0 10 270.1 270.100! 242.654] 0.665 0.484 0.343]
KERN 2040
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | Rain Adj. Emissions | District Rule 8061/ISR | Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
City/County 74.0 10 270.1 270.100! 242.654] 0.665 0.484 0.343]
DO NOT CHANGE ANY ITEMS BELOW THIS LINE
KERN
January February March April May June July August September October November December Total/Average
Rain Days 7.2 6.6 6.0 4.0 1.8 0.0 0 0 1.0 14 3.8 5.0 36.8
Total Days 31 28 31 30 31 30 31 31 30 31 30 31 365
Rain Reduction Factor| 0.77 0.76 0.81 0.87 0.94 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.97 0.95 0.87 0.84 0.90
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Unpaved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN -- IWV 2017

Vehicle
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tons/day)
City/County 46.7 10 170.6 170.565 0.467
KERN -- IWV 2025
Vehicle
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tons/day)
City/County 46.7 10 170.6 170.565 0.467
KERN -- IWV 2035
Vehicle
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tons/day)
City/County 46.7 10 170.6 170.565 0.467
KERN -- IWV 2040
Vehicle
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tons/day)
City/County 46.7 10 170.6 170.565 0.467
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Road Construction Dust

KERN - SJV
Description
2020 2025 2035 2040

Year Lane Miles Year Lane Miles] Year Lane Miles| Year Lane Miles
Baseline 2005 4790] 2020 5647] 2025 5748] 2035 6886
Horizon 2020 5647 2025 5748] 2035 6886] 2040 6891
Difference 15 857 5 101 10 1138 5 6
Lane Miles per Year 57 20 114 1
Acres Disturbed 222 78 441 4
Acre-Months 3987 1411 7946 77
Emissions (tons/year) 438.600 155.167 874.099 8.525
Annual Average Day Emissions (tons) 1.202 0.425 2.395 0.023
District Rule 8021 Control Rates 0.290 0.290 0.290 0.290
Total Emissions (tons per day) 0.853 0.302 1.700 0.017
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CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

Road Construction Dust

KERN - INDIAN WELLS VALLEY

Description
2017 2025 2035 2040

Year Lane Miles Year Lane Miles Year Lane Miles Year Lane Miles
Baseline 2005 266| 2017 366] 2025 406] 2035 429
Horizon 2017 366] 2025 406] 2035 429] 2040 429
Difference 12 100 8 40 10 23 5 0
Lane Miles per Year 8 5 2 0
Acres Disturbed 32 19 9 0
Acre-Months 582 349 161 0
Emissions (tons/year) 64.000 38.400 17.664 0.000
Total Emissions (tons per day) 0.175 0.105 0.048 0.000
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PM10 Emission Trading Worksheet

KERN CONFORMITY ESTIMATES (tons/day)

2020 2025 2035 2040
PM10 NOXx PM10 NOXx PM10 NOXx PM10 NOXx
Total On-Road Exhaust 1.880] 18.390 2.080| 12.570 2.420| 13.170 2.540]  14.130)
Paved Road Dust 4.566 5.255 6.163 6.493
Unpaved Road Dust 0.343] 0.343 0.343] 0.343
Road Construction Dust 0.853 0.302] 1.700 0.017]
Total 7.642 18.390 7.980 12.570 10.626 13.170 9.393 14.130
Difference (2020 Budget - 2020)
PM10 NOX
2020 Budgets 14.7 39.5
2020 7.6) 18.4
NOTE: ONLY IMPLEMENT TRADING IF
NECESSARY (I.E., CONFORMITY FAILURE IN
Difference 7.1 21.1 TOTALS WORKSHEET)
* 1.5 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) -10.7
Difference (2020 Budget - 2025)
PM10 NOXx
2020 Budgets 14.7 39.5
2025 8.0 12.6
NOTE: ONLY IMPLEMENT TRADING IF
NECESSARY (I.E., CONFORMITY FAILURE IN
Difference 6.7| 26.9] TOTALS WORKSHEET)
* 1.5 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) -10.1
Difference (2020 Budget - 2035)
PM10 NOX
2020 Budgets 14.7| 39.5
2035 10.6] 13.2
NOTE: ONLY IMPLEMENT TRADING IF
NECESSARY (I.E., CONFORMITY FAILURE IN
Difference 4.1 26.3] TOTALS WORKSHEET)
* 1.5 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) -6.2
Difference (2020 Budget - 2040)
PM10 NOXx
2020 Budgets 14.7 39.5
2040 9.4] 14.1
NOTE: ONLY IMPLEMENT TRADING IF
NECESSARY (I.E., CONFORMITY FAILURE IN
Difference 5.3] 25.4 TOTALS WORKSHEET)
* 1.5 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) -8.0

1:1.5 PM10 to NOx Trading

[ | pmi0 | nNox |

[2020 Budget | 14.7] 39.5
Adjusted 2020 Budget 7.6 50.2
2020 Conformity Total 7.6 18.4
Difference 0.0] 31.8] NOTE: TRADING NOT NECESSARY FOR ALL YEARS
Adjusted 2020 Budget 8.0| 49.6
2025 Conformity Total 8.0 12.6
Difference 0.0 37.0) NOTE: TRADING NOT NECESSARY FOR ALL YEARS
Adjusted 2020 Budget 10.6] 45.7|
2035 Conformity Total 10.6| 13.2
Difference 0.0 32.5| NOTE: TRADING NOT NECESSARY FOR ALL YEARS
Adjusted 2020 Budget 9.4 47.5]
2040 Conformity Total 9.4 14.1
Difference 0.0 33.4] NOTE: TRADING NOT NECESSARY FOR ALL YEARS
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PM2.5 Emission Trading Worksheet

KERN CONFORMITY ESTIMATES (tons/day)

2017 2025 2035 2040
PM2.5 NOX PM2.5 NOX PM2.5 NOX PM2.5 NOX
Total On-Road Exhaust 0.90 29.10 1.00 17.70 1.20 18.30 1.30] 19.20
Difference (2014 Budget - 2017)
PM2.5 NOXx
2014 Budgets 1.2 43.8
2017 0.9 29.1
NOTE: ONLY IMPLEMENT TRADING IF
NECESSARY (I.E., CONFORMITY FAILURE IN
Difference 0.3 14.7 TOTALS WORKSHEET)
* 9 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) -2.7|
Difference (2014 Budget - 2025)
PM2.5 NOX
2014 Budgets 1.2 43.8
2025 1.0 17.7
NOTE: ONLY IMPLEMENT TRADING IF
NECESSARY (I.E., CONFORMITY FAILURE IN
Difference 0.2 26.1] TOTALS WORKSHEET)
* 9 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) -1.8]
Difference (2014 Budget - 2035)
PM2.5 NOx
2014 Budgets 1.2 43.8
2035 1.2] 18.3
NOTE: ONLY IMPLEMENT TRADING IF
NECESSARY (I.E., CONFORMITY FAILURE IN
Difference 0.0) 25.5 TOTALS WORKSHEET)
* 9 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) 0.0
Difference (2014 Budget - 2040)
PM2.5 NOXx
2014 Budgets 1.2 43.8
2040 1.3 19.2
NOTE: ONLY IMPLEMENT TRADING IF
NECESSARY (I.E., CONFORMITY FAILURE IN
Difference -0.1 24.6 TOTALS WORKSHEET)
* 9 (Adjustment to NOx Budget) 0.9
1:9 PM10 to NOx Trading
PM10 NOXx
2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
Adjusted 2014 Budget 0.9 46.5
2017 Conformity Total 0.9 29.1
Difference 0.0 17.4]
Adjusted 2014 Budget 1.0] 45.6
2025 Conformity Total 1.0 17.7|
Difference 0.0] 27.9
Adjusted 2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
2035 Conformity Total 1.2 18.3]
Difference 0.0] 25.5
Adjusted 2014 Budget 1.3 42.9
2040 Conformity Total 1.3 19.2]
Difference 0.0 23.7] NOTE: FINAL DIFFERENCE MUST BE POSITIVE
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2014 RTP Conformity Results Summary -- KERN

Pollutant Scenario Emissons Total OIo ¥you PASS?
CO (tonsday) co
2010 Budget 180
2017 53 YES
Carbon
Meonoxide 2018 Budget 180
2018 £2 YES
2025 41 YES
2036 40 YES
2040 42 YES
ROG (tons/day} | MO=x {tonsiday) ROG Nk
2014 Budget 9.7 427
2014 7.1 e i YES YES
2017 Budget BT N7
2017 6.1 T YES YES
Oz one
2020 Budget 8.2 251
2020 5.6 25 YES YES
2023 Budget 7.8 18.8
2023 5.4 16.6 YES YES
203z 5.3 17.1 YES YES
2040 5.8 18.5 YES YES
PM-10 {tensiday) | NOx {tons/day) P10 Nk
2020 Budget 147 /.5
2020 7.8 18.4 YES YES
2020 Budget 147 |5
2025 8.0 12.8 YES YES
P-10
2020 Budget 147 |5
2038 10.8 13.2 YES YES
2020 Budget 147 /.5
2040 2.4 14.1 YES YES
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Kern San Joaquin ValleyPM 10 Worksheet (cont.)

PMAD 2020 025 2035 2040
P10 HOx PO HOx PLI1O HOx PO HOx
Total On-Road E xhaust 1.280 183080 2.080 12.570 2430 13.170 2540 14.130
Pawed Road Dust 4. 566 5.255 6.163 6.493
Unpaved Road Dust 0.343 0.343 0.343 0.343
Road Construction Dust 0.853 0.302 1.700 o.017
Total 7.642 13.390 7.980 12,570 | 10,626 | 13.470 9.393 14130
PM2.5 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOXx
2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
2014 11 39.1 YES YES
2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
1997 PM2.5 2017 0.9 29.1 YES YES
24-Hour &
Annual
Standards 2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
and 2006 24-
Hour 2025 1.0 17.7 YES YES
Standard
2014 Budget 1.2 43.8
2035 1.2 18.3 YES YES
2014 Adj. Budget 1.3 42.9
2040 1.3 19.2 YES YES
2014 RTP Conformity Results Summary -- KERN (Mojave Desert)
Pollutant Scenario Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
ROG (tons/day)| NOx (tons/day) ROG NOXx
2008 Budget 5 18
2017 1 3 YES YES
Ozone
2025 1 2 YES YES
2035 1 1 YES YES
2040 1 2 YES YES
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2014 RTP Conformity Results Summary -- KERN (Indian Wells Valley)

Pollutant Scenario Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM-10 (tons/day) PM-10
2013 Budget 1.7
PM-10 2017 1.0 YES
2025 0.9 YES
2035 0.9 YES
2040 0.9 YES

Kern Indian Wells Valleyi PM 10 Worksheet (cont.)

PM-10 2017 2025 2035 2040

PM10 PM10 PM10 PM10

Paved Road Dust 0.324 0.347 0.403 0.450
Unpaved Road Dust 0.467 0.467 0.467 0.467
Road Construction Dust 0.175 0.105 0.048 0.000
Total 0.966 0.919 0.918 0.917
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APPENDIX D

TIMELY IMPLEMENTATION DOCUMENTATION FOR
TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES
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Kern COG

Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM | Agency | Commitment | Commitment | Commitment | TIP | TIP Project|  Project Description Implementation Status 4 15
Commitment Description | Schedule Funding D Conformity Update
(as of 8/13) (as of 3/14)
KE 14.10 KCOG  |Public 02/03-04/05 | $40,000 per | 2002 | KERD20122 |IN KERN COLNTY Complete Complete
Education year COUNTYWIDE WITH
Program SPECIAL EMPHASIS ON
SAN JOAQUIN PORTION OF
KERN COUNTY, PUBLIC
OUTREACH PROGRAM,
AND SOME CAPITAL
KE 1.1 Arvin - |New bus 2002 Not specified Complete Complete
service 1o lkea
plant and
business park
KE15 Avin  |Construct 2005 $650,000 | 2002 | KEROOOS03 [CONSTRUCT NEW Complete Complete
transfer station CMAQ TRANSIT TRANSFER
{includes local) STATION
KES3 Arin  |Drwe Approach | 2003; 2003 | $395,000 Total Complete Complete
Moddication
Project; Traffic
Signal Project
KE 102 Avin  |Bike Racks on 2002 Not specified Complete Complete
Buses
KE52and | Bakersfield Traffic sgnal 2003 $1MCMAQ
516 interconnect (ncludes local)
Ojects
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Kern COG
Timely Implementation Documentation

Commitment
Funding

e

TIP Project
1D

Project Description

2014 RTPI2015TIP.
Conformity Update

{as of 8113)

(as of 3/14)

1998

KERY60506

TRAFFIC OPERATIONS Complete

CENTER. MANAGEMENT
CENTERTO LINK ALL
TRAFFIC SIGNALS TO CITY
HALL- PURCHASE
HARDWARE AND
SOFTWARE -
CONSTRUCTION OF
CENTER (PHASE 2)

Complete

KEROD0504

SIGNALIZATION, Complete

COMMUNICATION /
SYNCHRONIZATION OF
SOUTH H STREET FROM
WHITE LANE TO PANAMA
LANE

Complete

2002

KERDO0505

SIGNALIZATION, Complete

COMMUNICATION /
SYNCHRONIZATION OF
STINE ROAD FROM WHITE
LANE TO HARRIS ROAD

Complete

2002

KERO00506

SIGNALIZATION, Complete

COMMUNICATION /
SYNCHRONIZATION OF
ASHE ROAD FROM CLUB
VIEW DRIVE TO NORTH
HALF MOON BLVD

Complete

KERDDOS07

SIGNALIZATION, Complete

COMMUNICATION /
SYNCHRONIZATION OF
MISC. BRANCH
COMMUNICATIONS AT
VARIOUS | OCATIONS

Complete
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Kern COG
Timely Implementation Documentation

Commitment
Funding

TP

TIP Project
10

Project Description

Implementation Status

2014 RTPI2015 TIP.
Conformity Update

{as of 8/13)

(as of 3/14)

2002

KERO10502

SIGNALIZATION:
COMMUNICATION /
SYNCHRONIZATION OF
THREE IDENTIFIED SIGNAL
LOCATIONS

Complete

Complete

2002

KER990512

IN BAKERSFIELD -TRAFFIC
SIGNAL WIRED
INTERCONNECT ON NILES
ST.FROMALTAVISTADR
TO HALEY ST

Complete

2002

KER930620

IN BAKERSFIELD -{TRUNK
LINE) TRAFFIC SIGNAL
WIRED INTERCONNECT ON
CHESTER AVENUE FROM
23RO ST TOW
COLUMBUS ST.

Complete

2062

KERQ10503

SIGNALIZATION
COMMUNICATION /
SYNCHRONIZATION OF
MISC. BRANCH
COMMUNICATIONS AT
VARIOUS LOCATIONS

Complete

KES3

Bakersfield

Interseciion
Improvements
at White and
Wible Road,
Weslside
Parkway

2003, 2007 +

Not specified

Complete

Complete
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Kern COG
Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM Agency | Commitment | Commitment | Commitment | TIP | TIP Project Project Description Implementation Status 2014 RTP/2015 TIP
Commitment Description Schedule Funding ID Conformity Update
(as of 8/13) (as of 3/14)

2000 | KERS70508 | SIGNALIZATION: TRUNK  |Complete Complete
LINE
COMMUNICATIONS/SYNCH
RO. - WHITE LANE FROM
WIBLE ROAD TO HUGHES
LANE

2002 | KERO10501 | SIGNALIZATION: Complete Complete
COMMUNICATION /
SYNCHRONIZATION OF
GOSFORD ROAD FROM
WHITE LANE TO
STOCKDALE HWY.

2002 | KER020102 |IN BAKERSFIELD: FROM ~ |Phase 1,2, 3,4, S are Phase 1,2,3, 4, bare
STOCKDALE HWY TO complete. Phase 6 is under  |complete. Phase 6 is under
TRUXTUN AVE AT ROUTE  |construction. consfruction.
99; CONSTRUCT 4-LANE
AND 6-LANE NEW FACILITY
- Note: In 2009 FTIP, this
project has six phases due to
funding.

KE95H California |Expand bike 2003 Not specified Complete Complete
City  {lanes by about
75%
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Kern COG
Timely Implementation Documentation

MODIFICATIONS - NILES
ST. FROM VIRGINIA ST. TO
MORNING DR.

RACM Agency | Commitment | Commitment | Commitment | TIP | TIP Project Project Description Implementation Status 2014 RTP/2015 TIP
Commitment Description Schedule Funding ID Conformity Update
(as of 8/13) (as of 3/14)
KE15 Kem |[Service to 2003 $400,000 per Complete Complete
County |Shafter, Wasco, year
McFarland,
Delano, Lost
Hills, Lamont,
Weedpatch,
Ridgecrest,
California City
and Mojave
KEDH?Z County | Six signal 2005 $4 515,000
projecis Total
2000 | KERO00521 | SIGNALIZATION, Complete Complete
SYNCHRONIZATION,
CHANNELIZATION AND
RELATED SAFETY
MODIFICATIONS ON OLIVE
DRIVE FROM FRUITVALE
AVENUE TO COFFEE ROAD
2000 | KER990519 | SIGNALIZATION, SIGNAL  |Complete Complete
SYNCHRONIZATION,
CHANNELIZATION AND
RELATED SAFETY
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Kem COG
Timely implementation Documentation

Commitment
Funding

e

TIP Project
1D

Project Description

Implementation Status

4 15

{as of 8/13)

(as of 3/14)

2000

KER990518

SIGNAL
SYNCHRONIZATION,
CHANNELIZATION AND
RELATED SAFETY
MOOIFICATIONS - FAIRFAX
RD. FROM BRUNDAGE
LANE TO COLLEGE AVE

Complete

Complete

2000

KER990523

SIGNALIZATION, SIGNAL
SYNCHRONIZATION,
CHANNELIZATION AND
RELATED SAFETY
MOOIFICATIONS - OSWELL
ST. FROM BRUNDAGE
LANE TO BERNARD ST

Complete

Complete

2000

KER(00533

SYNCHRONIZATION
CHANNELIZATION AND
RELATED SAFETY
MCOIFICATIONS ON
CALIFORNIA AVENUE
FROM WASHINGTON
STREET TO EDISON
HIGHWAY

Complete

Complete

KE 10.2

County

Retrofit buses
with bike racks

$80,000 CMAQ
(ncludes local)

2002

KER000528

INSTALL BIKE CYCLE
RACKS ON BUS FLEET

Complete

KE 102

Bike racks on
four full size
transit buses

2003

Not specified

Complete

Cooformity Update |
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Kern COG
Timely Implementation Documentation
RACM | Agency | Commitment | Commitment | Commitment | TIP | TIP Project|  Project Description Implementation Status 2014 RTP/2015 TIP
Commitment Description | Schedule Funding ID Conformity Update
(as of 8/13) (as of 3/14)

J 34 GET  [Develop and $2.2 million | 2002 | KER990526 |Area Vehicle Locator (Phase |Complete Complete

implement an 1)

area vehicle KER990527 |Area Vehicle Locator (Phase

locator 2)
KE93 Ridgecrest |Construct 15 2003 $165,000 TEA | 2002 | KER390902 | IN RIDGECREST - Complete Complete

miles of bicycle CHELSEA STREET

lane on existing BICYCLE PATH EXTENSION

slreets and 2.67 PROJECT

miles of new

bike lanes
KE 15 Shafter |Analyze transit | 2000; 2003 | Not specified Complete Complete

system for route

expansion;

construct a

CNG facility,

two CNG mini-

vans for

enhanced

service
KE 15 Taft  [Construct transit 2002 $375,000 | 2002 | KER990550 |IN THE CITY OF TAFT - Complete Complete

transfer station CMAQ CONSTRUCT TRANSIT

TRANSFER STATION
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Kern COG
Timely Implementation Documentation
RACM Agency | Commitment | Commitment | Commitment | TIP | TIP Project Project Description Implementation Status 2014 RTP/2015 TIP
Commitment Description Schedule Funding ID Conformity Update
(as of 8113) (as of 3/14)

KE95and | Tehachapi |1.3 miles of 2003 Not specified Complete Complete
92 Class | bike

trails adjacent to

several

roadways in

community
SJh3 Wasco |Traffic signal at | Not specified $221,000 Complete Complete

Highway 46 and

Griffith Avenue
KET17 Wasco |Constructnew | designin2002| $619,710 | 2002 | KER000D520 [CONSTRUCT NEW Complete Complete

transit transfer CMAQ TRANSIT TRANSFER

station STATION
KES91 Wasco  |Convert two mid 2002 TEA 2002 | KER00O1001 |DOWNTOWN Complete Complete

block alleys to STREETSCAPE

pedestrian IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

walkways
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Kern Council of Governments
2002 RACM Timely implementation Documantation

BACM  lpconcy|  Measure Title Measure Description implementation Status 14 RTP2015TIP
(as of 813) {as of 314)
|Implament mub-agency cuTeack
s KCOT  |Busmess, indusiy and Gowsrnnantsl [program and seomote ke areien [Comestment Complels
|Oatpach Program 20628 heougn 200805
Encosrsge mplementation  nouse
=t [varous chamelmon snd g o L oy o) 1 3007 complete (406 Project TID Table), Wentice Fariasty wl conteue 10 b [Projects pree 15 2007 comelele fsee Preject TIO Table) Wesmiide Parkary wil comaue 1o be
Babercfnst Sroject: dertfan &y
cpacel trefic sutes or Orvelgment irached
P : for e next § yoars 2007)
KEYY mm;‘ 5 E B P NM.:MOMW The Cowny of Kare contimues 1 G¥er regionsl express but sanvce hmdmmnmwe—unm
Courty ot Offer one ey of fres ravel from
=Ly Yom |Eakesstald 1o Kermville Whiticy it [The Courly of Kese Sac ofiteed bee tranck 1or these evenms and wil conivus 20 60 50 The Cownty of Kert A2 oftsed e Yaeck A Diede events and wil COnDmuS 10 80 60
PRt Dy and Faazier Park Litac Fegtusl
o Impiementation of the Bleway Waster Pl coatirwes 9 0oour 3ong Wih updates 0 e Kerm  [Implementation of the Bleway Master Fan contmoss 1 000U 20) Wi spdies 1 Be Kem
L= M m:- Tktmay Mackr Pl Courty Gardesl Pan The Saoay Master Plan it ssproved seponaly by e Kem Cogncd of |Coenty Geearid Plan The Sleway Wasie lae wirs spgroved mgonaly by i Saen Councl of
E: - ol Py Trave {Gosermmenss October 2012. Cclobes 2012.
Coract volumtary employes no-Srive
oty of 337 programs dusng the ooore
KEWL S Yam |seancn Dcugh med2 and eTglper ¥
Dated putes mmarsness actwtes
\ohartary No Drve Day Sograme. |29
rﬁmmbmm
- . becyoist m vty of commescial
1 L] |Sretiopnent and ool we of sach Comentreet Compoete
Deveiog inteligast Transportaton e
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Kern Council of Governmants

2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM Measure Description. 2014 RTP2015 TIP Conformity Updats
Measure Title Implementation Status
B (not verbatim}
Ti _ =
3 an |pcycaPeseasan Frogan and bicycie use. Cometnent Conpiete Congem
Prowiae Aumging for Bhowdy tyaem
KERS Tan Poonids ostacalion matetin Commimest Conplets Cemgen
[Ercouragement of Bicych Travet
Provide e vanst between.
Saturday’s evantz durng he Wase
W=7 wazo hose # gm0tz |[C Complete Congiene
[Free yamat derng echy evers gasans
(Ofer e yancporison 1 Al Sme,
pernasent City of Waico ickost
Dutnct and Mgh School Dusinct
z3e Wasco e, > 04 erpicy ploy gnning 1 000 Pecugh Corrmamest Conplete C Comglese.
o mcdize e costof rasse o [
orsloyens
. sveen for specin eventr for | Cloge sreets b vehcies for the Yoo e panase route was chased for wehiche Tuiic and open i oot sefic Clogure sl conimus |Yes, Bhe parade mute was choved bor vetucle traffc and open 1o ool e Closare wel contimes
Wesse By bies and pagestrant el Waaco Festvel of Rosee for senaal evart [tor ameuil pvent
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APPENDIX E

PUBLIC MEETING PROCESS DOCUMENTATION
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NOTICE OF AVAILABIL ITY AND TWO PUBLIC HEARINGS ON THE
DRAFT 2014 REGIONAL TRANSPORTA TION PLAN AND DRAFT
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT WITH DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS
ALLOCATION PLAN , DRAFT 2015 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM AND CORRESPONDING DRAFT CONFORMITY ANA LYSIS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has prepared a
Draft Program Environmental Impact Report (Program EIR) SCH#: 2013012067, in accordance
with the California Environmental Quality Act, for the 2014 Regional Trangjmmt&lan and
Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP) and will hold public heaeh@s00 P.M.April 15,

2014 at City of California City Council meeting, 21000 Hacienda Blvd, California City, CA
93505 and 6:30P.M. April 17, 2014atKer n COG6 s 1 a9 fBtieet,eSuite B09,0
Bakersfield, CA 93301 regarding the 2014 RTP and Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR),
with Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan (RHNA Plan) and corresponding Draft
Conformity Analysis, and Draft 2015 Federal Transpgatalmprovement Program (2015 FTIP).

The hearings are intended to receive public comments.

1 The 2014 RTP is alorgange <comprehensive p-madal f or t h
transportation systenthe 2014 RTP includes projects, policies, and strategiggébeca
bl ueprint for the regionds growth through 2
socioeconomic, transportation infrastructure, financial, technological, and environmental
conditions of the region.
1 TheDraft EIR document provides an analysispaitential environmental impacts related
to the implementation of the RTP as required by the Californian Environmental Quality
Act.
1 The Draft RHNA Plan provides the housing share for each jurisdiction in the Kern region
for the next nine years and is inded as 2014 RTP Appendix H.
9 The Draft 2015 FTIP is a listing of capital improvement and operational expenditures that
use federal and state monies for transportation projects in Kern County during the next
four years
1 The Draft Conformity Analysigontans the documentaticio support a finding that the
Draft 2015 FTIP and Draft 2014 RTP meet the air quadgformity requirements for
carbon monoxide, ozone and particulate matter.

The Program EIR finds that implementation of the 2014 RTP could ressitjriificant impacts

to the following issue areas: Aesthetics; Agriculture and Forestry Resources, Air Quality;
Biological Resources; Cultural Resources; Geology, Soils and Mineral Resources; Greenhouse
Gases; Hazards and Hazardous Materials; Land UsePéarthing; Noise; Population and
Housing; Public Services; Transportation and Traffic; Utilities and Service Systems; and Water
Resources.

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 Council of Government$&it/8612191 (or TTY:
661/8327433, or TDD: 800/879436) with 3working-day advance notice to request auxiliary
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aids necessary to participate in the public hearing. Translation services are available (with 3
working-day advance notice) to participantseaking any language with available professional
translation services.

The concurrent 58ay public review period for all documents begins on March 12, 2014. Written
comments will be accepted until 5 p.m. on May 6, 2014. The draft documents are a¥ailable
review at the Kern COG office, located at 1401 S#reet, Suite 300, Bakersfield, CA 93301 and
on the Kern COG website at www.kerncog.org

Public comments are welcomed at the hearing, or may be submitted in writing by 5 P.M. on May
6, 2014 to AhrorHakimi at the address below.

After considering the comments, the documents will be considered for adoption, by resolution, by
the Kern Council of Governments at a regularly scheduled meeting to be held 6:30 P.M. June 19,
2014. The documents will then babmitted to state and federal agencies for approval.

Contact Person: Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director
Kern Council of Governments
1401 19 Street, Bakersfield, CA 93301
661/8612191
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