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1-1: INTRODUCTION
The Kern Region Active Transportation Plan is a planning effort 

led by the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) to enhance 

walking, bicycling, and transit access throughout Kern County. 

Working with local, regional, and statewide partner agencies 

and organizations, Kern COG aims to develop a suite of project 

and program recommendations to make walking, bicycling, and 

transit integral parts of daily life for residents and visitors alike. 

The Plan builds upon the tremendous work completed by many 

communities to date, while continuing this momentum to create 

a comprehensive active transportation strategy for decades to 

come.

Kern COG recognizes the challenges and opportunities of 

undertaking a long-range planning process at the county-wide 

scale. According to the most recent five-year estimates from the 

American Community Survey (2010-2014), approximately three-

quarters of Kern County residents drive alone to work, while 

carpooling is the second most common commute transportation 

mode. Walking accounts for only two percent, while bicycling 

accounts for less than one percent of commuters. This Plan 

presents an opportunity to build on the dedicated bicycle and 

pedestrian planning work recently completed by the County of 

Kern and cities within the Kern region. 

The County’s extensive geography perhaps presents the 

greatest challenge. While a detailed analysis of every community 

was not feasible for this particular effort, Kern COG selected 

nearly two dozen “focus area” communities that collectively 

exhibit the diverse physical, demographic, and other features 

found throughout the region. Figure 1-1 displays the focus 

area communities, which include the following cities and 

unincorporated areas: Arvin, Metropolitan Bakersfield (including 

Oildale, Lamont, and Weedpatch), Bodfish, Buttonwillow, 

California City, Delano, Ford City, Frazier Park, Greater Taft 

Area (City of Taft, Ford City, South Taft, and Taft Heights), Lake 

Isabella, Maricopa, McFarland, Mojave, Ridgecrest, Rosamond, 

Shafter, Tehachapi, and Wasco.
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The Project Team, consisting of Kern COG, County of Kern, 

local jurisdiction representatives, consultants Alta Planning + 

Design, Local Government Commission, and California Walks, 

began the planning process in summer 2016. The Project Team 

built upon recent bicycle, pedestrian, transit and other relevant 

plans to assure coordination between local, regional, and 

statewide planning efforts (see Appendix A for more details). 

This also allowed the Project Team to familiarize themselves with 

regional and local factors influencing bicycling and walking. This 

Plan summarizes the planning process and findings from this 

effort, and provides tools for Kern COG, local jurisdictions, and 

community leaders to use in implementing project and program 

recommendations.

PLAN PURPOSE
This Plan builds on previous planning efforts, conversations 

with community stakeholders, and careful observations of the 

existing transportation network to establish recommendations 

that can help to make Kern County a better place for people to 

walk and bike. The Plan encourages safer, healthier communities 

by developing comprehensive bicycle and pedestrian networks 

that provide safe and comfortable access to local parks, schools, 

workplaces, retail, transit, and other essential destinations. 

One objective of the Plan is to serve disadvantaged communities 

by improving bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, safety, and 

accessibility. This is reflected in the Caltrans Active Transportation 

Program, which allocates a minimum of 25 percent of program 

funding for sidewalks and bicycle facilities in disadvantaged 

communities. Proceeds from the State’s cap-and-trade program 

(SB 535) are also allocated for improving public health, quality 

of life, and economic opportunity in California’s most burdened 

communities. At the same time, these investments are reducing 

emissions that impact air quality and climate change.

There is no universal definition for “disadvantaged communities.” 

California has included the term in several state laws, but the 

underlying criteria used to identify these communities has not 

been consistent. This Plan uses the California Communities 

In this Plan, a bicyclist is any 
person riding a bicycle or 
tricycle, including electric 
bikes, cargo bikes, recumbent 
bikes, or other variations. 
Motorized scooters, mopeds, or 
motorcycles are not considered 
bicycles. A pedestrian is any 
person walking, skateboarding, 
using a wheelchair or other 
mobility device, or any other 
form of human-powered 
transportation other than a 
bicycle. Motorized wheelchair 
users are also considered 
pedestrians. All pedestrians 
are implied when this Plan 
uses “walking,” as many of 
these modes primarily travel on 
sidewalks and other walking 
facilities. All pedestrians and 
bicyclists are included in active 
transportation. 
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Environmental Health Screening Tool (CalEnviroScreen 3.0) to 

identify disadvantaged communities. The CalEnviroScreen 3.0 

model is made up of multiple factors that contribute to cumulative 

impacts. This includes components representing pollution burden 

and population characteristics that indicate vulnerable populations 

(e.g., in terms of health status and age) and socioeconomic 

factors (e.g., household income). To qualify as a disadvantaged 

community, the area must be among the most disadvantaged 

25 percent in the state according to CalEnviroScreen 3.0 scores. 

These communities often have the poorest air quality and public 

health, and therefore stand to benefit the most from active 

transportation enhancements. 

To make active transportation an integral part of daily life 

for residents, Kern COG and local agency partners must help 

overcome existing bicycling and walking barriers, such as wide 

roadways with fast-moving traffic, gaps in the existing bikeway 

and sidewalk networks, and more. Over 280 miles of bikeways 

and a variety of pedestrian facilities exist throughout the focus 

communities addressed in this Plan. These existing networks help 

integrate walking and bicycling into the roadway system, though 

opportunities exist for enhancing users’ experiences. Many of the 

existing bicycle lanes are narrow, are not well-delineated, or do 

not connect to destinations or other bikeways. Research suggests 

this can greatly affect people’s perception of safety and comfort, 

which in turn influences travel behavior and mode choices. 

Additionally, many of the region’s bikeways exist on high-speed 

roadways, particularly in Metropolitan Bakersfield. When collisions 

occur, people who walk or bike are much more likely to suffer 

severe or fatal injuries when speeds are higher. Streets with 

higher vehicle speeds also tend to be wider and accommodate 

more lanes, thereby increasing the time, distance, and conflicts 

encountered by pedestrians crossing the street. Long distances 

between formalized crossings also present challenges for 

pedestrians. 

These barriers must also be overcome to make Kern County 

communities places where bicycling and walking are inviting, safe, 

and attractive transportation choices for people of all ages and 

abilities. This Plan recommends over 1,200 miles of updated and 
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new bikeway projects, as well as locations for new end-of-trip 

facilities. Additionally, nearly 300 miles of pedestrian network 

improvements are recommended, as well as specific locations 

for spot improvements. In addition to capital improvements, 

updates to programs and maintenance guidelines are also critical 

to making it safer for people of all ages and abilities to reach the 

places they want to go. 

1-2: BENEFITS OF ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION
Walking and bicycling are low-cost, healthy transportation 

options that provide economic and livability benefits to 

communities. This section provides a brief overview of the 

benefits of greater investments in bicycling and walking.

MOBILITY BENEFITS

ACCESSIBILITY
Kern County has a high percentage of persons with disabilities 

(34 percent, compared to the statewide rate of 31 percent and 

the national rate of 21 percent).  Investing in active transportation 

creates better opportunities for persons with disabilities to move 

around. For instance, installing sidewalks and ADA accessible 

curb ramps at crossings increases accessibility for people of 

all ages and abilities. These investments also help create better 

connections to transit, often a viable mode of transportation for 

people with disabilities, as discussed below.

FIRST-LAST MILE CONNECTIONS
Active transportation investment enables better connectivity 

between modes – particularly for transit. Many people who could 

potentially take transit choose to drive instead when transit stops 

are not conveniently located at their starting points and final 

destinations. Enabling people to walk or ride a bicycle to or from 

transit expands the menu of transportation choices. It creates 

a seamless travel experience that may not be practical using 

of Kern County residents 
have disabilities.

34%

of Kern community members would 
like new pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities.

80%57
of youth and teens are 
regularly physically active 
in Kern County, much less 
than the statewide rate 
(69%).
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transit alone, particularly in areas of Kern County with moderate 

or minimal transit coverage. Integrating bicycle travel with transit 

expands the effective reach of the transit network and adds value 

to the various transit investments currently underway throughout 

the county.

ECONOMIC BENEFITS

AFFORDABILITY
Replacing vehicle trips with walking and bicycle trips offers 

immediate financial relief for households struggling with 

transportation costs. Saving money on transportation gives 

people more disposable income to use for income-generating 

investments, rather than gasoline and car maintenance.

LOCAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
People who arrive at local businesses by walking and bicycling 

spend more money than those arriving by car. A Portland, Oregon 

study found that, compared with people who drive, people who 

bicycle spend roughly 30 percent more at local establishments 

(e.g., restaurants, convenience stores) and people who walk 

spend seven percent more. 

JOB CREATION
Active transportation infrastructure has an impact on local 

economies through increased retail activity (sales and rentals) and 

tax revenues. It can also result in direct job creation through the 

design and construction of non-motorized infrastructure.

The City of Baltimore, for example, found that every $1 million 

spent on bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure projects creates 

11 to 14 jobs, compared to seven jobs created for each $1 million 

spent on roadway infrastructure.  This estimate includes direct 

and indirect jobs (engineering and construction) and induced 

effects (impacts on other industries, such as retail).
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HEALTH BENEFITS

DISEASE PREVENTION
The number of youth and teens who regularly engage in physical 

activity in Kern County (57 percent) is lower than statewide 

levels (69 percent). Moreover, the percentage of adults who walk 

regularly is much lower in the county (21 percent) than the state 

(33 percent).  These trends can lead to health complications such 

as obesity, diabetes, heart disease, and more.  For example, adult 

obesity in Kern County is 10 percent higher than the statewide 

and national levels (38 percent compared to 28 percent, 

respectively). The risk of obesity increases six percent for every 

additional hour spent in a car. 

Regular physical activity (i.e., 30 minutes per day, five days per 

week) improves health by lowering the risk of heart attack and 

stroke. Active transportation increases opportunities to meet this 

minimum threshold of physical activity, reducing the prevalence 

and cost of obesity and associated health conditions.  

SICKNESS
Enabling people to ride bicycles to work can improve the health 

of the workforce. In the United Kingdom and the Netherlands for 

instance, people who regularly bicycle to work take, on average, 

one to two fewer sick days annually. 

ENVIRONMENTAL BENEFITS

AIR POLLUTION AND GREENHOUSE GASES
Kern County is one of the lowest-ranking areas in the nation 

in terms of air quality. In 2016, the American Lung Association 

determined that Kern County is the most polluted county in the 

nation for both short-term and year-round particle emissions, and 

the third most ozone-polluted county. Bakersfield was ranked the 

most polluted city in the nation for short-term and year-round 

particle emissions, and the second-worst city for ozone pollution. 

Poor air quality can lead to a number of health risks, including 

asthma, lung cancer, and developmental harm, particularly for 

youth and seniors. 

of Kern County residents 
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34%
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80%57
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The transportation sector is a significant source of air and water 

pollution in California, accounting for 38 percent of greenhouse 

gas (GHG) emissions, while agriculture accounts for another 

eight percent.  Reducing vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in fossil 

fuel-burning vehicles is a pillar among efforts to reduce airborne 

pollutants and GHGs. In April 2017, Kern COG updated the region’s 

targets for reducing GHG emissions (per capita), with a goal of 

reducing emissions nine percent by 2020, and thirteen percent 

by 2035. Active transportation plays a role in reducing VMT by 

offering a transportation alternative that enables people to leave 

their cars at home.

PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT
Many of the factors contributing to Kern County’s lower health 

outcomes are related to the physical environment, such as air 

quality, access to recreation and exercise opportunities, long 

commutes and a high percentage of residents who drive alone. 

All of these factors can be improved with active transportation 

investments.

1-3: COMMUNITY OUTREACH
The Project Team conducted extensive community and 

stakeholder outreach to identify active transportation challenges 

and opportunities and to inform the recommendations of this 

Plan. This strategic outreach sought feedback from diverse 

communities in rural, suburban, and urban areas, from socially 

and economically disadvantaged communities, local, regional and 

statewide agencies, and local advocates. Outreach strategies are 

briefly described in this section and more details can be found in 

Appendix D.

PROJECT STEERING COMMITTEE
A Project Steering Committee was formed to provide input on 

the Plan throughout its development. The Committee included 

representatives from regional and local agencies including 

the County of Kern, Caltrans, Golden Empire Transit, City of 

Bakersfield, other local agencies, and advocacy groups such as 



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN16

Bike Bakersfield, and the Leadership Counsel for Justice and 

Accountability. The Steering Committee met three times during 

the development of the Plan to provide input and feedback on 

existing and desired bicycle and pedestrian networks, project and 

program prioritization, and Plan drafts.

OUTREACH ROUND 1: WORKSHOPS & WALK AUDITS
In November and December 2016, a series of community 

workshops and walk audits were conducted in the Plan’s focus 

areas to identify active transportation improvement opportunities.  

During the first round of outreach, eight workshops and nine 

walk audits were held throughout Kern County. Participants were 

asked to provide feedback on existing conditions, where they 

walk and/or bike, and opportunities and constraints, and were 

asked to identify their preferred bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 

Common themes that emerged from the workshops include:

ff The need for bicycle and pedestrian improvements along State 

Routes, particularly more and improved crossings and lower 

speed limits

ff The need for improved regional bicycle connections

Accompanied by agency staff, nearly 100 participants joined 

the walk audits to identify locations of conflict and opportunity. 

Attendees completed a brief survey that asked for additional 

input on existing bicycling and walking conditions, travel patterns, 

and preferred improvements. 

Community members provide input 
on bicycling and walking conditions 
during a workshop in Arvin
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Common themes that emerged from the walk audits include:

ff Lower speeds desired along major roads

ff Desire for green bicycle lanes for improved visibility

ff Sidewalks are too narrow, are not well-separated from traffic, 

and are poorly maintained

ff Sidewalks are lacking on residential streets in multiple 

communities

ff ADA compliance is an issue (e.g., missing curb ramps, sidewalk 

obstacles)

OUTREACH ROUND 2: FARMERS’ MARKETS
A second round of community outreach was conducted in June 

2017. The Project Team rented booths at seven farmers’ markets 

in Bakersfield, Lamont, Ridgecrest, Shafter, and Wasco to present 

draft recommendations. Community members were asked to 

provide input on the Plan’s recommended bicycle and pedestrian 

improvements on large aerial maps and on the project lists. 

Kern COG also presented the Draft Plan at several community 

meetings in spring 2017.

Outreach booth at a farmers’ 
market in Bakersfield
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COMMUNITY SURVEY 
The Project Team conducted a community survey to gather input 

on challenges and opportunities, walking and bicycling travel 

patterns, preferred bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and specific 

locations where active transportation improvements are needed. 

In addition to an online presence via the project website, the 

Project Team also administered the survey during the first round 

of community outreach events.

RESPONDENT CHARACTERISTICS 
A little less than half (45 percent) of survey respondents were 

between the ages of 46 and 65, and one-fourth (25 percent) were 

retirees.

WALKING OR BICYCLING BEHAVIOR
When asked for their typical mode of transit to work/school, 70 

percent of respondents indicated that they drive alone, followed 

by nine percent who ride a bike, four percent who walk, and four 

percent who carpool. Typically, respondents walk at least once 

per week (64 percent), for at least five minutes each trip. Nearly 

half (46 percent) of respondents indicated that they never ride 

a bicycle, 27 percent ride one to three times per month, and 28 

percent ride at least once per week.

Respondents’ top three reasons for walking and/or bicycling were 

(1) to improve their health, (2) to be outdoors, and (3) to reduce 

stress.  The most popular destinations that respondents walk or 

ride a bike to were parks or recreational areas, paved off-street 

paths, and shopping. However, 57 percent indicated that they 

usually have no particular destination, and walk or bike for leisure 

or fun.

WALKING AND BICYCLING CONDITIONS 
Thirty-two percent of survey respondents rated overall walking 

conditions in their community as poor, while 64 percent rated 

conditions fair or good. Only four percent rated conditions 

as excellent. When asked to rate bicycling conditions in their 

community, respondents tended to choose poor (34 percent) or 

fair (48 percent). The primary challenges to walking and bicycling 
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80%57
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citied by respondents were missing or incomplete sidewalks or 

bikeways and too much traffic or dangerous driver behavior (e.g., 

speeding, yielding). 

BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITY PREFERENCES
Respondents were asked to select up to three preferred 

improvements in their community. The most commonly preferred 

improvements were new sidewalks, crosswalks, and bike 

facilities where they currently do not exist (78 percent), followed 

by upgrades to existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities (44 

percent). When asked about their preferred bicycle facilities, 

respondents typically indicated that Class I shared-use paths and 

Class IV cycle tracks would encourage them to ride a bike more 

often.

“I ride the Kern River Path all the time for recreation and I 
spend my money in [adjacent communities].”

“[Kern County] is an A+ place for bicycling and walking. Due 
to considerably flat terrain and a mild climate, if [I felt] safer, 
I would walk and ride 3 or more times a week.”

“A lot of times, I refrain from walking/bicycling only because 
I don’t see others doing it. If more people were out walking, 
I’m sure I would feel more motivated to do so.”

“We need more education for drivers, cyclists, and 
pedestrians. Cars don’t yield to pedestrians, cyclists are 
blind to stop signs, and pedestrians cross in random 
places, usually because there is so much distance between 
crosswalks.”

WHAT KERN COUNTY RESIDENTS HAVE TO SAY:
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1-4: VISION AND GOALS

VISION
The Kern Region Active Transportation Plan envisions a network 

of active transportation infrastructure and programs linking 

communities of all sizes across Kern County, so that walking and 

bicycling are a common part of everyday life for residents and 

visitors alike. Across the region, people of all ages and abilities 

enjoy access to safe, comfortable, and convenient walking, 

bicycling, and transit routes and facilities and benefit from 

enhanced quality of life, healthier lifestyles, greater economic 

opportunity, and a culture of safety and respect for the well-

being of people traveling on foot or by bike. Kern County and 

its communities are regionally and nationally known as active, 

healthy, and prosperous places to live, work, play, and learn.

GOALS

GOAL 1: ACCESSIBILITY AND SAFETY
Provide a safe and accessible bicycling and walking experience in 

Kern County through improved facility design grounded in local, 

national, and international best practices. Reduce documented 

and perceived safety issues through a comprehensive review of 

data and community input. 

GOAL 2: NETWORK CONNECTIVITY
Create a comprehensive and well-connected network of local and 

regional on- and off-street walkways and bikeways designed for 

people of all ages and abilities. Develop an active transportation 

network that provides seamless connections to transit, schools, 

communities, shopping, employment, parks, and other major 

destinations.
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GOAL 3: COMMUNITY AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
Utilize existing and future walking and bicycling infrastructure as a 

tool for community revitalization and economic growth, including 

residential recruitment, business development, community 

wellness, and regional tourism initiatives.

GOAL 4: HEALTH
Provide infrastructure and supporting programs that enable 

people to safely walk, run, or bicycle for improved health.

GOAL 5: EQUITY
Ensure the active transportation network equitably serves all 

people. Establish walking, bicycling, and transit links to areas 

with higher concentrations of disadvantaged and underserved 

communities, where reliance on active transportation is often 

greatest.

GOAL 6: EDUCATION, ENCOURAGEMENT, ENFORCEMENT, EVALUATION
Enhance engineering investments with education, encouragement, 

enforcement, and evaluation programs to maximize returns on 

investment.

GOAL 7: POLICIES
Standardize bicycle- and pedestrian-friendliness in transportation 

and recreation projects as a core value of local and regional 

projects and policies.

GOAL 8: IMPLEMENTATION
Strategically expand the active transportation network and 

supporting programs through a collaborative approach to funding 

and implementation among local and regional leaders.
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1-5: POLICY CONSIDERATIONS 
The Plan serves as a quick-reference guide for communities as 

they initiate and continue their efforts to enhance walking and 

bicycling for residents and visitors alike. While this Plan primarily 

focuses on infrastructure projects and supporting programs, each 

community would further benefit by taking additional measures 

to set an overall course for the future and to maximize a return on 

their investments. These strategies include:

ff Augment this Plan’s vision and goals with supporting 

objectives, policies, and actions. A vision articulates how the 

community sees itself in the future, while goals/objectives/

policies describe how the vision will be achieved. These critical 

elements should also be adopted in other relevant plans for 

consistency.

ff Establish performance benchmarks, and a supporting 

methodology, for measuring success over time. Benchmarks 

may include target walking/bicycling mode shares, 

improvements to safety, and measurable elements to 

understand how well the Plan is being implemented. Assessing 

performance may include a combination of qualitative and 

quantitative approaches.

ff Conduct detailed inventories of existing active transportation 

infrastructure to establish a more accurate understanding 

of baseline conditions. In particular, focus preliminary data 

collection efforts on the walking environment, as data 

regarding sidewalks, curb ramps and other pedestrian 

infrastructure is lacking.

ff Review, and update if needed, public and private realm design 

standards to ensure that they support active transportation. 

Sample elements include street design and connectivity 

standards, bicycle parking requirements, and public/private 

realm interface (e.g., building setback requirements).

ff Incorporate bicycling and walking elements into other 

transportation modal plans (e.g., transit master plans) and land 

use plans.
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1-6: IMPLEMENTATION FRAMEWORK
As with most long-range transportation planning efforts, the 

level of needed investments is larger than the pool of currently-

available funding. To establish an implementation framework, 

the Project Team and the Project Steering Committee developed 

criteria to assess the relative importance of each project both 

in and of itself, and when compared with other recommended 

projects. This framework provides high-level guidance for each 

community as it puts the Plan into action.

PROJECT EVALUATION CRITERIA
Listed in Table 1-1, the criteria span an array of categories that 

were developed based on Project Steering Committee and 

community input. All infrastructure projects were assigned a 

qualitative rating for each individual criterion based on the degree 

to which the project could fulfill the criterion. For each focus area 

community, the Project Team adjusted the criteria to account for 

the diversity of contexts and omitted specific criteria where they 

did not apply. For example, the “Connectivity to Transit” criterion 

was not applied to communities where fixed-route transit is not 

provided. Projects were only rated relative to other projects 

within each respective community to assure that urban, suburban, 

and rural communities were assessed according to their specific 

contexts and needs. Appendix E presents the detailed ratings for 

each project recommended in this Plan. 

Given the widely diverse nature of Kern County, it is understood 

that each community lies at its own point on the spectrum 

on progress, with some jurisdictions building on a solid active 

transportation foundation, while others are making their initial 

foray into this field. Kern COG is committed to working with each 

community to address their own unique needs with a customized 

approach that best fits within each community’s context. 
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Category Prioritization 
Criteria

Rating Description

Equity

Disadvantaged 
Communities

#
Project is located within a defined "disadvantaged" 
community, as indicated by CalEnviroScreen (Top 25%). 

Y
Project is located within a defined "burdened" community, 
as indicated by CalEnviroScreen (51% - 74%). 

!
Project is located outside a defined "disadvantaged" or 
"burdened" community, as indicated by CalEnviroScreen 
(0% - 50%). 

Zero Automobile 
Households

#
Project is located in a census tract with 10% or more zero 
automobile households.

!
Project is not located in a census tract with 10% or more 
zero automobile households. 

Household 
Median Income

#
Project is located in a census tract with median household 
incomes below 80% of Kern County median household 
income. 

!
Project is not located in a census tract with median 
household incomes below 80% of Kern County median 
household income.

Connectivity

Connectivity to 
Transit*

#
Project provides a direct link with existing or planned fixed-
route transit. 

Y
Project provides an indirect link (1/2 mile) with existing or 
planned fixed-route transit. 

!
Project does not provide a direct or indirect link with 
existing or planned fixed-route transit.

Connectivity to 
Schools

# Project provides a direct connection to schools. 

Y
Project is located within close proximity (1/2 mile) but does 
not provide a direct connection to schools. 

!
Project does not provide a direct connection nor is located 
within close proximity to schools.

Connectivity to 
Activity Centers 
or Community 
Destinations

#
Project directly connects to community destinations (e.g., 
commercial areas, employment, hospitals, senior centers, 
parks/recreation opportunities). 

Y

Project is located within close proximity (1/2 mile) but does 
not provide a direct connection to community destinations 
(e.g., commercial areas, employment, hospitals, senior 
centers, parks/recreation opportunities). 

!

Project does not provide a direct connection nor is located 
within close proximity to community destinations (e.g., 
commercial areas, employment, hospitals, senior centers, 
parks/recreation opportunities).

Network 
Building

#
Project fills a gap in the existing walkway or bikeway 
network.

Y
Project does not fill a network gap, but extends an existing 
bikeway or improves crosses along an existing walkway. 

!
Project does not fill a network gap, nor does it extend an 
existing bikeway or walkway. 

Table 1-1: Project Prioritization Criteria
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Category Prioritization 
Criteria

Rating Description

Public Sup-
port

Community-
Identified 
Improvements

#
Project (or immediate surrounding area) directly identified 
for improvements via community outreach process, or 
through previous planning efforts. 

Y
Project (or immediate surrounding area) indirectly identified 
for improvements via community outreach process, or 
through previous planning efforts. 

!
Project (or immediate surrounding area) not identified for 
improvements via community outreach process, or through 
previous planning efforts. 

Safety

Documented 
Collisions

#
Project is located in an area (or multiple areas) with a 
documented history of bicycle- or pedestrian-involved 
collisions.

Y
Project is located within close proximity (1/2 mile) but not 
directly within an area with a documented history of bicycle- 
or pedestrian-involved collisions. 

!
Project is located in an area without a documented history 
of bicycle- or pedestrian-involved collisions.

Risk Factors

#
Project is located on (or along) a major roadway (e.g., 
arterial).

Y
Project is located on (or along) a secondary roadway (e.g., 
collector). 

!
Project is located on (or along) a minor roadway (e.g., local, 
residential) or non-roadway corridor. 

Comfort
Potential User 
Types**

#
Project would serve "Strong and Fearless", "Enthusiastic 
and Confident" and "Interested-but-Concerned" riders, and 
function as an "All-Ages-and-Abilities" bikeway. 

Y
Project would primarily serve "Strong and Fearless", 
"Enthusiastic and Confident" and "Interested-but-
Concerned" riders. 

!
Project would primarily serve "Strong and Fearless" and 
"Enthusiastic and Confident" riders. 

* Criterion only applies to communities with fixed-route transit.         ** Criterion only applies to bikeway network projects.
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Due to the vast geography and diverse population of Kern 

County, this Plan uses a qualitative approach to evaluate 

the recommended bicycle and pedestrian projects. This 

implementation framework should be considered a “living 

document” given that priorities may change over time due 

to policy changes, staff changes, opportunities to fast-track 

projects in tandem with new development or other roadway 

improvements, and new funding sources that might become 

available. While adhering to the established criteria, this 

approach also provides flexibility to consider other community 

needs in the future. As part of advancing their respective 

implementation efforts, jurisdictions should conduct additional 

community outreach to ensure the inclusion of all stakeholders, 

especially when pursuing competitive funding sources that 

benefit disadvantaged communities. Section 4 presents other 

implementation-related recommendations, including funding, 

operations, and maintenance. 
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1-7: BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN TOOLKIT
This section provides an overview of bicycle and pedestrian 

facility types that are referenced throughout this Plan and in 

the bikeway and pedestrian facility recommendations for each 

community, and ties into the recommended active transportation 

projects described in later sections of this Plan.

BICYCLE FACILITIES
The Kern region’s bikeway network is not consistent throughout 

the Plan area. Some cities and communities have networks 

that provide opportunities for safe and comfortable travel both 

on-street and off-street, while others lack formalized bicycle 

infrastructure. Additionally, significant gaps remain in the system, 

and closing these gaps is critical to providing good connectivity 

for people bicycling both within each community and while 

traveling between neighboring communities. 

A variety of on- and off-street bicycle facilities are recommended 

throughout this Plan to accommodate (1) the range of abilities 

and comfort levels of bicyclists; (2) the range of conditions 

for bicycling on different roadway environments; and (3) local 

preferences identified through the public input process. 
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BIKEWAYS

Class I Shared-Use Paths
A shared-use path allows for two-way, off-street bicycle use 

and also may be used by pedestrians, skaters, wheelchair users, 

and other non-motorized users. In the Kern region, opportunities 

for shared-use paths can be found along rail corridors, rivers, 

canals, and in parks where there are few conflicts with motorized 

vehicles. Path facilities can also include amenities such as lighting, 

signage, and fencing, where appropriate. 

Key features of shared-use paths include:

ff Frequent access points from the local road network

ff Directional signs to direct users to and from the path

ff A limited number of at-grade crossings with streets or 

driveways

ff Terminating the path where it is easily accessible to and from 

the street system

ff Separate treads for pedestrians and bicyclists when heavy use 

is expected

10’2’ 2’

10’ ver
clearance

2 rizon
clearan ec

tal ho’

tical 

Shared-use path
14’min. total width recommended/preferred 

(10‘ paved width, 2’ clear shoulders)

Shared

SHARED 
USE  PATH

NO 
MOTOR 

VEHICLES 
OR 

MOTORIZED 
BICYCLES

Caltrans Class I shared-use path 
design guidelines

A Class I shared-use path along the 
Kern River in Bakersfield
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Class II Bicycle Lanes
A bicycle lane is a portion of the roadway that has been 

designated by striping, signing, and pavement markings for the 

preferential use of bicyclists. Bicycle lanes are typically located 

on both sides of the road (except one-way streets), and carry 

bicyclists in the same direction as adjacent motor vehicle traffic. 

Per Caltrans guidelines, the following standards for Class II bicycle 

lanes exist:

ff On highways with a concrete curb and gutter, a minimum 

width of three feet measured from the bike lane stripe to the 

joint between the shoulder pavement and the gutter shall be  

provided

ff When posted speeds are greater than 40 miles per hour, the 

minimum bike lane should be six feet wide

ff The minimum shoulder with on-street parking is 13 feet (eight 

feet minimum for parking, plus five feet minimum for bike lane)

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lanes
Bicycle lanes can be enhanced by adding buffer striping. Buffered 

bicycle lanes are bicycle lanes paired with a designated buffer 

space, separating the bicycle lane from the adjacent motor vehicle 

travel lane and/or parking lane. 

Buffered bicycle lanes follow general guidance for buffered 

preferential vehicle lanes as per California Manual on Uniform 

Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD) guidelines. 

CLASS II
Bike Lane

BIKE LANE

Parking and bike lane
11’ min. with rolled curb

12’ min. with vertical curb

Travel Lane Travel Lane Bike lane
4’ min. without gutter
5’ min. with gutter

      6” solid 
white stripe, typical

     6” solid 
white stripe, typical

sign
Bike lane

sign
Bike lane

7’ vertical 
clearance

3’-5’ horizontal
clearance

Provides a striped lane for 
one-way bike travel on a 
street or highway.

Caltrans Class II bicycle lane design 
guidelines
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Example of a Class II buffered 
bicycle lane in Davis, CA

Buffered bicycle lanes are designed to increase the space 

between the bicycle lane and the travel lane and/or parked 

cars, with a goal of providing more comfortable conditions for 

bicyclists. This treatment is appropriate for bicycle lanes on 

roadways with high motor vehicle traffic volumes and speeds, 

adjacent to parking lanes, or with a high volume of truck or 

oversized vehicle traffic.

Class III Bicycle Routes 
Bicycle routes III are signed shared routes where a bicycle shares 

a lane with motor vehicles or shares a sidewalk with pedestrians.  

Roadways signed as bike routes generally should offer a higher 

degree of service or comfort than adjacent streets. They were 

chosen as part of the network because of the importance of 

overall system connectivity, and connectivity to destinations such 

as parks, neighborhoods, and schools.

Signed Class III bike routes can be supplemented with Shared 

Lane Markings (SLMs). A shared lane marking, or “sharrow,” can 

be used to encourage bicycle travel and proper positioning within 

a shared travel lane. Placed in a linear pattern along a corridor 

(typically every 100-250 feet), shared lane markings make 

motorists more aware of the potential presence of cyclists, direct 

cyclists to ride in the proper direction, and remind cyclists to ride 

further from parked cars to avoid “dooring” collisions. 

In constrained conditions, SLMs are placed in the middle of the 

lane. On a wide outside lane, SLMs can be used to encourage 

bicycle travel to the right of motor vehicles. In all conditions, SLMs 

should be placed outside of the door zone of parked cars and 

used on roadways with speed limits of 35 mph or less (below 30 

mph preferred).

Caltrans Class III bicycle route 
design guidelines

Sidewalk
14’ min. recommended

Shared  travel lane Shared  travel lane
14’ min. recommended

Bike route 
sign

Bike route 
sign
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Class III Bicycle Boulevards
Bicycle boulevards (also referred to as neighborhood greenways) 

are generally low-volume, low-speed neighborhood streets 

modified to enhance bicyclist comfort and safety by using 

treatments such as signage, pavement markings, traffic calming 

and/or traffic reduction. Pedestrian and bicycle cut-throughs can 

also be integrated into the bicycle boulevard network to allow for 

continuous bicycle travel off of major corridors. These treatments 

allow through bicycle movements while discouraging motorized 

through-traffic. Bicycle Boulevards are typically comprised of 

Class III signed shared routes, but can also include segments of 

bike paths, lanes, or cycle tracks.

Jurisdictions throughout the country use a wide variety of 

strategies to determine where specific treatments are applied. 

While no federal guidelines exist, several best practices have 

emerged. At a minimum, bicycle boulevards should include 

distinctive pavement markings and wayfinding signage. Traffic 

conditions on bicycle boulevards should be monitored to provide 

guidance on when and where treatments should be implemented. 

When motor vehicle speeds and volumes or bicyclist delay exceed 

the preferred limits, additional treatments should be considered. 

Effective traffic calming measures to consider include curb 

extensions, chicanes, and lane narrowing.

Class IV Cycle Tracks
A separated bikeway, or cycle track, is an exclusive bicycle facility 

that combines the user experience of a separated path with the 

on-street infrastructure of a conventional bicycle lane. A cycle 

track is physically separated from motor traffic and distinct from 

the sidewalk. Separated bikeways have different forms but all 

share common elements—they provide space that is intended to 

be exclusively or primarily used by bicycles, and are physically 

separated from motor vehicle travel lanes, parking lanes, and 

sidewalks. In situations where on-street parking is allowed, cycle 

tracks may be situated on the curb-side of the parking (in contrast 

to bicycle lanes). 
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By separating bicyclists from motor vehicle traffic, cycle tracks 

can offer a higher level of comfort and are attractive to a wider 

spectrum of the public. Intersections and approaches must be 

carefully designed to promote safety, especially for turning 

movements.

In December 2015, Caltrans published a design information 

bulletin providing design guidance for separated bikeways, and it 

is now incorporated into the Highway Design Manual.  

Separated
Bikeway
7’ (5’ Min. )

Separated
Bikeway
7’ (5’ Min. )

3’ Min
5’ Min for Acessible 

Parking

3’ Min
5’ Min for 

Acessible Parking

Flexible Post or other barrier

SidewalkSidewalk Travel 
lane

Parking 
lane

Curb or Dike (Optional)

Travel 
lane

Parking 
lane

Caltrans Class IV separated bikeway 
(cycle track) design guidelines

Class IV cycle track in Boulder, 
Colorado
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U-Rack Post and Loop Horseshoe Decorative

Types of bicycle racks

END-OF-TRIP FACILITIES
Bicycle parking can be categorized into short-term and long-term 

parking. Bicycle racks are the preferred device for short-term 

bicycle parking. These racks serve people who leave their bicycles 

for relatively short periods of time - typically for shopping, 

errands, eating, or recreation.  Though they may have a variety of 

designs, racks should have two points of connection between the 

bicycle and rack, allowing the frame and at least one wheel to be 

secured with a standard U-lock. 

This Plan recommends that each implementing agency review 

(and update if necessary) its bicycle parking requirements 

regularly. While public entities may lack the authority to 

install bicycle parking on private rights-of-way, this Plan also 

recommends the County and its incorporated cities partner with 

school districts, transit providers, and private property owners to 

install and retrofit bicycle parking at existing and new destinations 

as needed.

Long-term bicycle parking typically includes bike lockers and 

bike rooms and serve people who intend to leave their bicycles 

for longer periods of time. Long-term parking is typically found 

at public transit stations, commercial buildings, and multi-family 

residential buildings. 

The guidelines and recommendations are based on industry 

best practices as well as the Association of Pedestrian and 

Bicycle Professionals’ (APBP) Essentials of Bicycle Parking 

Recommendations. Table 1-2 presents an overview of APBP’s 

recommendations for bicycle parking locations and quantities. 
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Land Use or Location Physical Location Quantity

Parks
Adjacent to restrooms, picnic 
areas, fields, and other attractions

8 bicycle parking spaces per acre

Schools
Near office and main entrance 
with good visibility

8 bicycle parking spaces per 40 
students

Public Facilities (e.g., libraries, 
community centers)

Near main entrance with good 
visibility

8 bicycle parking spaces per location

Commercial, Retail, and 
Industrial Developments (over 
10,000 square feet)

Near main entrance with good 
visibility

1 bicycle parking space per 15 
employees or 8 bicycles per 10,000 
square feet

Shopping Centers (over 10,000 
square feet)

Near main entrance with good 
visibility

8 bicycle parking spaces per 10,000 
square feet

Transit Stations
Near platform, security or ticket 
booth

1 bicycle parking space or locker per 
30 automobile parking spaces

Multi-Family Residential 

Near main entrance with good 
visibility

1 short-term bicycle parking space 
per 10 residential units and 1 long-
term bicycle parking space per 2 
residential units

Table 1-2: Recommendations  for Bicycle Parking Location and Quantities

Source: APBP, 2015
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PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
Most trips begin and end as walking trips even when a car, 

bicycle, bus, or train is involved. Like the Kern region’s existing 

bikeway network, the region’s pedestrian conditions vary widely. 

Some communities have a comprehensive sidewalk network with 

crossings and signage, while infrastructure is limited in other 

locations. A high-quality pedestrian network will support all 

aspects of the transportation system and enhance mobility in the 

Kern region.

Similar to bicyclists, pedestrians have a variety of characteristics, 

and the transportation network should accommodate a range 

of diverse needs and abilities. For example, age is one major 

factor that affects pedestrians’ physical abilities, walking speed, 

and environmental perception. Children have lower eye height 

and walk at slower speeds than adults. Older adults also may 

walk more slowly and may require assistive devices for walking 

stability, sight, and hearing. 

Specific recommendations for each community are described 

in Section 2 of this Plan. Each community in the Kern region is 

unique, ranging from large and urban, to small and rural. A wide 

variety of pedestrian improvements are described below. It is 

worth noting the Federal Highway Administration’s recently-

published Small Town and Rural Multimodal Networks Guide, 

which provides additional guidance for active transportation 

infrastructure in the rural context. Offering greater design 

flexibility, the Guide’s applications may be suitable in the Kern 

region’s smaller and rural communities, as well as the less-

developed outskirts of Metropolitan Bakersfield. The pedestrian 

recommendations listed in Section 2 are indicated as either 

“network improvements,” which occur along a stretch of roadway, 

or “spot improvements,” which occur at specific locations. 
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These network and spot improvements will help improve 

pedestrian access, safety, and comfort, and are categorized as 

follows:

ff Sidewalk Improvements: Fill in gaps in existing sidewalks, 

install new sidewalks where non-existent, or repair 

deteriorated sidewalks

ff Crossing Improvements: May include high-visibility crosswalks, 

mid-block crossings, beacons, and/or signals, depending on 

location

ff Corridor Improvements: Sidewalk and crossing improvements, 

as described in this Plan, plus additional features, such as 

pedestrian-oriented lighting, traffic calming measures - 

including road reconfiguration, parklets, and chicanes - and 

signage

WALKWAYS
Walkways (e.g., sidewalks and paths) are the most fundamental 

element of the walking network, as they provide an area for 

pedestrian travel separated from vehicle traffic. A variety of 

considerations are important in walkway design. Providing 

adequate and accessible facilities can lead to increased numbers 

of people walking, improved safety, and the creation of social 

space.

Sidewalks and paths can be more than areas to travel; they can 

provide places for people to interact. There can be spaces for 

standing, visiting, and sitting. They can contribute to the character 

of neighborhoods and business districts, strengthen their identity, 

and be an area where adults and children can safely participate 

in public life. In downtown and commercial areas, they should 

provide for higher volumes and engagement at varying activity 

levels. In residential areas, sidewalks should be designed for 

comfort, recreation, and socialization. 
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Walkway Obstructions
Obstructions to pedestrian travel on sidewalks and paths typically 

include driveway ramps, curb ramps, sign posts, utility and signal 

cabinets and poles, mailboxes, fire hydrants, and street furniture. 

Obstructions such as utility boxes, pull boxes and traffic signal 

cabinetry should be placed in the furnishing or utility zone 

between the sidewalk and the roadway to create a buffer for 

increased pedestrian comfort.  

Streetscape
Landscaping, street trees, and street furniture can have a 

profound effect on improving the feel of a corridor. The County 

and its cities should consider including landscaping and street 

trees, planters, and seating.

Landscaping and tree maintenance enhances the pedestrian 

environment by creating a visual buffer from the roadway. Trees 

also offer welcome shade on warmer days. Sidewalks can become 

inaccessible due to overgrown vegetation; therefore landscaping 

should be designed and maintained to ensure compatibility with 

the use of pedestrian facilities. Curbs around landscaped areas 

should be flush with the adjacent sidewalk to prevent a trip 

hazard.

Lighting
Pedestrian-scale lighting improves visibility for both pedestrians 

and motorists, particularly at intersections and in areas where 

personal safety is a concern. Pedestrian-scale lighting is 

characterized by shorter light poles (around 15 feet high), close 

spacing, low levels of illumination (except at crossings), and the 

use of LED lamps to produce good color rendition, long service 

life, and high energy efficiency. Lighting should be oriented 

downward to illuminate the pedestrian environment.

Both street and pedestrian lighting levels should be considered 

for the same street corridor, especially in areas with tree canopy. 

“Dark Sky” lighting should be pursued to reduce light pollution 

– this is usually desired in residential and rural/mountainous 
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areas. Pedestrian-scale lighting should be used in areas of high 

pedestrian activity and along pedestrian corridors connecting 

destinations, including transit hubs and access points, and multi-

family neighborhoods. Pedestrian-scale lighting fixtures should 

be consistent with surrounding architectural and streetscape 

design elements and can be used to incorporate local art, or other 

cultural or historical relevance.  

Transit Stop Infrastructure
At transit stops, a variety of streetscape elements can define 

the pedestrian realm, offer protection from moving vehicles, and 

enhance the walking experience. These elements include public 

kiosks and signage, lighting, seating, and shelters.

ff Public Information kiosks and signage at transit stops are an 

important element of good transit service. Signs serve as a 

source of information to patrons and operators regarding the 

location of the bus stop and are excellent marketing tools 

to promote transit use. Basic signs with route maps, fares, 

schedules, and applicable ADA information should be provided 

at all stops. 

ff Lighting is important for safety and security. A brightly lit 

transit stop makes it easier for the transit vehicle operator 

to observe waiting passengers, and allows motorists to see 

pedestrians around the transit stop. 

ff Seating provides comfort and convenience at transit stops 

and is usually installed on the basis of existing or projected 

ridership figures. Seats may be installed by themselves or as 

part of a shelter. 

ff Shelters protect pedestrians from the sun and rain; increase 

comfort for patrons waiting for rides; and may encourage 

more people to ride transit.
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CROSSINGS AND INTERSECTIONS
Every intersection in the Kern region should be designed for 

pedestrian safety and comfort, with pedestrian enhancements 

appropriate to traffic speed, traffic volume, pedestrian crossing 

distance, and other similar factors. This section describes the 

primary palette of options that should be considered for crossing 

and intersection improvements. Crossing improvements may 

include high-visibility crosswalks, enhancements of mid-block 

crossings, and installation of pedestrian beacons, countdown 

timers, advanced yield lines, curb extensions, curb ramps, 

accessible pedestrian signals, and other warning signage, and 

retiming of existing pedestrian signals, depending on location.

Crosswalks
Crosswalks legally exist wherever sidewalks and streets intersect, 

and may be marked or unmarked. Marked crosswalks encourage 

pedestrians to cross at designated locations, and indicate to 

motorists that they must yield for pedestrians. At mid-block 

locations, crosswalks can be marked where there is a demand for 

crossing and where there is significant distance from the nearest 

intersection. Standard crosswalk markings, called “transverse,” 

consist of two parallel lines. To increase visibility crosswalks may 

be marked with additional paint. Typical patterns include “ladder” 

(transverse with perpendicular cross bars) or “continental” 

(perpendicular bars only). In California marked crosswalks within a 

school zone are painted yellow; all other crosswalks are white. 

Ladder crosswalk in Delano
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Accessible Curb Ramps
Curb ramps allow all users to make the transition from the street 

to the sidewalk. There are a number of factors to be considered 

in the design and placement of curb ramps at corners. Properly 

designed curb ramps ensure that the sidewalk is accessible from 

the roadway. A sidewalk without a curb ramp can be useless to 

someone in a wheelchair, forcing them back to a driveway and 

out into the street for access. A perpendicular ramp is aligned so 

that the ramp is perpendicular to the centerline of the roadway. 

This design directs pedestrians to travel perpendicular to traffic 

when they enter the street and crosswalk. Diagonal curb ramps 

present potential safety and mobility challenges for pedestrians, 

including reduced maneuverability and increased interaction with 

turning vehicles, particularly in areas with high traffic volumes. 

Curb Extensions
Curb extensions shorten the crossing distance at intersections or 

mid-block crossings, helping to minimize pedestrian exposure and 

increasing visibility for pedestrians and motorists. Because curb 

extensions are generally located adjacent to on-street parking, 

they typically do not impede motor vehicle travel. 

Curb extensions are best suited where parking lanes already exist 

to eliminate the need to merge from the curb lane, and to create 

a suitable turn radius for larger vehicles. They can also provide 

space for additional public space, bike parking, and more. Curb 

extensions should be considered at intersections marked by high 

pedestrian activity. 

Curb extensions are used in 
Downtown Tehachapi to shorten 
crossing distances, slow traffic, and 
provide beautification
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Curb extensions can also help calm traffic and slow down 

turning speeds. Offset curb extensions on residential or low 

volume streets create a “chicane” effect that slows traffic speeds 

considerably. 

Median Refuge Islands
Refuge islands enable pedestrians to focus on one direction of 

vehicle traffic at a time when crossing. They are typically used to 

enhance marked crosswalks, especially on multi-lane roadways.  

Advance Yield Lines
On multi-lane roadways, many crashes involving pedestrians at 

marked crosswalks occur when a motorist in the first lane stops 

for the pedestrian, but stops in close proximity to the crosswalk. 

This reduces sight lines between the pedestrian and motorists 

in the next lane. By placing a yield line and accompanying sign 

ahead of the crosswalk, sight lines are improved, and the chance 

of a collision is reduced.

BEACONS & SIGNALS
Pedestrian signal indicators demonstrate to pedestrians when 

to cross at a signalized crosswalk. All traffic signals should be 

equipped with pedestrian signal indications except where a 

pedestrian crossing is prohibited by signage. 

Typical issues that pedestrians experience at signalized crossings 

throughout the Kern region include: 

ff Delays caused by long signal cycles 

ff Lack of pedestrian signal indications

ff Uncertainty about whether a button must be pressed to 

activate a pedestrian signal 

ff Conflicts with turning vehicles at intersections 

Actuated Pedestrian Signal 
Manual activation of pedestrian signals is performed with a 

pedestrian push button. This requires the pedestrian to locate and 

press the push button to actuate the pedestrian signal phase. For 



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN42

this reason, push buttons should be easy to identify and access, 

and ideally, be user-responsive. 

A favorable alternative to manual actuation is passive detection 

possible with a variety of automated detection equipment, 

including microwave and infrared detectors. The automatic 

detection allows the pedestrian to engage the signal without 

having to locate the push button. Passive detection can also 

contribute to the efficiency of signal operations by allowing for 

walk time extensions, and/or not dedicating walk time in the 

absence of pedestrians. 

Pedestrian Recall
Pedestrian recall is a traffic signal controller setting that 

automatically provides a pedestrian walk phase during every 

cycle. Since pedestrian recall does not require detection or 

actuation, it eliminates the need for push buttons or other 

detection equipment.

This makes pedestrian crossings predictable, minimizes 

unnecessary pedestrian delay, and does not leave pedestrians 

wondering whether they have been detected. The most 

appropriate use of pedestrian recall is in locations and/or times of 

day with high pedestrian volumes. 

Pedestrian Countdown Timers 
Pedestrian signal heads that only display a flashing “Don’t 

Walk” indication can make it difficult for pedestrians to judge 

whether they have enough time to cross an intersection safely. 

Countdown indicators on pedestrian signals provide pedestrians 

with the exact amount of time they have to clear the intersection. 

The California MUTCD requires the use of countdown indicators 

for all signalized crossings with a change interval (flashing “Don’t 

Walk” or hand) greater than seven seconds. 
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Leading Pedestrian Intervals
Leading Pedestrian Intervals (LPI) give pedestrians a “Walk” 

indication before vehicles are given a green light (typically 

three to seven seconds). The advantage of a LPI is that it puts 

pedestrians in the crosswalk in advance of cars and makes them 

more visible to turning motorists. The LPI can be omitted if no 

pedestrians press the push button. 

Audible Pedestrian Signals
Audible pedestrian signals are designed to be accessible by 

individuals with visual disabilities. They provide audible tones or 

verbal messages to convey when it is appropriate to walk, when 

they must wait, and feedback when the signal has been actuated 

via push button. This eliminates the need for pedestrians to rely 

entirely on the audible cues provided by moving cars, which 

may be deceiving depending on the complexity of traffic signal 

operations at the intersection. 

Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacons (RRFB) 
Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacons (RRFB) are a type of active 

warning beacon used at unsignalized crossings. They are 

designed to increase motor vehicle yielding compliance on multi-

lane or high volume roadways.  They are typically activated by 

pedestrians manually with a push button, or can be actuated 

automatically with passive detection systems. 

Rectangular rapid flash beacons elicit the highest increase in 

compliance of all the warning beacon enhancement options. 

A study of the effectiveness of migrating from a no-beacon 

arrangement to a two-beacon RRFB installation increased motor 

vehicle yielding compliance from 18 percent to 81 percent. A four-

beacon arrangement raised compliance to 88 percent. 
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Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons
Pedestrian Hybrid Beacons are pedestrian activated warning 

devices.  The beacon consists of two red lights above a single 

yellow light. The beacon head is “dark” or unlit until a pedestrian 

activates the device. The pedestrian pushes a button that 

activates the beacon. After displaying brief flashing and then 

steady yellow light intervals, the device displays a steady red 

indication to motorists and a “WALK” indication to pedestrians, 

allowing them to cross while traffic is stopped.

A pedestrian hybrid beacon with 
a continental (high-visibility) 
crosswalk makes crossing safer and 
more comfortable for pedestrians
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COMPLETE STREETS
For the purpose of this Plan, a “Complete Street” is defined as 

a street that caters to all roadway users - including pedestrians, 

bicyclists, and transit users - depending on context, community 

preferences, and needs. These corridors are typically commercial 

or major streets providing multi-modal access not duplicated on 

a nearby parallel corridor. Complete streets improvements may 

include sidewalk gap infill and extensions, crossing improvements; 

the addition/extension of bicycle facilities; transit priority lanes; 

and other streetscape improvements that enhance the walking 

and bicycling environment. Complete Streets applications are 

particularly important on Caltrans highways that serve as “main 

streets” in communities, as these corridors inevitably must meet 

the needs of all users with few routing alternatives.

In this Plan, Complete Streets projects are recommended when 

both bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure are needed to improve 

active transportation conditions along corridors. Though it is 

clear that bikeway network improvements are needed on these 

particular corridors, more information is needed to determine 

which specific bicycle facility type is appropriate, and/or how the 

facility would be implemented. 

Streets where a Complete Street is recommended currently serve 

multiple modes of transportation. For that reason, they require 

further consideration above and beyond bicycle and pedestrian 

travel. As Complete Streets projects could potentially impact 

parking, transit operations or roadway capacity, these corridors 

should undergo further evaluation (e.g., engineering analysis, 

focused stakeholder outreach, inter-agency coordination) in 

order to determine the most appropriate facility type for active 

transportation users. 

Complete Streets are now required in each General Plan update 

in California. The Complete Streets projects recommended in this 

Plan should be incorporated into each jurisdiction’s Circulation 

Element, where applicable. In the absence of such an adopted 

General Plan update, Complete Streets projects recommended 

in this Plan may be used by the local jurisdiction in a Complete 

Streets Element.
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This section describes the existing walking and bicycling 

environment in each of the focus area communities covered 

by this Plan, followed by recommendations to enhance active 

transportation. For each community, the text includes a 

description of existing land use, current and future walking/

bicycling travel patterns, existing active transportation networks, 

documented safety issues, and project recommendations. 

Section 3 describes programmatic recommendations, Appendix 

B provides additional detail about current conditions in the focus 

area communities, and Appendix E presents the detailed project 

prioritization tables. 
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2-1: ARVIN
CONTEXT
The city of Arvin is located southeast of Metropolitan Bakersfield, 

with a population of approximately 20,500. Arvin’s land use is 

primarily residential, with a commercial strip on Bear Mountain 

Road / State Highway 223. Most of the city’s destinations are 

along this commercial corridor, while public facilities are dispersed 

throughout the city. Arvin’s schools are concentrated in the 

northern part of the city. The city’s edges are comprised of 

industrial and agricultural land. 

Arvin qualifies as a disadvantaged community because its 

population experiences factors such as poverty, pollution, and 

poor air quality. These factors are particularly present in the 

central part of the city, where most destinations are located. The 

recommendations made in this Plan assure that disadvantaged 

and burdened areas of Arvin fully share in the benefits of active 

transportation improvements. Maps showing the variation of 

these factors and more information about land use can be found 

in Appendix B.

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
According to the American Community Survey (2015), 0.1 percent 

of Arvin residents report themselves as daily bicycle commuters, 

and 1.4 percent of residents report regularly commuting by 

walking. As Table 2-1 shows, Arvin’s walking and public transit 

mode shares are significantly lower than national and statewide 

levels, though they are close to Kern County averages. Drive alone 

trips are lower than county, state, and national averages, while 

rates for carpool trips are almost triple those nationwide and 

statewide.
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Arvin

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.1

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 1.4

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 1.8

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 62.7

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 28.7

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 3.0

Work from 

Home
4.3 5.3 3.0 2.3

Table 2-1: Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) in Arvin, Compared to the 

Nation, State, and County

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Arvin’s existing bikeway network is comprised of Class II bicycle 

lanes and Class III bicycle routes. Most bikeways exist on collector 

and local streets, providing connections to schools, parks, and 

commercial areas. The primary north-south bikeway exists 

along Meyer Street between Varsity Avenue and Bear Mountain 

Boulevard. East-west bikeways are provided along Varsity 

Avenue, Haven Drive, Franklin Street, and Sycamore Road. 

Existing and recommended bikeways are shown in Figure 2-4. 

Recent expenditures on bicycle infrastructure projects can be 

found in Appendix C.

Class II bicycle lane on Campus 
Drive in Arvin

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates
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End-of-Trip Facilities

The Project Team documented few end-of-trip facilities in Arvin. 

Short-term bicycle parking (bicycle racks) exist outside of a fast 

food restaurant, but are difficult to see from the street. Bicycle 

racks also exist near a community pool at Di Giorgio County Park. 

The Project Team noticed multiple bicycles locked to parking 

meters and sign poles along Bear Mountain Boulevard, revealing 

a need for additional end-of-trip facilities, particularly near 

commercial activity. However, due to budget and staff restraints, 

field review was limited to targeted areas; thus, the observed 

bicycle parking locations are not exhaustive. Additional end-of-

trip facilities would encourage more trips by bicycle.

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

In Arvin’s downtown area along Bear Mountain Boulevard, 

sidewalks are consistent and wider than ADA standards (six feet), 

giving pedestrians plenty of room for passing. Bear Mountain 

Boulevard also includes signalized pedestrian crossings at major 

intersections, typically with pedestrian push buttons. Existing 

marked mid-block crossings, however, are not signalized and 

have limited signage, making visibility for both pedestrians and 

motorists an issue. Most marked crossings are low-visibility 

transverse crossings (two horizontal parallel lines). The Project 

Team also noticed multiple uneven and poorly maintained curb 

ramps and crosswalks that may pose challenges for pedestrians 

of varying abilities.

Many residential streets in Arvin are missing sidewalks, or have 

gaps in their existing sidewalk networks. However, several of 

these streets have existing dirt shoulders that are wide enough 

to accommodate new pedestrian paths or sidewalks. Near Arvin 

High School, sidewalks are plentiful, but the marked mid-block 

crossing on Varsity Road is unsignalized and faded, causing low 

visibility for pedestrians and motorists. The school is surrounded 

on all sides by open space and/or agricultural land that lacks 

sidewalks, though the Project Team observed people walking 

through the fields along informal dirt paths. 
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South of Arvin High is a vacant lot, with a dirt path that connects 

to Grimmway Academy Charter School. Sidewalks outside of 

Grimmway Academy are well-maintained and feature pedestrian 

lighting and landscaping. However, the east side of the school 

faces an alley while the other three sides face open fields with no 

formal pedestrian paths. This is a common occurrence at other 

schools in Arvin – sidewalks exist around the school, but do not 

connect to any other pedestrian facilities or a larger, cohesive 

pedestrian network. Marked crossings in the vicinity of schools are 

typically faded with little to no signage. 

Recent expenditures on pedestrian infrastructure projects can be 

found in Appendix C.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
Arvin Transit offers local fixed-route and demand-response 

service Monday through Friday, 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m., except 

on designated holidays. Arvin Transit also offers a weekday 

service linking Arvin and Lamont six times daily, as well as two 

daily round trips connecting Arvin with Metropolitan Bakersfield 

and with the Tejon Industrial Complex. Additionally, Arvin Transit 

provides dial-a-ride (paratransit) service for the elderly and 

persons with disabilities. Dial-a-ride consists of curb-to-curb, 

shared ride services available through appointments.

Kern Transit provides intercity service in Arvin. Route 140, Lamont 

– Bakersfield North, primarily provides service between Arvin, 

Lamont, Weedpatch, and Bakersfield. In Arvin, the route operates 

along Bear Mountain Boulevard and serves local destinations such 

as Arvin City Hall and the Arvin Police Department.

Arvin City Hall, located near Bear Mountain Boulevard on Campus 

Drive, functions as a transit center. End-of-trip bicycle facilities do 

not exist at City Hall, even though there is an existing bicycle lane 

on Campus Drive. However, short-term bicycle parking is located 

at the Arvin Public Library, just in front of Arvin City Hall. 
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Roadway
Number of Bicyclist- and 

Pedestrian-Involved Collisions

Bear Mountain Boulevard (SR-223) 12

Haven Drive 6

Meyer Street 4

Table 2-2: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in 

Arvin (2009-2013)

COLLISION HISTORY
Reported bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions occur at 

higher frequencies in the north side of Arvin, where a higher 

number of destinations exist, such as parks, schools, and 

commercial activity. Between 2009 and 2013, roughly 90 percent 

of bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions occurred north of 

Sycamore Road. Collisions in Arvin are mapped in Figure 2-2 and 

Figure 2-3.

Table 2-2 displays the three roadways with the highest number 

of reported bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions. Bear 

Mountain Boulevard (SR-223) experienced nearly a quarter of 

all bicyclist-and pedestrian-involved collisions during the study 

period. Other high-collision corridors include Haven Drive and 

Meyer Street. See Appendix B for more detailed information 

about bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions in Arvin.
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Figure 2-2: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Arvin
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Figure 2-3: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Arvin



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN56

RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

The City of Arvin has previously invested in bicycle infrastructure 

to connect bicyclists to key destinations. However, these existing 

bicycle lanes and routes do not form a consistent network. 

Overall, more than 17 miles of new bikeways are recommended 

in Arvin. The installation of additional bikeways on major 

corridors like Tejon Highway will contribute to a more complete 

network that better connects people with local and regional 

destinations. For wider roadways with higher speeds like Bear 

Mountain Boulevard and Campus Drive, a higher degree of 

bikeway separation is recommended, in the form of a Class 

IV separated bike lane and a Complete Street, respectively. 

Bicycle routes fill out the remaining network in Arvin. These 

recommended bikeways are summarized in Table 2-3 and a full 

list of recommended projects is presented in Table 2-4 and shown 

in Figure 2-4.

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, community 

support, and comfort, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion.

Table 2-3: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Arvin

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-Use Path  0.5 

Class II Bicycle Lane  12.6 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  0.8 

Class III Bicycle Route  1.9 

Class IV Cycle Track  1.0 

Complete Streets 0.5

Total 17.2
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Table 2-4: Recommended Bikeways in Arvin

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Arvin A Street Olson Way 5th Avenue Class II Bike Lane 1.1  $96,700 

Arvin Haven Drive Comanche Drive Tejon Highway Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $90,600 

Arvin Meyer Street SR-223
Sycamore 
Road

Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $89,600 

Arvin Franklin Street Walnut Drive S Derby Street
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

0.8  $136,600 

Arvin
Tejon 
Highway

SR-223
Burkett 
Boulevard

Class II Bike Lane 2.5  $224,600 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Caltrans
Bear Mountain 
Boulevard

Tejon Highway
Comanche 
Drive

Class IV Cycle 
Track

1.0  $302,900 

Arvin
North City 
Path 

Bear Mountain 
Boulevard

Varsity Avenue
Class I Shared Use 
Path

0.5  $444,900 

Arvin Olsen Street A Street Meyer Street Class II Bike Lane 0.5  $45,900 

Arvin
Comanche 
Drive

Mark Street
Sycamore 
Road

Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $89,800 

Arvin Walnut Drive
W Sycamore 
Road

Alderette Drive Class II Bike Lane 1.2  $109,800 

Arvin
Sycamore 
Road

Comanche Drive Tejon Highway Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $90,700 

Arvin Campus Drive Grapevine Drive Varsity Avenue Complete Streets 0.5  $284,400 

Arvin Mark Street Comanche Drive Walnut Drive Class II Bike Lane 0.2  $22,500 

Arvin
Varsity 
Avenue

N Comanche 
Drive

Tejon Highway Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $90,800 

Caltrans SR-223 Malovich Road Tejon Highway Class II Bike Lane 0.5  $45,700 

Arvin
Sycamore 
Road

Towerline Road Tejon Highway Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $91,600 

Arvin
N Comanche 
Street

Bear Mountain 
Boulevard

Varsity Avenue Class II Bike Lane 0.5  $44,400 

Arvin Campus Drive Sunset Boulevard
Richardson 
Road

Class III Bike Route 0.5  $4,500 

Tier 3 Projects  (15 to 20 years)

Arvin
Sycamore 
Road

Comanche Drive Rancho Drive Class III Bike Route 0.5  $4,600 

Arvin Meyer Street El Camino Real
Sycamore 
Road

Class III Bike Route 0.5  $4,500 

Arvin
Grapevine 
Drive

Campus Drive N Hill Street Class III Bike Route 0.1  $1,200 

Arvin 5th Avenue N Hill Street N A Street Class III Bike Route 0.1  $1,100 

Arvin N Hill Street Grapevine Drive 5th Avenue Class III Bike Route 0.1  $900 

Total  $2,318,300 
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Short-term end-of-trip facilities are recommended in the 

downtown area of Arvin, particularly along Bear Mountain 

Boulevard, as well as in the City’s parks and at Bear Mountain 

Elementary. Long-term bicycle parking is recommended at 

Arvin High and Arvin City Hall, particularly where Arvin Transit 

and Kern Transit vehicles serve passengers. End-of-trip facilities 

recommended in Arvin are listed in Table 2-5 and are mapped in 

Figure 2-4. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, though 

bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in Arvin, 

including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See Section 1-7: 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information regarding 

end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-5: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Arvin

Location Type Quantity

Arvin Branch Library Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Bear Mountain Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Haven Drive Middle Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Smothermon Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

DiGiorgio Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Kovacevich Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Arvin Downtown Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Arvin Branch Library Long-term Bicycle Parking 4

Arvin High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3
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Figure 2-4: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Arvin
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Regional Connections

Regional connections play an important role in Arvin because 

they provide connectivity to adjacent communities, such as 

Bakersfield and Lamont. Regional connections were previously 

proposed in the Kern County Bicycle Master Plan from 2012 and 

are mapped in Figure 2-5.  



SECTION 2: FOCUS AREA COMMUNITIES 61

5 
 R

ec
om

m
en

de
d 

Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

62 •  Kern Council of Governments

Figure 5‑3: Proposed Bicycle Facilities in Kern County
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Figure 2-5: Recommended Regional Connections in Kern County 

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

This Plan presentsover 12 miles of pedestrian improvements 

in Arvin, including corridor improvements (e.g., sidewalk gap 

closure, traffic calming, crossing improvements) and crossing spot 

improvements. For more information on improvement categories 

and pedestrian facility types, refer to Section 1-7.

Bear Mountain Boulevard (SR-223), Comanche Drive, Campus 

Drive, and Meyer Street were identified as priorities by community 

members during the Plan’s outreach process. Although Bear 

Mountain Boulevard has existing sidewalks, crossings, and a 

median that reduces crossing distances and provides pedestrian 

protection, the corridor would be safer and more comfortable 

for walking with improvements to crossings like continental 

crosswalks, flashing beacons at mid-block, and consistent 

maintenance.

The Project Team identified additional opportunities to form a 

safer, more complete pedestrian network on Varsity Avenue, 

Walnut Drive, El Camino Real, Franklin Street, and A Street. Most 

of these streets connect to destinations such as schools and 

parks. Recommended pedestrian projects are detailed in Table 

2-6 and shown in Figure 2-6. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. Top scoring 

projects in Arvin are mainly located in the downtown area, where 

most of them connect to schools or other points of interest within 

Arvin.
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Figure 2-6: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Arvin
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Table 2-6: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Arvin

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type

Length 
(miles) 

or # Units
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Arvin A Street
Simpson 
Street

Franklin 
Street

Corridor Improvement 0.9  $234,700 

Arvin Franklin Street Walnut Drive
Tejon 
Highway

Corridor Improvement 0.8  $208,800 

Arvin Hood Street Butte Avenue -
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Arvin Hood Street Meyer Street -
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Arvin Franklin Street Meyer Street -
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Arvin Meyer Street Hanson Lane -
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

1  $2,800 

Arvin
Varsity 
Avenue

Shared-use 
Path

-
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

1  $2,800 

Arvin Meyer Street Ellen Way SR-223 Sidewalk Improvement 1.3  $239,800 

Arvin Tejon Highway SR-223
Sycamore 
Road

Sidewalk Improvement 1.0  $190,100 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Arvin
Comanche 
Drive

Varsity 
Avenue

Franklin 
Street

Complete Streets 1.5  $863,100 

Arvin Walnut Drive
Bear Mountain 
Boulevard

Olsen Street Corridor Improvement 0.8  $225,700 

Arvin Haven Drive
Comanche 
Drive

Varsity 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

1.0  $85,700 

Caltrans
Bear Mountain 
Boulevard

Comanche 
Drive

Derby Street
Crossing 
Improvements

1.0  $85,900 

Arvin Meyer Street
Varsity 
Avenue

SR-223
Crossing 
Improvements

0.5  $42,100 

Arvin Langford Meyer Street
South A 
Street

Sidewalk Improvement 0.3  $48,600 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Arvin
Varsity 
Avenue

Comanche 
Drive

Carmel Street Corridor Improvement 0.7  $191,000 

Arvin
Sycamore 
Road

Comanche 
Drive

Tejon 
Highway

Crossing 
Improvements

1.0  $86,600 

Arvin Meyer Street Ellen Way
El Camino 
Real

Crossing 
Improvements

0.2  $19,200 

Arvin N Hill Street
Varsity 
Avenue

SR-223
Crossing 
Improvements

0.5  $42,200 

Arvin El Camino Real
S Comanche 
Road

Tejon 
Highway

Crossing 
Improvements

1.0  $86,300 

Arvin
Fallbrook 
Avenue

South A 
Street

Tejon 
Highway

Sidewalk Improvement 0.3  $48,600 

Arvin South A Street Hanson Lane
Langford 
Avenue

Sidewalk Improvement 0.1  $24,600 

Total  $2,762,200  
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Arvin are estimated 

at 23,000 annually with a mode share of 0.1 percent. Following 

implementation of the recommendations presented in this Plan, 

bicycling trips in Arvin are estimated to increase to between 

153,000 and 5,585,000 trips annually, for a mode share between 

0.7 and 2.5 percent. 

Current walking trips 

in Arvin are estimated 

at 726,000 annually, 

with a mode share of 

1.4 percent. Following 

implementation of this Plan’s 

recommendations, walking 

trips are estimated to 

increase to between 981,000 

and 3,541,000 trips annually, 

for a mode share between 

1.9 and 6.8 percent. 

This projected increase in 

trips on foot and on bicycle 

will help Arvin improve its 

air quality by reducing the 

number of vehicle miles 

traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. 

of Kern County residents 
have disabilities.

34%

of Kern community members would 
like new pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities.

80%57
of youth and teens are 
regularly physically active 
in Kern County, much less 
than the statewide rate 
(69%).

%

TOP REASONS KERN 
REGION RESIDENTS 
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BE OUTDOORS

REDUCE STRESS
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43%

Current Future 
(max)

0

1,000,000

500,000
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of California’s 
greenhouse gas 
emissions come from 
vehicle transportation.

38%
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2-2: METROPOLITAN BAKERSFIELD
CONTEXT
Metropolitan Bakersfield, as defined in the County’s General Plan, 

is the area bounded by 7th Standard Road on the north, Bear 

Mountain Boulevard on the south, Edison Road on the east, and 

Beech Avenue and I-5 on the west. The city of Bakersfield alone 

has over 383,000 residents, with at least 75,000 more residents 

living in surrounding unincorporated communities including 

Lamont, Oildale, and Weedpatch. 

Metropolitan Bakersfield is primarily comprised of agricultural 

and residential land uses, though the city of Bakersfield contains 

much of the county’s commercial activity, particularly near its 

Downtown district. The area also has numerous parks and open 

spaces, including the Kern River Parkway that runs through the 

metropolitan region. Public facilities and schools are located 

throughout the area. 

Although not all areas of Metropolitan Bakersfield qualify 

as disadvantaged communities, the majority of its area is 

disproportionately burdened by multiple sources of pollution, 

according to CalEnviroScreen 3.0. This is more evident in eastern 

Metropolitan Bakersfield, where almost three quarters of the area 

is among the most disadvantaged communities in the state. In 

addition to the pollution burden, there is a high poverty rate in 

the area. Maps showing the variation of these factors and more 

information about land use can be found in Appendix B.

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Metropolitan Bakersfield has similar commute mode shares to 

Kern County, which is likely due to the fact that a large portion 

of the total countywide population lives in the region. Riding 

a bicycle accounts for less than one percent of the area’s 

commuters, and walking is slightly lower than countywide rates 

(1.4 percent). The drive-alone mode share percent is higher than 

county, state, and national averages, and the carpool mode 
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share percent is higher than nationwide and statewide rates but 

lower than countywide averages. As Table 2-7 indicates, the 

transit commute mode share in the metropolitan area is also 

similar to countywide levels but is lower than nationwide and 

statewide rates. However, the community of Oildale has the 

highest rate of public transit commuters among each of the cities 

and communities included in this Plan. More than three percent 

of Oildale residents commute by public transit, tripling both 

Metropolitan Bakersfield and countywide levels.  

Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County
Metropolitan 

Bakersfield

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.6

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 1.3

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 1.1

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 79.9

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 12.7

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 1.5

Work from 
home

4.3 5.3 3.0 2.9

Table 2-7: Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) in Metropolitan Bakersfield, 

Compared to the Nation, State, and County

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Metropolitan Bakersfield has approximately 260 miles of existing 

bikeways. This network includes approximately 32 miles of 

shared-use paths, 149 miles of bicycle lanes, and more than 44 

miles of bicycle routes, with and without shared lane markings. 

Since the adoption of the 2012 Kern County Bicycle Master Plan 

and 2013 Bakersfield Bicycle Transportation Plan, Metropolitan 

Bakersfield’s bikeway network has grown by more than 40 

percent, mostly due to the installation of more than 40 miles of 

bicycle routes.
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Key regional connections in Metropolitan Bakersfield include 

the Kern River Parkway Path extending 32 miles along the Kern 

River from China Grade Loop to Enos Lane, and the bicycle lanes 

on Chester Avenue linking Oildale with Bakersfield. Existing and 

recommended bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield are mapped 

on Figures 2-17 through Figure 2-22. Recent expenditures on 

bicycle infrastructure projects can be found in Appendix C.

End-of-Trip Facilities

The unincorporated areas of Metropolitan Bakersfield have 

few existing end-of-trip facilities. However, in 2016 the City 

of Bakersfield worked with the advocacy organization Bike 

Bakersfield to install 32 new bicycle racks at 19 locations within 

city limits. The funding for these bicycle racks came from a 

donation from The Bakersfield Californian Foundation, and 

funding specifically earmarked for bicycle and pedestrian facilities 

through Transportation Development Act Article 3 (TDA 3). 

Public restrooms and drinking fountains are also available, 

primarily at regional and local parks, such as those along the Kern 

River Parkway. 

Traffic Signal Detection

Metropolitan Bakersfield is the only area in Kern County where 

the Project Team identified traffic signal bicycle detection. Traffic 

signal bicycle detection reduces delay for bicycle travel and 

increases convenience and safety of bicycling. Bicycle detection 

occurs either through the use of push-buttons or by automated 

means such as infrared detectors, in-pavement loops, or video. 

The Kern River Parkway Bike Trail is 
an existing Class I shared-use path 
that runs through the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield area



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN70

Detection of bicycles by traffic signals is important at cross-

streets, left-turn-only lanes and other travel lanes where cyclists 

may encounter challenging crossings or are unable to trigger a 

green light.

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Overall, the Metropolitan Bakersfield area has a consistent 

sidewalk network in its commercial and residential areas. 

Downtown Bakersfield, a major commercial hub, features a 

number of additional pedestrian facilities, including signalized and 

paved crossings, bollards, bulb-outs with seating and landscaping, 

pedestrian alleys, and other street features that enhance the 

walking experience.

There are also continental crosswalks on the edges of Downtown 

near Mill Creek Park, a linear park spanning three blocks that 

features public Wi-Fi, a pedestrian path, seating, and public 

restrooms. Downtown Bakersfield’s GET Transit Center on 

Chester Avenue has pedestrian connections, shade, and public 

restrooms. Another commercial center in Bakersfield is Valley 

Plaza Mall, located on Ming Avenue. Though sidewalks are present 

on streets near and adjacent to the mall, crossing is difficult for 

pedestrians and bicyclists in this area. 

Sidewalks exist in most of the city of Bakersfield’s residential 

neighborhoods, but are lacking on many residential streets in 

surrounding unincorporated communities. Marked crossings in 

Curb extensions, bollards, and 
pedestrian signals near Downtown 
Bakersfield
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these areas are limited to major intersections and streets near 

schools. Generally, streets adjacent to schools have low-visibility 

transverse school crosswalks and many lack mid-block crossings, 

school crossing signage, and pavement markings.

Metropolitan Bakersfield also has two major college campuses, 

Bakersfield College and California State University – Bakersfield 

(CSUB). The streets adjacent to Bakersfield College have 

sidewalks but marked crossings are limited to signalized 

intersections. There is also a regional transit hub at the college 

on Panorama Drive. The transit center has several bus shelters, 

public restrooms, lighting, and connections to the sidewalk 

network. North of the campus is a pedestrian trail along Panorama 

Drive beginning at the western edge of campus and continuing 

to Westbluff Court, approximately 1.5 miles west of Bakersfield 

College. The trail features seating, signage, and panoramic views 

of northern Metropolitan Bakersfield.

Signalized intersections surrounding CSUB have existing 

pedestrian crossing treatments, though no school crossing 

signage or pavement markings exist around the campus. Several 

shared-use paths run through the campus and connect to 

Stockdale Highway and Don Hart Drive. Like Bakersfield College, 

CSUB has a GET transit hub, but with fewer pedestrian-oriented 

features.

Over 32 miles long, the Kern River Parkway is a major destination 

in Metropolitan Bakersfield, featuring rest stops with seating, 

shade, and educational signage placed periodically along the trail. 

There are multiple points along the trail that connect to sidewalks 

leading to parks, commercial centers, and schools and a shared-

use path connecting to a park. Recent expenditures on pedestrian 

infrastructure projects can be found in Appendix C.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
Metropolitan Bakersfield is a major destination for regional public 

transit routes. An Amtrak station is located within one mile 

from Downtown Bakersfield, and four transit centers operated 

by Golden Empire Transit (GET) exist in the area: Downtown 
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Bakersfield Transit Center, Bakersfield College, CSUB, and 

Southwest Bakersfield Transit Center. Each of these transit 

centers are adjacent to streets with existing bicycle facilities, 

though that is not the case for the Amtrak station located on 

Truxtun Avenue. All GET buses offer bicycle-on-bus facilities to 

riders. 

All 17 Kern Transit routes traveling throughout the county 

originate in Metropolitan Bakersfield. There are more than 25 

Kern Transit bus stops within the Metropolitan Bakersfield area 

and more than 80 percent of these stops are located on streets 

with existing bikeways. Additionally, there are two park-and-ride 

lots within the city of Bakersfield, both adjacent to streets with 

existing bicycle infrastructure. All Kern Transit buses are equipped 

with bicycle racks capable of accommodating up to three 

bicycles.

Additionally, the California High-Speed Rail Authority plans to 

build a high-speed rail station in Bakersfield. The first segment 

of the statewide HSR project is expected to be finished by 2029, 

running from San Francisco to Los Angeles (through Bakersfield), 

and will eventually run through the entire state. A High-Speed Rail 

Station Area Plan is being developed for Downtown Bakersfield, 

which will include additional studies on transit connections in the 

metropolitan area.

Bakersfield’s GET Transit Center 
provides waiting riders with shade 
and seating
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COLLISION HISTORY
Between 2009 and 2013, 60 percent of reported bicyclist- and 

pedestrian-involved collisions occurred in the central area of 

Metropolitan Bakersfield, where a high number of destinations 

exist, such as Downtown Bakersfield, Bakersfield Amtrak Station, 

and multiple schools. Table 2-8 displays the five roadways 

with the highest number of reported bicyclist- and pedestrian-

involved collisions. Chester Avenue, a regional connection and 

arterial street, experienced the most active transportation-related 

collisions, followed by Ming Avenue and Union Avenue. Further, 

Table 2-9 lists the intersections with the most collisions. With a 

few exceptions, bicycle-involved collisions occurred more often at 

intersections of higher-speed roadways with multiple travel lanes 

in each direction.

Bicyclist-related collisions are mapped in Figure 2-7 and detailed 

in Figure 2-8 through Figure 2-11. Pedestrian-related collisions 

are mapped in Figure 2-12 and detailed in Figure 2-13 through 

Figure 2-16. See Appendix B for more detailed information about 

bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions in Metropolitan 

Bakersfield.

It is important to note that the safety analysis for Metropolitan 

Bakersfield and the City of Bakersfield, shown in this section and 

Appendix B, includes fatal, severe, and minor injuries. However, 

in order to show more compelling information, the maps in this 

section only show collisions that were fatal or left the pedestrian 

or bicyclist severely injured. As shown in Figure 2-9, the northeast 

area of Metropolitan Bakersfield experienced the majority of 

bicyclist-involved collision fatalities. Another fatal bicyclist-

involved collision occurred in the northwest area, on White Lane, 

which has a Class III bicycle route. According to the data, the 

northeast metropolitan area is the most dangerous in terms of 

reported severe injuries. 
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Roadway
Roadway 
Classification

Number of Bicyclist- and 
Pedestrian-Involved Collisions

Chester Avenue Arterial 45

Ming Avenue Arterial 40

Union Avenue Arterial 37

California Avenue Arterial 36

H Street Arterial 31

Table 2-8: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in 

Unincorporated Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Regarding pedestrian-involved collisions, northeast Metropolitan 

Bakersfield appears to be the most dangerous place to walk, 

based on the high amount of fatalities and severe injuries 

reported. Both northeast and southeast metropolitan areas report 

almost the same number of fatalities, in unincorporated areas. 

In the northwest metropolitan area, one fatality was reported 

outside City of Bakersfield limits. Finally, it is important to note 

that although a relatively small number of fatal and severely 

injured pedestrian-involved collisions were reported in the 

southwest metropolitan area, the percentage of fatalities is higher 

when compared to the other three metropolitan areas. 
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Intersection Roadway 
Classification

Number of Bicyclist- 
and Pedestrian-

Involved Collisions
Baker Street / Sumner 
Street

Collector/Collector 3

California Avenue / Chester 
Lane

Arterial/Arterial 3

24th Street /  F Street Highway/Collector 2

Baker Street / Flower Street Collector/Collector 2

Barrington Street / Ming 
Avenue

Local/Arterial 2

Beale Avenue / Monterey 
Avenue

Arterial/Arterial 2

Brundage Lane / Union 
Avenue

Arterial/Arterial 2

Chester Avenue / 19th 
Street

Arterial/Local 2

Chester Avenue / 4th Street Arterial/Collector 2

College Avenue / Mount 
Vernon

Collector/Arterial 2

California Avenue / Haley 
Street

Arterial/Collector 2

Fairfax Road / Panorama 
Drive

Arterial/Arterial 2

Golden State Avenue / M 
Street

Arterial/Local 2

H Street / California Avenue Collector/Arterial 2

Table 2-9: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in the 

City of Bakersfield (2009-2013)
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Figure 2-7: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions in Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Map only shows collisions resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
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Figure 2-8: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions in Northwest Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Map only shows collisions resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
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Figure 2-9: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions in Northeast Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Map only shows collisions resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
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Figure 2-10: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions in Southeast Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Map only shows collisions resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
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Figure 2-11: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions in Southwest Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Map only shows collisions resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
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Figure 2-12: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions in Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Map only shows collisions resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
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Figure 2-13: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions in Northwest Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Map only shows collisions resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
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Figure 2-14: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions in Northeast Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Map only shows collisions resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
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Figure 2-15: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions in Southeast Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Map only shows collisions resulting in a serious injury or fatality.



SECTION 2: FOCUS AREA COMMUNITIES 85

Ã223

Ã119

Ã43

¥5

PA
N

A
M

A
 L

N

W
H

IT
E

 L
N

WIBLE RD

M
IN

G
 A

V

GOSFORD RD

ST
O

C
K

D
A

LE
 H

W
Y

M
C

C
U

TC
H

E
N

R
D

ASHE RD

BUENA VISTA RD

S
H

A
F

T
E

R
 R

D
S ALLEN RD

S ENOS LN

HILL RD

U
N

IO
N

 R
D

E
N

G
LE

 R
D

P
IE

R
I R

D

B
E

A
R

 M
O

U
N

TA
IN

 B
LV

D

STINE RD

COLES LEVEE RD

OLD RIVER RD

K
E

R
N

 R
E

G
IO

N

0
1

2M
IL

E
S

±
D

at
a 

S
o

ur
ce

s:
 K

er
n 

C
o

un
ci

l o
f 

G
ov

er
nm

en
ts

, S
W

IT
R

S

M
A

P
 E

X
T

E
N

T

A
C

T
IV

E
 T

R
A

N
S

P
O

R
TA

T
IO

N
 P

LA
N

Po
in

ts
 o

f I
nt

er
es

t
Tr

an
si

t
M

ed
ic

al
 S

er
vi

ce
s

K-
12

 S
ch

oo
l

H
os

pi
ta

l
C

ol
le

ge
 o

r A
du

lt 
Sc

ho
ol

SO
U

TH
W

E
ST

 A
R

E
A

B
A

K
E

R
SF

IE
LD

 M
E

TR
O

20
0

9
 t

o
 2

0
13

P
ed

es
tr

ia
n-

In
vo

lv
ed

C
o

lli
si

o
ns

Se
rio

us
In

ju
ry

Fa
ta

lit
y

Figure 2-16: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions in Southwest Metropolitan Bakersfield (2009-2013)

Map only shows collisions resulting in a serious injury or fatality.
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

This section proposes a series of bicycle facility recommendations 

throughout Metropolitan Bakersfield. Please note many of these 

recommendations require further study to ensure conformance 

with federal, state, and local laws. The Project Team recognizes 

that many of these recommendations require a substantial City 

investment and are subject to local review and approval. 

This Plan presents over 695 miles of recommended bikeway 

improvements in Metropolitan Bakersfield that are intended 

to provide connections where they do not currently exist, 

and improve the bicycling experience along some corridors 

with existing bikeways. This can be accomplished through 

a greater degree of separation between motor vehicles and 

people on bicycles. Buffered bicycle lanes are recommended 

on a variety of corridors including Taft Highway, Hageman 

Road, White Lane, Fairfax Road, and South Union Avenue. 

Bikeway recommendations generally include bicycle lanes and 

bicycle boulevards to augment the arterial bikeway network 

while enhancing connections to local neighborhoods, schools, 

parks and other destinations. However, Class IV cycle tracks 

are recommended on certain streets to provide major west-

east and north-south connections. In Downtown Bakersfield, 

buffered bicycle lanes along 34th Street and F Street will provide 

a higher degree of separation between motorized and non-

motorized users. Bicycle lanes and bicycle boulevards will fill 

out Downtown’s remaining bikeway network, creating additional 

connections to local and regional destinations.

Oildale will benefit from a buffered bicycle lane on Chester 

Avenue, the main corridor connecting the unincorporated 

community to the city of Bakersfield that has a history of 

bicyclist-involved collisions. Installing buffered bicycle lanes 

on Manor Street and Airport Drive, and bicycle boulevards on 

McCray Street and Woodrow Avenue, will help create a safer, 

stronger bikeway network in Metropolitan Bakersfield.
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Bicycle lanes and bicycle boulevards are also recommended 

throughout Lamont and Weedpatch to provide better 

connectivity and safer local and regional bicycle travel. Regional 

connectivity to Arvin will be enhanced through the addition of 

bicycle lanes and bicycle routes on several other key corridors 

in southeast Metropolitan Bakersfield. Additionally, 32 miles of 

Complete Streets (as defined in Section 1) are recommended 

along corridors that necessitate both bicycle and pedestrian 

improvements. These corridors include Stockdale Highway, 

California Avenue, and Niles Avenue. Recommended bikeway 

projects are summarized in Table 2-10 and detailed in Table 2-12, 

and are shown in Figure 2-18 through Figure 2-22.

An additional 14 miles of bikeway studies are recommended 

along corridors where further study is needed. These corridors 

– Chester Avenue, Truxtun Avenue, Ming Avenue, F Street, and 

SR-184 – necessitate further evaluation (e.g., parking studies, 

traffic analysis) to determine the appropriate bikeway facility 

type and implementation approach. Bikeway Study corridors and 

Complete Streets are summarized in Table 2-11 and detailed in 

Table 2-12. Recommendations made in Metropolitan Bakersfield 

are consistent with the Kern Council of Governments Regional 

Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2014) 

and the Golden Empire Transit Metropolitan Bakersfield Transit 

System Long-Range Plan (2012). These Plans establish regional 

and local transportation goals, policies, and actions intended to 

guide the development of planned multimodal transportation 

systems in Metropolitan Bakersfield.

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, transit, 

comfort, and community support, as described in Section 1-6: 

Implementation Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for 

near-term implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects 

are intended for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 

projects are intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. 

See Appendix E for tables showing how projects scored for each 

prioritization criterion. 
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Table 2-10: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield

Table 2-11: Summary of Recommended Studies and Complete Streets in 

Metropolitan Bakersfield

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-Use Path  68.2 

Class II Bicycle Lane  332.2 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  135.3 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard  125.0 

Class III Bicycle Route 30.9

Class IV Cycle Track  4.3 

Total 695.7

Type Mileage

Bikeway Study 14.4

Complete Streets 32.3
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Table 2-12: Recommended Bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Bakersfield Northeast 21st Street Oak Street King Street
Class IV Cycle 
Track

2.7  $800,900 

Bakersfield Northeast
Mill Creek 
Park

Golden State 
Avenue

Kern River 
Parkway Bike 
Trail

Class I Shared 
Use Path

1.6  $1,465,100 

Kern 
County

Northwest, 
Northeast

Norris Road Roberts Lane Manor Street
Class I Shared 
Use Path

2.5 $5,000,000

Bakersfield Northeast 17th Street A Street
Truxtun 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.3  $62,800 

Kern 
County

Northwest Airport Drive Roberts Lane
Merle Haggard 
Drive

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

2.2  $403,300 

Bakersfield Northeast M Street 17th Street 30th Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.8  $76,400 

Kern 
County

Northwest Olive Drive Victor Street Sequoia Drive
Class IV Cycle 
Track

1.6  $478,000 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Truxtun 
Avenue

Oak Street
Washington 
Street

Bikeway 
Study

3.5  $529,600 

Bakersfield Northeast 22nd Street F Street Q Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.7  $35,800 

Bakersfield Northeast
Bank Street - 
2nd Street

Oak Street S P Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.6  $79,600 

Kern 
County

Southeast
Bike/Ped 
Bridge (99)

Wood Lane Wood Lane
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1 $3,000,000

Bakersfield Northeast
Columbus 
Street

Union Avenue
River 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $90,200 

Bakersfield Northeast Flower Street
Mount Vernon 
Avenue

Alta Vista 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.7  $149,200 

Bakersfield Northeast Haley Street SR-178 Niles Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.9  $78,400 

Bakersfield Southeast
Kern Island 
Canal

Taft Highway
California 
Avenue

Class I Shared 
Use Path

7.4  $6,648,700 

Bakersfield Northeast
Mt Vernon 
Avenue

Panorama 
Drive

Columbus 
Street

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.5  $139,100 

Bakersfield
Northeast, 
Southeast

Mt Vernon 
Avenue

E Brundage 
Lane

Columbus 
Street

Complete 
Streets

3.0  $1,732,900 

Bakersfield Northeast Niles Street Union Avenue Vineland Road
Complete 
Streets

6.1  $3,512,700 

Bakersfield Northwest
Qualridge 
Path

Northwest 
Canal Path

Oak Street
Class I Shared 
Use Path

3.3  $3,010,300 



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN90

Recommended Bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Kern 
County

Northwest Roberts Lane Norris Road Sequoia Drive
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.7  $156,600 

Kern 
County

Northwest, 
Northeast

Woodrow 
Avenue

Roberts Lane
N Chester 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.8  $92,000 

Bakersfield Northeast 18th Street Oak Street Baker Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

2.5  $126,500 

Bakersfield Northeast 34th Street
Chester 
Avenue

Union Avenue
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

0.9  $160,800 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Arvin Edison 
Canal

Green Garden 
Drive

Fairfax Road
Class I Shared 
Use Path

8.8  $7,922,100 

Bakersfield Southeast Belle Terrace H Street
Cottonwood 
Road

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

2.0  $101,000 

Bakersfield Northeast
Bernard 
Street

Union Avenue Haley Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.5  $132,500 

Bakersfield Southeast
Casa Loma 
Drive

Union Avenue Fairfax Road
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

4.0  $720,200 

Bakersfield Northeast
Chester 
Avenue

Norris Road
California 
Avenue

Bikeway 
Study

3.6  $535,900 

Bakersfield Southeast
Coventry - 
Benton Route

Larson Lane Ming Avenue
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.4  $70,200 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Edison 
Highway

Mt Vernon 
Avenue

Comanche 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

7.8  $705,300 

Bakersfield
Northeast, 
Southeast

Fairfax Road Wilson Road Panama Road
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

6.6  $1,184,900 

Caltrans
Northeast, 
Southeast

SR-184 Panama Road
DiGiorgio 
Road

Bikeway 
Study

1.0  $150,200 

Bakersfield Northeast
Kentucky 
Street

Mt Vernon 
Avenue

Oswell Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

2.8  $253,500 

Bakersfield Northeast King Street
California 
Avenue

SR-58
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.1  $54,200 

Bakersfield Southeast
La France 
Drive

Castro Lane El Toro Drive
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $51,400 

Bakersfield Northeast
McCray 
Street, Oildale 
Drive

Willow Drive
W China 
Grade Loop

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.9  $96,200 

Bakersfield Southwest Ming Avenue Gossford Road
S Union 
Avenue

Bikeway 
Study

5.2  $779,100 

Bakersfield Northeast
Monterey 
Street

Alta Vista Drive
Williams 
Street

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

1.3  $225,700 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Bakersfield Northeast
Mt Vernon 
Avenue

Brundage Lane Muller Road
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

2.0  $358,100 

Kern 
County

Northeast Pioneer Drive Vineland Road Oswell Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $270,000 

Bakersfield Northeast
Potomac 
Avenue

S King Street
Monticello 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.5  $224,600 

Bakersfield Northeast
River 
Boulevard

Panorama 
Drive

Bernard Street
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

1.3  $231,900 

Bakersfield Southeast S P Street Brundage Lane Ming Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.5  $132,300 

Bakersfield Southwest Stine Road
Hosking 
Avenue

Mohawk 
Street

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

5.5  $998,900 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Taft Highway Enos Lane SR-184
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

19.1  $3,446,300 

Caltrans Southeast SR-184
Mountain View 
Road

Panama Road
Class I Shared 
Use Path

1.0  $907,100 

Bakersfield Northeast 34th Street
Chester 
Avenue

Union Avenue
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

0.9  $160,500 

Bakersfield Northeast
4th Street, 
Virginia 
Avenue

King Street Oswell Street
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

2.5  $451,300 

Bakersfield Southwest A Street
California 
Avenue

Terrace Way
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.3  $63,100 

Bakersfield Northeast Beale Avenue Grace Street 21st Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $90,000 

Bakersfield
Northwest, 
Northeast

California 
Avenue

Mohawk Street
Dr Martin 
Luther King Jr. 
Boulevard

Complete 
Streets

5.4  $3,092,400 

Kern 
County

Northeast Center Street Pentz Street Pesanta Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.8  $37,600 

Bakersfield Southeast
Chester 
Avenue

California 
Avenue

Planz Road
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

3.1  $564,300 

Caltrans
Southwest, 
Southeast

E Bear 
Mountain 
Boulevard

Comanche 
Drive

Union Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

12.6  $1,138,200 

Bakersfield Northeast F Street
Golden State 
Avenue

16th Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.2  $105,300 

Kern 
County

Northeast Floral Drive Camino Real
Mt Vernon 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $5,900 
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Recommended Bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Bakersfield
Northwest, 
Northeast

Friant Kern 
Canal

7th Standard 
Road

Kern River 
Parkway Bike 
Trail

Class I Shared 
Use Path

7.9  $7,080,300 

Bakersfield Northeast Height Street
178 
Overcrossing

River 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.7  $37,400 

Caltrans Northwest SR-58 Calloway Drive Landco Drive
Class II Bike 
Lane

3.4  $304,200 

Bakersfield Northeast K Street
Garces 
Memorial Circle

17th Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.9  $43,400 

Bakersfield Southeast
Madison 
Street

SR-58 White Lane
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

2.4  $119,400 

Bakersfield Southeast Main Street DiGiorgio Road
Bear Mountain 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $271,200 

Bakersfield Northeast Manor Street
N Chester 
Avenue

Columbus 
Street

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

3.4  $620,600 

Bakersfield Northeast Morning Drive Paladino Drive
Edison 
Highway

Class II Bike 
Lane

4.9  $445,100 

Bakersfield Northeast N Street 23rd Street
California 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.8  $71,500 

Bakersfield Northwest
Northwest 
Canal Path

Seventh 
Standard Road

Kern River  
Parkway Bike 
Trail

Class I Shared 
Use Path

6.2  $5,595,700 

Kern 
County

Northwest Palm Avenue
San Gorgonio 
Street

Williams 
Street

Complete 
Streets

0.6  $359,900 

Kern 
County

Northeast Sterling Road Brundage Lane
College 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

2.0  $99,700 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Stockdale 
Highway, 
Brundage 
Lane

Old River Road S Fairfax Road
Complete 
Streets

10.3  $5,948,700 

Bakersfield Northeast Union Avenue
W Columbus 
Street

Ming Avenue
Complete 
Streets

4.0  $2,303,600 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

White Lane S Allen Road
S Union 
Avenue

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

8.3  $1,486,600 

Bakersfield Northeast 36th Street
Chester 
Avenue

San Dimas 
Path

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.6  $29,700 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Appletree - 
Hahn Route

Wilson Road Wible Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.8  $90,000 

Bakersfield Northeast Baker Street Bernard Street
California 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.6  $140,500 

Bakersfield Northeast
Columbus 
Path

Shared Use 
Path

Jewett 
Avenue

Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.4  $331,500 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

E Pacheco 
Road

Gasoline Alley Monitor Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.3  $27,600 

Caltrans
Northwest, 
Southwest

Enos Lane Lerdo Highway Panama Lane
Class II Bike 
Lane

14.2  $1,274,900 

Bakersfield Northeast F Street
Golden State 
Avenue

16th Street
Bikeway 
Study

1.1  $168,100 

Bakersfield Northwest
Fruitvale 
Avenue

SR-58
Hageman 
Street

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

3.0  $540,000 

Bakersfield Northeast Jeffrey Street
River 
Boulevard

Kern Island 
Canal

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.1  $54,600 

Bakersfield Northwest
Knudsen 
Drive

Norris Road
Hageman 
Road

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.9  $43,500 

Bakersfield Northwest
Kratzmeyer 
Road

Enos Lane Allen Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

6.0  $540,500 

Bakersfield Northeast
Martin Luther 
King Jr 
Boulevard

Truxtun 
Avenue

SR-58
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.4  $129,600 

Kern 
County

Northeast McCray Street
Merle Haggard 
Road

Day Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.4  $36,200 

Bakersfield Northeast N Street Brundage Lane
California 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $49,400 

Bakersfield Southwest
Old River 
Road

Pensinger Road Taft Highway
Class II Bike 
Lane

2.5  $224,800 

Kern 
County

Northwest Olive Drive Coffee Road Victor Street
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

1.7  $304,200 

Kern 
County

Northeast Olive Drive Sequoia Drive
N Chester 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Route

0.7  $6,700 

Bakersfield Northeast Palm Street Oak Street King Street
Complete 
Streets

2.5  $1,462,400 

Bakersfield Northwest Patton Way Snow Road
Hageman 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.8  $157,600 

Bakersfield Northeast Q Street
Columbus 
Street

24th Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.2  $105,500 

Bakersfield Northeast
Q Street 
Canal

California 
Avenue

Truxtun 
Avenue

Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.3  $290,000 

Bakersfield Southeast S H Street Berkshire Road Ming Avenue
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

3.5  $629,300 

Kern 
County

Southeast Segrue Road
San Emidio 
Street

Habecker 
Road

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.9  $47,500 

Caltrans Southeast SR-184 Brundage Lane
Mountain View 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

5.3  $475,700 
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Recommended Bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Kern 
County

Southeast Wood Lane
99 
Overcrossing

Castro Lane
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $12,600 

Bakersfield Northeast 18th Street 21st Street 17th Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $27,400 

Kern 
County

Southwest Baldwin Road Terrace Way Ming Avenue
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.8  $37,500 

Bakersfield Northeast
Bike/Ped 
Bridge (178)

Height Street Mirador Drive
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $3,000,000 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Chester 
Avenue

Merle Haggard 
Road

Norris Road
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

1.4  $252,800 

Kern 
County

Southeast
Comanche 
Drive

Panama Lane Muller Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

7.5  $678,100 

Kern 
County

Southeast
DiGiorgio 
Road

Pierce Drive
S Vineland 
Road

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

1.8  $319,500 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Douglas 
Street

McCray Street
Chester 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $44,100 

Kern 
County

Southeast Hall Road SR-184
Habecker 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $92,800 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Harris Road
Buena Vista 
Road

Wible Road
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

5.1  $913,700 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Merle 
Haggard 
Road

Chester 
Avenue

Airport Drive
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $88,800 

Bakersfield Southwest
Old River 
Road Canal

Taft Highway
Stockdale 
Highway

Class I Shared 
Use Path

7.8  $6,982,900 

Bakersfield Southeast Union Avenue SR-58 SR-119
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

5.0  $899,200 

Bakersfield Northeast
Washington 
Street

Edison 
Highway

Casa Loma 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.3  $206,600 

Kern 
County

Southeast Wood Lane Stine Road
99 
Overcrossing

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $24,200 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Bakersfield Northeast 30th Street Alder Street
Chester 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $16,800 

Bakersfield Northeast Baker Street
California 
Avenue

S King Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.4  $17,600 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Beardsley 
Avenue

McCray Street
Chester 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $45,900 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Berkshire 
Road

Ashe Road
Santana Sun 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

2.4  $119,000 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Kern 
County

Northeast
California 
Avenue

Mt Vernon 
Avenue

Edison 
Highway

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

0.6  $101,300 

Bakersfield
Northeast, 
Southeast

Cottonwood 
Road

Casa Loma 
Drive

Panama Road
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

5.0  $899,700 

Bakersfield Northeast Haley Street
Panorama 
Drive

Columbus 
Street

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.9  $78,200 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Hosking 
Avenue

Stine Road
S Union 
Avenue

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

3.0  $545,300 

Bakersfield Northeast
Jewett 
Avenue

Columbus 
Street

30th Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.8  $39,800 

Bakersfield Northeast
Mirador - 
Camino Real

178 
Overcrossing 
Path

Ridge Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.6  $27,800 

Kern 
County

Southeast
Mountain 
View Road

Fairfax Road
Comanche 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

5.0  $454,100 

Kern 
County

Southeast
Myrtle 
Avenue

DiGiorgio Road Panama Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $50,200 

Bakersfield Southeast Panama Lane
Comanche 
Drive

Cottonwood 
Road

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

8.1  $1,449,500 

Bakersfield Northeast
Quantico 
Avenue

California 
Avenue

Brundage 
Lane

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $49,600 

Bakersfield Northwest
Rail ROW 
Path

7th Standard 
Road

SR-99/Friant 
Kern Canal

Class I Shared 
Use Path

2.2  $2,004,400 

Kern 
County

Northeast Roberts Lane
Chester 
Avenue

Manor Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $47,500 

Kern 
County

Southwest, 
Southeast

S Union 
Avenue

Panama Road
Bear Mountain 
Boulevard

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

4.0  $722,800 

Bakersfield Northwest Snow Road Calloway Drive SR-99
Class II Bike 
Lane

2.3  $207,700 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

White Lane Union Avenue
Cottonwood 
Road

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $49,400 

Bakersfield Northeast Access Road Union Avenue
Monte Vista 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.3  $22,700 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Berkshire 
Road

Colony Street
Madison 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.8  $161,800 

Bakersfield Northwest
B'Field Cmns 
Connection

Coffee Road
Northwest 
Canal Path

Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.4  $392,000 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Brundage 
Lane

Madison Street
Edison 
Highway

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.9  $169,600 
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Recommended Bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Buena Vista 
Boulevard

Comanche 
Drive

Union Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

9.1  $817,300 

Kern 
County

Northeast
China Grade 
Loop

Carrere Street Manor Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.4  $37,900 

Kern 
County

Northeast
China Grade 
Loop

City Limit
Alfred Harrell 
Highway

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.9  $46,900 

Kern 
County

Northeast

Country Club 
Drive, Horace 
Mann Avenue, 
Pentz Street

College Avenue Center Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.8  $40,400 

Kern 
County

Northeast Day Avenue Manor Street
N Chester 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $44,500 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Ferguson 
Avenue

Chester 
Avenue

Manor Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $24,100 

Bakersfield Northeast
Golden State 
Avenue

21st Street 24th Street
Complete 
Streets

0.3  $185,300 

Bakersfield Southwest
Gosford Road 
Canal

Stockdale 
Highway

Panama Lane
Class I Shared 
Use Path

4.5  $4,084,200 

Kern 
County

Southeast
Habecker 
Road

Panama Road
DiGiorgio 
Road

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $49,900 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Harris Road-
Gasoline Alley

Wible Road Pacheco Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $62,600 

Caltrans Northwest SR-58 Allen Road Calloway Drive
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

1.5  $268,900 

Bakersfield Northeast
Kern River 
Parkway Bike 
Trail

Oildale Drive
Kern River 
Parkway Bike 
Trail

Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.3  $283,300 

Bakersfield Northwest Marella Way
Garnsey 
Avenue

Montclair 
Street

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $27,300 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

McCutchen 
Road

Buena Vista 
Road

Stine Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.0  $364,000 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

McKee Road Ashe Road
Ruggiano 
Street

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.8  $248,500 

Kern 
County

Northeast
N Chester 
Avenue

McKelvey 
Avenue

Manor Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.3  $23,300 

Kern 
County

Southeast Panama Road Habecker Road
S Comanche 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

3.5  $318,000 

Bakersfield Southeast Panama Road Main Street
Habecker 
Road

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

0.5  $92,700 

Kern 
County

Southwest Terrace Way A Street Baldwin Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $3,100 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Kern 
County

Northeast, 
Southeast

Vineland 
Road

Pioneer Drive SR-223
Class II Bike 
Lane

11.0  $993,200 

Bakersfield Northwest
Bike/Ped 
Bridge

36th Street Jeffrey Street
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.2  $3,000,000

Kern 
County

Southeast Castro Lane Wood Lane
La France 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $6,300 

Bakersfield Northwest Coffee Road Snow Road SR-58
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

3.0  $539,500 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

District 
Boulevard

Chaney Lane Stine Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

2.6  $238,400 

Kern 
County

Southeast Edison Road
Breckenridge 
Road

Edison 
Highway

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.8  $75,100 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Edwards 
Avenue

Mt Vernon 
Avenue

Oswell Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.2  $58,600 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Gosford Road Panama Lane
McCutchen 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $90,300 

Bakersfield Northwest
Jewetta 
Avenue

Palm Avenue Brimhall Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $45,000 

Bakersfield Northwest
N Rosedale 
Park Path

Campfire Drive
Jewetta 
Avenue

Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.2  $161,500 

Bakersfield Northeast
Noble Avenue 
Route

River 
Boulevard

Columbus 
Street

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

2.3  $114,800 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Nutmeg Drive
Half Moon 
Drive

Wilson Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $9,500 

Kern 
County

Southwest
Old River 
Road

Taft Highway Shafter Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.0  $361,900 

Bakersfield Northeast Oswell Street Brundage Lane Planz Road
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

2.0  $360,500 

Bakersfield Southeast Palm Avenue Westdale Drive Calloway Drive
Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $269,300 

Bakersfield Southwest
Quailwood - 
Quailridge

Truxtun 
Avenue

Stockdale 
Highway

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $50,800 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Shalimar 
Drive

Pioneer Drive Niles Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $24,800 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Ashe Road Phisto Place Taft Highway
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.5  $134,500 

Kern 
County

Northwest
Calloway 
Drive

SR-58 Brimhall Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $91,600 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Gosford Road
Stockdale 
Highway

Panama Lane
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

4.0  $717,200 
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Recommended Bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

H Street Taft Highway
Bear Mountain 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Route

4.2  $37,700 

Bakersfield Northeast
Kern Canyon 
Road

Vineland Road
Bedford Green 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $64,500 

Bakersfield Northwest
Mohawk 
Street

Hageman Road SR-58
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.3  $112,600 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Mountain 
Ridge Road

Panama Lane Taft Highway
Class II Bike 
Lane

2.0  $179,400 

Kern 
County

Southeast Muller Road
Comanche 
Drive

Oswell Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

6.0  $543,800 

Kern 
County

Northwest Norris Road Coffee Road Knudsen Drive
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.8  $91,200 

Bakersfield
Northeast, 
Southeast

Oswell Street
Columbus 
Street

Pico Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $64,500 

Kern 
County

Northeast Pesante Road Culver Street Center Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $3,100 

Bakersfield Southwest
Pin Oak 
Boulevard

Bear Creek 
Road

District 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.1  $57,000 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Planz Road Madison Street Muller Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

2.5  $225,900 

Bakersfield Northeast
Redbank 
Road

Fairfax Road Edison Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $272,300 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Sage Drive
Half Moon Bay 
Drive

Wilson Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $10,100 

Bakersfield Northeast
University 
Avenue

Panorama 
Drive

Columbus 
Street

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.7  $33,800 

Kern 
County

Northeast Valencia Drive Pioneer Drive
College 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $50,300 

Bakersfield Northwest Verdugo Lane Olive Drive Glenn Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

2.6  $236,800 

Bakersfield Northeast
Wenatchee 
Avenue

Panorama 
Drive

Columbus 
Street

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $50,900 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Akers Road McKee Road Taft Highway
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $45,800 

Bakersfield Northeast Auburn Street Fairfax Road Morning Drive
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.9  $82,300 

Bakersfield Northwest
Bike/Ped 
Bridge

20 feet 
downstream 
(southwest) 
of 24th Street 
bridge (Beach 
Park)

-
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $3,000,000 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Bakersfield Northwest
Bike/Ped 
Bridge

100 feet 
upstream 
(northeast) 
of 24th Street 
bridge (Beach 
Park)

-
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $3,000,000 

Bakersfield Southwest
Campus Park 
Drive

Buena Vista 
Road

White Lane
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.6  $144,300 

Bakersfield Northeast
College 
Avenue

College Avenue
Kern Canyon 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.5  $137,500 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Edgemont 
Drive

Half Moon 
Drive

Wilson Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $15,400 

Kern 
County

Northeast Edison Road
Edison 
Highway

SR-223
Class III Bike 
Route

9.7  $87,300 

Kern 
County

Southeast Fairfax Road Panama Road SR-223
Class III Bike 
Route

4.0  $36,100 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Half Moon 
Drive

Olympia Drive Olympia Drive
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

2.1  $105,500 

Kern 
County

Northwest James Road SR-65
Chester 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

3.5  $313,600 

Bakersfield Northwest
Mezzadro/
Alderbrk/
Lavina

Allen Road Allen Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

3.6  $181,500 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Monitor Street
Hosking 
Avenue

SR-119
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $90,000 

Bakersfield Southwest
Mountain 
Vista Drive

Sharktooth 
Peak Drive

Berkshire 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.8  $71,100 

Bakersfield Northeast
San Dimas 
Street

36th Street 38th Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $10,300 

Bakersfield Southeast Watts Drive Union Avenue
Cottonwood 
Road

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $24,700 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Bakersfield Northwest 21st Street
Kern River 
Parkway Bike 
Trail

Oak Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $16,100 

Kern 
County

Northwest Airport Drive
Bakersfield-
Glennville Road

Merle Haggard 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Route

1.9  $17,300 

Bakersfield
Northwest, 
Southwest

Allen Road Snow Road White Lane
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

7.0  $1,260,300 

Bakersfield Northwest
Bike/Ped 
Bridge

215 feet 
downstream 
(southwest) of 
State Route 99 
bridge (Yokuts 
Park)

-
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $3,000,000 
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Recommended Bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Kern 
County

Northeast
Breckenridge 
Road

SR-158
Comanche 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

4.3  $386,200 

Bakersfield Northeast
Christmas 
Tree Lane

Mt Vernon 
Avenue

Panorama 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.7  $82,600 

Bakersfield Northeast
Comanche 
Drive

Muller Road
Kern Canyon 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

5.9  $533,800 

Kern 
County

Northeast Culver Street Sterling Road Pasante Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $6,100 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

DiGiorgio 
Road

Union Avenue Pierce Drive
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.3  $383,700 

Kern 
County

Southeast
Hermosa 
Road

Fairfax Road
Comanche 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

5.0  $452,900 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Hosking 
Avenue

Union Avenue
Cottonwood 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $88,300 

Bakersfield Northwest
Meacham 
Road

Hageman Road
Clay Patrick 
Farr Way

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

2.3  $114,700 

Bakersfield Northwest Noriega Road Renfro Road Calloway Drive
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

2.7  $137,100 

Bakersfield Northwest
Old Farm 
Road

Snow Road
Hageman 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.0  $178,800 

Bakersfield Northwest
Old Town - 
Nantucket

Allen Road
Jewetta 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

3.3  $165,500 

Bakersfield Northeast
Panorama 
Connection

Panorama 
Drive

Carrier Canal
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $54,000 

Bakersfield Northwest Paul Avenue
Jewetta 
Avenue

Treasure 
Island Street

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.9  $44,900 

Kern 
County

Northwest Pegasus Drive
Merle Haggard 
Drive

Norris Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.8  $157,800 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Reliance Drive Panama Lane Reliance Drive
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

2.2  $108,300 

Bakersfield Northwest
Riverlakes 
Drive

Elizabeth 
Grove

Coffee Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.7  $87,100 

Kern 
County

Southeast
San Diego 
Street

DiGiorgio Road Panama Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.1  $54,400 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Stine Road SR-119 SR-223
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.0  $361,000 

Bakersfield Southwest
Sundale 
Avenue

Ming Avenue Stine Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.7  $85,200 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Ashe Road SR-119 SR-223
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.0  $361,300 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Breckenridge 
Road

End of Street
Comanche 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

4.5  $224,100 

Bakersfield Northwest
Chippewa - 
Yorkshire

Constitution 
Avenue

Verdugo Lane
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.9  $43,800 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Kern 
County

Southeast
DiGiorgio 
Road

Vineland Road
Comanche 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $272,800 

Bakersfield Northwest
Hagerman 
Road

Jenkins Road
Jewetta 
Avenue

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

1.5  $274,400 

Kern 
County

Southeast Hall Road Main Street
Habecker 
Road

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.4  $21,000 

Kern 
County

Southwest, 
Southeast

Houghton 
Road

Old River Road Union Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

6.0  $543,400 

Bakersfield Northwest
Iron Creek 
Goose Creek 
Court

Allen Road
Jasmine Park 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

3.7  $182,900 

Bakersfield Northwest
Kahala - 
Constitution 
Route

Hawaii Lane
Sundance 
Way

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.3  $66,900 

Bakersfield Southwest Ming Avenue Old River Road Gosford Road
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

3.0  $540,900 

Bakersfield Northwest Renfro Road Santa Fe Way
Culiacan 
Avenue

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

4.1  $733,700 

Bakersfield Southwest
River Run 
Boulevard

Ming Avenue
Buena Vista 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.9  $83,300 

Caltrans Northwest SR-58 Enos Lane Allen Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

6.0  $542,000 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Round 
Mountain 
Road

End of Street
China Grade 
Loop

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

9.8  $488,600 

Bakersfield Northwest Snow Road Allen Road Norris Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.4  $122,100 

Kern 
County

Southeast
Sunset 
Boulevard

SR-184 Vineland Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $93,200 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Wible Road SR-119 SR-223
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.0  $361,800 

Bakersfield Southwest
Buena Vista 
Road

Coulter Road SR-119
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.5  $134,900 

Bakersfield Southwest Camino Media Old River Road Gosford Road
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

1.3  $234,500 

Bakersfield Southwest
Chamber 
Boulevard

Allen Road
Grand Lakes 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

3.0  $152,200 

Bakersfield Northwest Coffee Road
7th Standard 
Road

Norris Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.5  $134,400 

Bakersfield Northwest
El Capitan 
Bike Route

Noriega Road
Old Farm 
Road

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.4  $21,900 
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Recommended Bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Ewoldsen
Oak Grove 
Street

N Half Moon 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.6  $30,500 

Bakersfield Southwest
Gossford 
Road

SR-119 SR-223
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.0  $361,200 

Bakersfield Southwest
Haggin Oaks 
Boulevard

Ming Avenue Limoges Way
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $26,200 

Bakersfield Northeast
La Costa 
Street

Christmas Tree 
Lane

Auburn Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.7  $33,700 

Bakersfield Northwest
Laurel Park - 
Wrangler

Bay Meadows 
Lane

Calloway Drive
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.8  $91,500 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Laurelglen 
Boulevard

Brookside 
Drive

Gosford Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.2  $18,200 

Bakersfield Northwest Nord Avenue
Seventh 
Standard Road

Stockdale 
Highway

Class II Bike 
Lane

6.0  $540,000 

Bakersfield Southwest
Ridge Oak 
Drive

Old River Road
Mountain Oak 
Road

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $13,800 

Bakersfield Northwest
Stellar 
Avenue

Old Farm Road
Campfire 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $16,800 

Bakersfield Southwest
Toluca Drive 
Route

Renfro Road Allen Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.5  $74,000 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Westwold 
Drive

Oak Grove 
Street

El Portal Drive
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.8  $40,100 

Bakersfield Northwest Yarnell Paul Avenue Calloway Drive
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $15,300 

Bakersfield Northwest
Almondale 
Park Path

Meadow Creek 
Street

Verdugo Lane
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $127,200 

Bakersfield Southwest
Campus Park 
Court

White Lane
Hemmingway 
Place

Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $90,000 

Bakersfield Northeast
Charger 
Avenue

La Costa Street Auburn Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.2  $59,300 

Bakersfield Northwest
Hawaii - 
Wailea

Allen Road Noriega Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.4  $19,000 

Caltrans Northwest SR-65 James Road
Merle Haggard 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.3  $203,000 

Bakersfield Southwest
McInnes - 
Westwold 
Path

McInnes 
Boulevard

Westwold 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $8,100 

Bakersfield Southwest
Mountain Oak 
- McInnes

Park Path
McInnes - 
Westwold 
Path

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $17,200 

Kern 
County

Northwest
Old Farm 
Road

SR-58
Mia Virginia 
Court

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $45,800 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Olympia Drive
Laurelglen 
Boulevard

Half Moon 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $24,300 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Bakersfield Northwest
Polo Park 
Shared Path

Old Farm Road
Bay Meadows 
Lane

Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.4  $332,900 

Bakersfield Northwest Reina Road Allen Road Verdugo Lane
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.5  $76,000 

Bakersfield/
Shafter

Northwest
Seventh 
Standard 
Road

Nord Avenue Rail Row Path
Class I Shared 
Use Path

6.5  $5,829,100 

Bakersfield Southwest
Chinon - 
Limoges 
Route

McInnes 
Boulevard

Haggin Oaks 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.4  $18,400 

Bakersfield Northwest
Clay Patrick 
Farr Way

Hageman Road SR-58
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.8  $73,900 

Bakersfield Northwest
Greenwich - 
Balvanera

Verdugo Lane Calloway Drive
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.6  $27,700 

Bakersfield Northwest Santa Fe Way
7th Standard 
Road

Hageman 
Road

Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

4.1  $745,600 

Bakersfield Northwest
Stockdale 
Highway

Claudia 
Autumn Drive

Enos Lane
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.8  $429,400 

Kern 
County

Northeast
Braeburn 
Drive

Country Club 
Drive

College 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.6  $54,900 

Kern 
County

Northwest
Hageman 
Road

Jenkins Road Nord Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

2.5  $225,800 

Kern 
County

Northwest Heath Road Hageman Road
Stockdale 
Highway

Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $270,400 

Bakersfield Northwest Palm Avenue Renfro Road Heath Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $90,200 

Bakersfield Southwest Panama Lane SR-43
Buena Vista 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

7.0  $631,200 

Bakersfield Northwest Polo Drive Dapple Way
Meadow Creek 
Street

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $13,200 

Bakersfield Southwest
Scarlet Oak 
Boulevard

High Oak Drive
Mc Innes 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $10,600 

Kern 
County

Northwest Superior Road SR-58
Stockdale 
Highway

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.0  $180,900 

Caltrans Northeast
Alfred Harrell 
Highway Path

Morning Drive Existing Class I
Class I Shared 
Use Path

2.1  $1,853,000 

Bakersfield Southwest Allen Road Pensinger Road SR-119
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.0  $360,100 

Caltrans Northeast
Kern Canyon 
Road

View Street
Ranchiera 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.2  $198,000 

Bakersfield Northeast
Masterson 
Street

Comanche 
Drive

Kern Canyon 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.4  $214,500 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Bakersfield Southwest
Mc Innes 
Boulevard

Scarlet Oak 
Boulevard

St Gobain 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $7,900 

Kern 
County

Northwest
Meacham 
Road

Nord Avenue Allen Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $271,100 

Bakersfield Northeast
Northeast 
Bakersfield 
Path

Paladino Drive
Morning Drive 
Path

Class I Shared 
Use Path

2.7  $2,431,300 

Bakersfield Northeast Paladino Drive Morning Drive
Alfred Harrell 
Highway

Class III Bike 
Route

2.4  $21,800 

Bakersfield Southwest
St Gobain 
Street

Mc Innes 
Boulevard

Broad Oak 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $8,300 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Bear Mountain 
Boulevard

Coles Levee 
Road

Unioin Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

13.0  $1,170,700 

Kern 
County

Northwest Brimhall Road Enos Lane Rudd Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.5  $406,900 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

El Portal Drive
Laurelglen 
Boulevard

Westwold 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $9,200 

Bakersfield Southwest
High Oak 
Drive

Mountain Oak 
Drive

Scarlet Oak 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $9,800 

Bakersfield Southwest
Mountain Park 
Drive

Kern River 
Parkway

River Run 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $8,800 

Bakersfield Southwest
Outingdale 
Drive

El Portal Drive Ashe Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.7  $36,400 

Bakersfield Northwest Reina Road Nord Avenue Allen Road
Class III Bike 
Route

3.0  $26,900 

Bakersfield Southwest
White Oak 
Drive

Old River Road
Mountain Oak 
Road

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $11,700 

Bakersfield Southwest
Broad Oak 
Avenue

St Gobain 
Street

Oak Grove 
Street

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $8,400 

Bakersfield Southwest Oak Grove
Westwold 
Drive

Broad Oak 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $3,700 

Bakersfield Northwest Rudd Avenue Palm Avenue Brimhall Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $45,000 

Kern 
County

Southwest, 
Southeast

Shafter Road Old River Road H Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

5.0  $250,100 

Bakersfield Northwest
Bike/Ped 
Bridge

175 feet 
downstream 
(southwest) of 
Coffee Road 
bridge

-
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $3,000,000 

Bakersfield Northeast
Camino 
Grande

Alfred Harrell
NE Bakersfield 
Path

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.3  $64,700 

Kern 
County

Northwest Iron Oak Way Norris Road Exodus Lane
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $5,000 

Recommended Bikeways in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length 

(miles)
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Bakersfield Northwest Kelvin Grove Exodus Lane
Elizabeth 
Grove Court

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $10,600 

Bakersfield Northeast
Lake Ming 
Road

Rudal Road
Alfred Harrell 
Highway

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.3  $30,700 

Bakersfield Southwest
Mountain Oak 
Road

White Oak 
Drive

High Oak 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $5,000 

Bakersfield Northeast
Rancheria 
Road

Equestrian 
Center

Kern Canyon 
Road

Class III Bike 
Route

0.4  $3,300 

Bakersfield Northeast
Bike/Ped 
Bridge

Northwest 
Canal path

-
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $3,000,000

Bakersfield Northwest Exodus Lane Kelvin Grove Iron Oak Way
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $11,900 

Kern 
County

Northwest Palm Avenue Wagis Avenue Heath Road
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $24,900 

Total $167,818,200 
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Outside of Downtown Bakersfield, end-of-trip facilities are 

lacking. Short-term bicycle parking is primarily recommended 

at education facilities, particularly elementary and middle 

schools. Short-term bicycle parking is also recommended at San 

Joaquin Community Hospital and the Rabobank Arena. Long-

term bicycle parking is recommended at high schools, colleges, 

universities, and the four Golden Empire Transit Centers. These 

recommendations are listed in Table 2-13 and mapped in Figure 

2-18 through Figure 2-22. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, 

though bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities 

in Metropolitan Bakersfield, including schools, libraries, hospitals, 

and more. See Section 1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for 

more information regarding end-of-trip facilities and best 

practices.

Table 2-13: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Metropolitan Bakersfield

Location Type Quantity

Rabobank Arena Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

San Joaquin Valley 

College
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

McKinley Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Jefferson Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Bessie E. Owens Primary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Frank West Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Valley Oaks Charter Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

East Bakersfield High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Horace Mann Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Mt. Vernon Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Highland High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Casa Loma Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12
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Location Type Quantity

Alicante Avenue 

Elementary
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Myrtle Avenue Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Nueva Continuation High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Lamont Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

West High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Roy W. Loudon 

Elementary
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Colonel Howard Nichols 

Elementary
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Ronald Reagan 

Elementary
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Raffaello Palla Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Fairview Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Donald E. Suburu Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Bill L. Williams Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Discovery Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Christa McAuliffe 

Elementary
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Almondale Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Wayside Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Rabobank Arena Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

San Joaquin Valley 

College
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

McKinley Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Jefferson Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Bessie E. Owens Primary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Frank West Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Valley Oaks Charter Short-term Bicycle Parking 12
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Location Type Quantity

East Bakersfield High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Horace Mann Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Mt. Vernon Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Highland High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Casa Loma Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Alicante Avenue 

Elementary
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Myrtle Avenue Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Nueva Continuation High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Lamont Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

West High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Roy W. Loudon 

Elementary
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Colonel Howard Nichols 

Elementary
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Ronald Reagan 

Elementary
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Raffaello Palla Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Fairview Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Donald E. Suburu Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Bill L. Williams Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Discovery Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Christa McAuliffe 

Elementary
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Almondale Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Wayside Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Stockdale Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Laurelglen Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Sing Lum Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued
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Location Type Quantity

Fruitvale Junior High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Bessie E. Owens 

Intermediate
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Bakersfield City Hall Short-term Bicycle Parking 2

San Joaquin Community 

Hospital
Short-term Bicycle Parking 2

Chester Loop Shopping 

Center (Oildale)
Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Standard Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

North Beardsley Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Sears Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

North Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

McCray Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

North Meadows Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

North Highland Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Stonecreek Junior High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

CSUB Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Kaplan College Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Kern Community College Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Vista Continuation High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Washington Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

South High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

East Bakersfield High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Sierra Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Curran Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Mountain View Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

West High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Stockdale High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3
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Location Type Quantity

Earl Warren Junior High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Liberty High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Greenfield Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Centennial High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

North High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Rosedale Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Tevis Junior High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Horizon Elementary Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Golden Valley High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Freedom Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Frontier High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Ridgeview High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Standard Elementary Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Walter Stiern Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Fred L. Thompson Junior 

High
Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Sunset Elementary/Middle 

School
Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Fruitvale Junior High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

McKee Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Kern Workforce 2000 

Academy
Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Bakersfield Amtrak 

Station
Long-term Bicycle Parking 2

Bakersfield Transit Center Long-term Bicycle Parking 2

Bakersfield College 

Transit Center
Long-term Bicycle Parking 2

Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued
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Regional Connections

Regional connections play an important role in Metropolitan 

Bakersfield because they provide connectivity to adjacent 

communities, such as Arvin, Lake Isabella and Bodfish, the Greater 

Taft area, and Shafter. Regional connections were previously 

proposed in the Kern County Bicycle Master Plan from 2012 and 

are mapped in Figure 2-17. It should also be noted that on-going 

community planning efforts have identified additional potential 

regional connections. For example, the Draft Grapevine Specific 

and Community Plan proposes a system of trails that would 

enhance local non-motorized connections while establishing links 

to other communities throughout the county. 
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Figure 5‑3: Proposed Bicycle Facilities in Kern County
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Figure 2-17: Recommended Regional Connections in Kern County 

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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Figure 2-19: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Northeast Metropolitan Bakersfield
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Figure 2-20: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Southeast Metropolitan Bakersfield



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN116

BRUNDAGE LN

G
O

S
FO

R
D

 R
D

S 
K

IN
G

 S
T

M
O

U
N

TA
IN

 V
IS

TA
 D

R

S 
U

N
IO

N
 A

V

R
E

A
L 

R
D

PLANZ RD

E PACHECO RD

MING AV

PANAMA LN

TAFT HWY

PACHECO RD E
V

E
 S

T

HOSKING AV

P
I N

OAK
PARK

B
LV

D

HESKETH DR

ST
IN

E
 R

D

ONEILL AV

WHITE LN

M
O

N
IT

O
R

 S
T

FAIRVIEW RD

MC KEE RD

STOCKDALE HWY

CALCUTTA DR

R
A

ID
E

R
 D

R

LA
URE

L
D

R

PA
R

K
V

IEW
D

R

G
A

R
B

E
R

 W
Y

ASTOR AV

WILSON RD

E 3RD ST

E
Y

E
 S

T

H
O

LT
B

Y
 R

D

P
 S

T

S 
H

 S
T

B
U

E
N

A
 V

IS
TA

 R
D

BERKSHIRE RD

HARRIS RDY
O

U
N

G
 S

T

O
A

K
 S

T

HUDSON DR

MC CUTCHEN RD

CAMPUS PARK DR

SHAFTER RD

S 
I S

T

M
A

D
IS

O
N

 S
T

PENSINGER RD

A
L

LE
N

 R
D

BEAR MOUNTAIN BLVD

5 N
O

RTH HW
Y

WATTS DR

P
R

O
G

R
E

S
S

 R
D

D
O

LL
Y

 R
D

S 
E

N
O

S
 L

N

BRUNDAGE LN

SUNDALE AVE
WOOD LN

C
H

E
S

T
E

R
A

V

ECHO AV

PANAMA LN

K
E

R
N

 IS
L

A
N

D
 C

A
N

A
L

GISFO
RD

RD
C

A
N

A
L

ARVIN EDISON CANAL

WHITE LANE

C
A

LLO
W

A
Y

 D
R

G
O

SS
F

O
R

D
 R

D

O
LD

 R
IV

ER
 R

D
 C

A
N

A
L

HOUGHTON RDO
L

D
 R

IV
E

R
 R

D

A
S

H
E

 R
D

B
U

E
N

A
 V

IS
TA

 R
D

H
E

A
T

H
R

D

R
E

N
F

R
O

 R
D

TOLUCA DR ROUTE

CAMINO MEDIA

CHAMBER
BLVD

HALF MOON DR

Ã204

Ã223

Ã119

Ã58

Ã43

Ã99

¥5

KERN REGION
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

BAKERSFIELD METRO
SOUTHWEST AREA

0 1 2
Miles ±Data Sources: Kern Council of 

Governments, NHGIS, Caltrans

MAP EXTENT

Recommended End-of-Trip
Facilities

Short-term Bicycle Parking

Long-term Bicycle Parking

Network Improvements

Class I Shared Use Path

Class II Bike Lane

Class II Buffered Bike
Lane

Class III Bike Boulevard

Class III Bike Route

Complete Streets

Bikeway Studies

Existing Bikeways

Class I Shared Use Path

Class II Bike Lane

Class III Bike Route

Figure 2-21: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Southwest Metropolitan Bakersfield
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

This Plan presents nearly 200 miles of pedestrian improvements 

in Metropolitan Bakersfield, including corridor improvements (e.g., 

sidewalk gap closure, traffic calming, crossing improvements) and 

crossing improvements. These enhancements address the area’s 

history of pedestrian-involved collisions and provide connections 

to key destinations such as schools, parks, and commercial 

activity. Generally, older residential areas of Metropolitan 

Bakersfield are deficient in sidewalks and installation of new 

sidewalks is a high priority. For more information on improvement 

categories and pedestrian facility types, refer to Section 1.

Pedestrian recommendations in northwest Metropolitan 

Bakersfield include crossing improvements along major roadways 

such as State Route 58, Gosford Road, White Lane, and Oak 

Street. Corridor improvements, including sidewalk gap closure 

and crosswalk enhancements, are recommended along Olive 

Drive, Renfro Road, Calloway Drive, Merle Haggard Drive, Ming 

Avenue, Jewetta Avenue, and Brimhall Road. 

In northeast Metropolitan Bakersfield, corridor improvements 

are recommended along major north-south and east-west 

corridors such as California Avenue, Columbus Street, Panorama 

Drive, and Mount Vernon Avenue. Crossing improvements are 

recommended on Oswell Street. Complete Streets applications 

are recommended along major corridors such as Brundage Lane, 

Union Avenue, and Niles Street. In Downtown Bakersfield, corridor 

improvements like traffic calming, crossing improvements, and 

sidewalk improvements are recommended along 23rd Street, 

24th Street, Golden State Avenue, and around Garces Circle. 

Additionally, corridor improvements on Wall Street could include 

pedestrian-only zones with walkways, lighting, art, and more. 

Crossing Improvements are recommended on F Street, H Street, L 

Street, 21st Street, 28th Street, and Truxtun Avenue. 

In southeast Metropolitan Bakersfield, recommended corridor 

improvements, such as sidewalk gap closure and traffic calming 

elements, are concentrated along Taft Highway and Hosking 

Avenue. Corridor improvements are also recommended in Lamont 

along Panama Road, Myrtle Avenue, and San Diego Street to 
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create a stronger pedestrian network and to improve connections 

to schools and parks. Corridor improvements are also proposed 

along State Route 184, which runs through both Lamont and 

Weedpatch, to address a history of pedestrian-related collisions. 

Crossing improvements are recommended along South Chester 

Avenue, Wilson Road, White Lane, East Pacheco Road, Panama 

Lane, and Union Avenue.

In southwest Metropolitan Bakersfield, corridor improvements 

are recommended along Old River Road, Harris Road, and Wible 

Road. The Complete Street recommended for Olive Drive will also 

provide pedestrian corridor improvements. Additionally, White 

Lane, Gosford Road, Pacheco Road, Planz Road, and McCutchen 

Road were identified by community stakeholders as roadways 

in need of crossing improvements. All recommended pedestrian 

projects are listed in Table 2-14 and mapped in Figure 2-23 

through Figure 2-28. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. 
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Table 2-14: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Metropolitan Bakersfield

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type

Length 
(miles) / 
# Units

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Kern County Southeast Segrue Road
San Emidio 
Street

Habecker 
Road

Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.0  $181,300 

Kern County Southeast Hall Road
San Diego 
Street

Main Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $660,000*

Kern County Southeast
Wharton 
Avenue

San Emidio 
Street

Myrtle 
Avenue

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.7  $132,200 

Kern County Northeast
College 
Avenue

Mt. Vernon 
Avenue

Oswell Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.0  $1,210,000* 

Bakersfield Northeast
Mt Vernon 
Avenue

California 
Avenue

Brundage 
Lane

Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.0  $1,120,000* 

Kern County Southeast Belle Terrace Stine Road H Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.5  $2,220,000* 

Kern County Southeast
Mountain View 
Road

RR xing
Sherman 
Road

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.8  $900,000 

Bakersfield Southwest Renfro Road Johnson Road -
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Bakersfield Southeast
Wharton 
Avenue

Main Street -
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Bakersfield Northeast 21st Street F Street M Street
Crossing 
Improvements

0.5  $39,700 

Bakersfield Northeast 18th Street F Street
Mill Creek 
Park

Crossing 
Improvements

0.8  $71,800 

Bakersfield Northeast L Street
Brundage 
Lane

Golden State 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

2.2  $184,000 

Bakersfield Northeast H Street
Brundage 
Lane

Golden State 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

2.4  $200,400 

Bakersfield
Northwest, 
Northeast

Truxtun 
Avenue

Oak Street
Mt Vernon 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

4.2  $356,700 

Bakersfield
Northeast, 
Southeast

Chester 
Avenue

Golden State 
Avenue

Planz Road
Crossing 
Improvements

4.4  $374,800 

Bakersfield Northeast Wall Street F Street
Mill Creek 
Park

Corridor 
Improvement

0.9  $1,500,000 

Caltrans Southwest Ming Avenue Gosford Road
S Union 
Avenue

Corridor 
Improvement

5.2  $1,423,100 

Caltrans
Northeast, 
Southeast

SR-184
Brundage 
Lane

E Bear 
Mountain 
Boulevard

Corridor 
Improvement

10.0  $2,763,100 

Bakersfield Southeast Wilson Road Wible Road H Street
Corridor 
Improvement

1.0  $278,000 

Bakersfield Northeast
Chester 
Avenue

Beardsley 
Avenue

30th Street
Corridor 
Improvement

1.4  $390,300 

Bakersfield Northeast Flower Street Union Avenue
Mt Vernon 
Street

Corridor 
Improvement

2.1  $570,100 

*Cost estimates provided by County of Kern Department of Public Works
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Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type

Length 
(miles) / 
# Units

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Bakersfield Southwest Wible Road SR-58
Taft 
Highway/
Panama Road

Corridor 
Improvement

5.9  $1,632,300 

Kern County Southeast Myrtle Avenue Panama Lane
Wharton 
Avenue

Corridor 
Improvement

0.9  $258,600 

Caltrans Northeast
Golden State 
Avenue

Kern River 
Parkway Bike 
Trail

24th Street
Corridor 
Improvement

1.5  $419,000 

Bakersfield Northeast
Panorama 
Drive

Columbus 
Street

Morning Drive
Corridor 
Improvement

5.8  $1,587,000 

Bakersfield Northeast
Virginia 
Avenue

Oswell Street Sterling Road
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.5  $660,000 

Bakersfield Northeast Virginia Street Niles Street Ridge Road
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.6  $1,120,000 

Bakersfield Southeast
S Chester 
Avenue

Ming Avenue Union Avenue
Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.7  $1,820,000* 

Bakersfield Northeast
N Chester 
Avenue

Universe 
Avenue

Kern River 
Bike Trail

Sidewalk 
Improvement

2.1  $2,050,000 

Kern County Southeast Madison Street Belle Terrace
Casa Loma 
Drive

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.4  $470,000* 

Kern County
Southwest, 
Southeast

Panama Road Gilbert Street
Habecker 
Road

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.7  $1,820,000 

Kern County Southeast
Buena Vista 
Boulevard

May Street
Buena Vista 
Boulevard 
Mobile Park

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.7  $900,000*

Kern County Northeast
China Grade 
Loop

Chester 
Avenue

Manor Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.5  $1,120,000* 

Kern County Northeast Union Avenue McKee Road Taft Highway
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.5  $660,000* 

Kern County Northeast
Columbus 
Street

Loma Linda 
Drive

Alta Vista 
Drive

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.2  $470,000* 

Kern County Southeast Lana St CA-184
Carnation 
Ave

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $48,100 

Kern County
Southwest, 
Southeast

White Lane Kenny St S Union Ave
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $56,800 

Kern County Southeast
Di Giorgio 
Road

Pierce Drive SR-184
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.7  $900,000* 

Kern County Northeast
Potomac 
Avenue

Collins Way Oswell Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.7  $1,820,000* 

Bakersfield Southeast Belle Terrace Dawn Street
Cottonwood 
Road

Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.3  $1,460,000* 

Bakersfield Southwest Stine Road
Stockdale 
Highway

Park Circle 
Drive

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.8  $900,000* 

Kern County Northeast
Alta Vista 
Drive

Bernard Street
Panorama 
Drive

Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.1  $1,210,000* 

*Cost estimates provided by County of Kern Department of Public Works
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type

Length 
(miles) / 
# Units

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Kern County Northeast Pioneer Drive
Normandy 
Drive

Morning Drive
Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.4  $1,590,000* 

Kern County
Southwest, 
Southeast

McKee Road H Street
Shannon 
Drive

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.5  $660,000* 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Pacheco Road Gordon Street Sparks Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.6  $900,000* 

Kern County
Southwest, 
Southeast

Shannon Drive Astor Avenue McKee Road
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $440,000*

Kern County Northeast Sterling Road Hillburn Road Niles Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $440,000*

Kern County Southeast Panama Road
Habecker 
Road

Main Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.5  $98,400 

Kern County Southeast
Habecker 
Road

Panama Road Segrue Road
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.7  $142,400 

Kern County Northwest Sanford Drive
Castaic 
Avenue

McKinley 
Avenue

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $54,000 

Kern County Southeast Bonita Road Main Street
Habecker 
Road

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.5  $97,400 

Kern County Southeast
Di Giorgio 
Road

Fairfax Road Main Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.0  $189,600 

Bakersfield Northeast 28th Street F Street
Golden State 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

0.5  $39,500 

Bakersfield Northeast F Street 30th Street
Truxton 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

0.9  $78,500 

Kern County Northeast Decatur Street
N Chester 
Avenue

Sandord 
Drive

Crossing 
Improvements

1.3  $106,500 

Kern County Northeast
McCray Street, 
Oildale Drive

W China 
Grade Loop

Roberts Lane
Crossing 
Improvements

1.3  $107,500 

Kern County Northeast Pioneer Drive Oswell Street
Normandy 
Drive

Crossing 
Improvements

1.5  $123,500 

Bakersfield Northeast
Chester 
Avenue

China Grade 
Loop

Planz Road
Crossing 
Improvements

1.5  $128,000 

Kern County Northeast Roberts Lane Sanford Lane Manor Street
Crossing 
Improvements

1.8  $150,200 

Bakersfield Northeast Oswell Street
Edison 
Highway

Columbus 
Street

Crossing 
Improvements

2.3  $197,100 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Union Avenue 21st Street
California 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

0.7  $56,100 

Kern County Northwest Airport Drive Norris Road Roberts Lane
Crossing 
Improvements

0.7  $63,200 

Bakersfield Northeast Baker Street
E California 
Avenue

Niles Street
Crossing 
Improvements

1.0  $82,900 

*Cost estimates provided by County of Kern Department of Public Works
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type

Length 
(miles) / 
# Units

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Kern County Northeast
W China 
Grade Loop

Airport Drive
N Chester 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

1.0  $86,100 

Caltrans Northwest SR-58
Camino Del 
Rio Court

Nord Avenue
Crossing 
Improvements

8.5  $725,800 

Bakersfield Southeast Echo Avenue Castro Lane Benton Street
Crossing 
Improvements

0.4  $30,300 

Bakersfield Northeast Oak Street 24th Street
Rosa Parks 
Highway

Crossing 
Improvements

1.9  $165,600 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Planz Road Stine Road S H Street
Crossing 
Improvements

2.0  $170,800 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Monitor Street
Merrimac 
Avenue

Berkshire 
Road

Corridor 
Improvement

2.3  $632,500 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Pacheco Road Stine Road
Monitor 
Street

Crossing 
Improvements

2.5  $215,600 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

White Lane
Buena Vista 
Road

S Union 
Avenue

Corridor 
Improvement

7.3  $2,007,500 

Kern County
Southwest, 
Southeast

E Fairview 
Road

Hughes Lane Farrel Drive
Corridor 
Improvement

2.2  $605,000 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Panama Lane Stine Road
S Union 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

3.0  $257,200 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Hosking 
Avenue

Stine Road
Golden State 
Highway

Crossing 
Improvements

1.7  $142,700 

Bakersfield Northeast Oswell Street
Edison 
Highway

Brundage 
Lane

Corridor 
Improvement

0.9  $247,000 

Caltrans Northeast 23rd Street 24th Street Q Street
Corridor 
Improvement

1.0  $278,300 

Caltrans Northeast 24th Street Oak Street Q Street
Corridor 
Improvement

1.6  $435,500 

Bakersfield Northeast Morning Drive
College 
Avenue

Brundage 
Lane

Corridor 
Improvement

2.0  $550,500 

Bakersfield Northeast
Columbus 
Street

Chester 
Avenue

Panorama 
Drive

Corridor 
Improvement

4.7  $1,286,900 

Bakersfield Northwest Olive Drive Renfro Road Sanford Drive
Corridor 
Improvement

6.5  $1,775,800 

Bakersfield Southeast Panama Road Wible Road Main Street
Corridor 
Improvement

7.0  $1,935,900 

Kern County Northeast McCray Street
Merle Haggard 
Drive

China Grade 
Loop

Corridor 
Improvement

1.0  $266,500 

Bakersfield Northeast Fairfax Road
Brundage 
Lane

Muller Road
Corridor 
Improvement

1.9  $514,400 

Kern County Northeast Pioneer Drive Oswell Street Morning Drive
Corridor 
Improvement

0.6  $152,500 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Panama Lane Union Avenue
Cottonwood 
Road

Corridor 
Improvement

1.0  $273,600 

Bakersfield Northwest
Kratzmeyer 
Road

Enos Lane Nord Avenue
Corridor 
Improvement

3.0  $830,600 

Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type

Length 
(miles) / 
# Units

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Pensinger 
Road

Buena Vista 
Road

Wible Road
Corridor 
Improvement

5.1  $1,396,400 

Bakersfield
Northwest, 
Southwest

Calloway Drive Olive Drive Harris Road
Corridor 
Improvement

7.7  $2,119,700 

Caltrans Northwest SR-58
Camino Del 
Rio Court

Oak Street
Corridor 
Improvement

0.5  $149,200 

Bakersfield Northeast
Mt Vernon 
Avenue

Panorama 
Drive

Columbus 
Street

Corridor 
Improvement

1.0  $288,200 

Kern County Northeast
Brundage 
Lane

Fairfax Road
VineLane 
Road

Corridor 
Improvement

1.9  $527,500 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Hosking 
Avenue

99 FreeWay
Cottonwood 
Road

Corridor 
Improvement

2.3  $642,900 

Bakersfield Northwest Brimhall Road Renfro Road Coffee Road
Corridor 
Improvement

4.0  $1,104,200 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County Southeast Hall Road
San Emidio 
Street

Habecker 
Road

Corridor 
Improvement

1.0  $141,300 

Kern County Southeast
Carnation 
Avenue

Mc Kee Road Panama Road
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.5  $660,000* 

Kern County Southeast
Dunnsmere 
Street

San Diego 
Street

SR-184
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.2  $440,000* 

Kern County Southeast Field Street
Di Giorgio 
Road

Tri Duncan 
Avenue

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.5  $660,000* 

Kern County Southeast Collison Street Main Street
Carnation 
Avenue

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.2  $47,500 

Kern County Southeast McKee Road Main Street
Carnation 
Avenue

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $49,200 

Kern County Southeast
Reynolds 
Street

Whirlaway 
Street

Main Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $56,200 

Kern County Southeast
Man O War 
Street

Whirlaway 
Street

Main Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $59,400 

Bakersfield Northwest Verdugo Lane
Hageman 
Road

SR-58
Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.0  $187,400 

Bakersfield Northwest
Coffee Road 
Path

Truxtun 
Avenue

Kern River 
Parkway

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.1  $12,000 

Bakersfield Northwest Santa Fe Way Reina Road
Hageman 
Road

Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.3  $247,400 

Kern County
Southwest, 
Southeast

Garber Way Bryant Street
Malibar 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

0.4  $32,200 

Bakersfield Southwest Gossford Road
Stockdale 
Highway

Panama Lane
Crossing 
Improvements

4.0  $341,400 

Bakersfield
Southwest, 
Southeast

Ashe Road McKee Road Taft Highway
Crossing 
Improvements

0.5  $42,800 

Kern County Southeast
San Diego 
Street

Burgundy 
Avenue

Wharton 
Avenue

Corridor 
Improvement

0.7  $189,600 

*Cost estimates provided by County of Kern Department of Public Works
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Map 
Quadrant

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type

Length 
(miles) / 
# Units

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Bakersfield Northwest
Jewetta 
Avenue

Olive Drive SR-58
Corridor 
Improvement

2.5  $674,200 

Kern County
Northwest, 
Northeast

Merle Haggard 
Drive

Pegasus Road
Chester 
Avenue

Corridor 
Improvement

3.1  $844,200 

Bakersfield Northwest
Jewetta 
Avenue

SR-58
Pecos River 
Drive

Corridor 
Improvement

1.4  $378,000 

Bakersfield Northwest Renfro Road SR-58
Stockdale 
Highway

Corridor 
Improvement

2.0  $550,700 

Bakersfield Southwest Ming Avenue
Old River 
Road

Gossford 
Road

Corridor 
Improvement

1.2  $339,100 

Bakersfield Northwest
Clay Patrick 
Farr Way

Hageman 
Road

SR-58
Corridor 
Improvement

1.1  $289,800 

Kern County Southeast Bertal Street CA-184
Carnation 
Avenue

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.2  $45,900 

Kern County Southeast Burger Way
San Diego 
Street

San Fernando 
Street

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.1  $26,600 

Kern County Southeast
Delight 
Avenue

San Emideo St
San Diego 
Street

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.2  $40,200 

Kern County Southeast
Emperor 
Avenue

Howard Street
San Diego 
Street

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.1  $23,100 

Kern County Southeast Gilbert Street
Emperor 
Avenue

Panama Road
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.1  $24,600 

Kern County Southeast Hope Lane Tatum Street Habecker Rad
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.1  $18,700 

Kern County Southeast Howard Street
Emperor 
Avenue

Panama Rad
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.1  $24,600 

Kern County Southeast Montal Street CA-184
Carnation 
Avenue

Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $48,700 

Kern County Southeast Ribier Avenue
San Emideo 
Street

End of street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.1  $26,600 

Kern County Southeast
San Emidio 
Street

Delight 
Avenue

End of street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $54,000 

Kern County Southeast
San Fernando 
Street

Delight 
Avenue

Mataro Ct
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.2  $33,100 

Kern County Southeast San Gorgonio Panama Road Delight Ave
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.1  $9,700 

Kern County Southeast
Santa Ana 
Street

Hall Road Wharton Ave
Corridor 
Improvement

0.4  $118,000 

Kern County Southeast
Santa Barbara 
Street

Hall Road Wharton Ave
Corridor 
Improvement

0.4  $119,100 

Kern County Southeast
Santa Clara 
Street

Hall Road Wharton Ave
Corridor 
Improvement

0.4  $121,500 

Kern County Southeast Tatum Street Hope Lane Hall Road
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.1  $19,000 

Kern County
Southwest, 
Southeast

Union Avenue Fairview Road
Hosking 
Avenue

Corridor 
Improvement

1.5  $417,700 

Kern County Southeast Wilson Road Hope Lane End of Street
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.1  $20,800 

Total $68,973,500

Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Metropolitan Bakersfield continued
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Figure 2-23: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Metropolitan Bakersfield
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Figure 2-24: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Northwest Metropolitan Bakersfield
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Figure 2-25: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Northeast Metropolitan Bakersfield
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Figure 2-26: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Southeast Metropolitan Bakersfield
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Figure 2-27: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Southwest Metropolitan Bakersfield



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN132

KERN REGION

0 ¼ ½
MILES ±Data Sources: Kern Council of 

Governments, NHGIS, Caltrans

Network Improvements

Crossing Improvement

Corridor Improvement

Points of Interest

Transit

Shopping

K-12 School

Hospital

Government Building

Cultural

College or Adult School

Complete Streets
Class I Shared-Use Path

N
 S

T

A
 S

T

30TH ST

BERNARD ST

JE
W

E
T

T
 A

V

22ND ST

Q
 S

T

K
 S

T

B
 S

T

34TH ST

23RD ST

C
H

E
S

T
E

R
 A

V

24TH ST

F
 S

T

GOLDEN
STATE AVENUE

U
N

IO
N

 A
V

TRUXTUN AV

18TH ST

28TH ST

CALIFORNIA AV

Q
 S

T
 C

A
N

A
L

21ST ST
H

 S
T

WALL ST

U
N

IO
N

 A
V

C
H

E
S

T
E

R
 A

V

MILL CREEK PARK

21ST ST

FLOWER ST

B
R

U
N

D
A

G
E

 L
N

NILES ST

MAP EXTENT

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN

DOWNTOWN
BAKERSFIELD

Figure 2-28: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Downtown Bakersfield



SECTION 2: FOCUS AREA COMMUNITIES 133

FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Metropolitan 

Bakersfield are estimated at 3,832,000 annually for a mode share 

of 0.6 percent. Following implementation of the recommendations 

presented in this Plan, bicycling trips in Metropolitan Bakersfield 

are estimated to increase to between 4,180,000 and 18,712,000 

trips annually, for a mode share between 0.7 and 3.0 percent. 

Current walking trips in Metropolitan Bakersfield are estimated 

at 12,322,000 annually, with 

a mode share of 1.3 percent. 

Following implementation of 

this Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated to 

increase to between 17,168,000 

and 19,822,000 trips annually, 

for a mode share between 1.7 

and 6.7 percent. 

This projected increase in trips 

on foot and on bicycle will 

help Metropolitan Bakersfield 

improve its air quality by 

reducing the number of vehicle 

miles traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. Current Future 
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2-3: BUTTONWILLOW
CONTEXT
Buttonwillow is a small unincorporated community in western 

Kern County, with a population of approximately 1,500 as of 2010. 

The community contains primarily agricultural and industrial 

land. On the western and eastern edges of the community, small 

clusters of residential and commercial activity are present, as well 

as Buttonwillow’s few schools and public facilities. Parks and open 

space are limited to the southwest edge of the community. 

Buttonwillow qualifies as a disadvantaged community because 

its population is exposed to factors such as high poverty levels, 

pollution, and poor air quality. The recommendations made in this 

Plan assure that burdened areas of Buttonwillow fully share in the 

benefits of active transportation improvements. 

Maps showing the variation of these factors and land use 

information can be found in Appendix B.

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY

According to the American Community Survey (2014), there 

are zero daily bicycle commuters in Buttonwillow. However, 

the share of people walking to work (6.9 percent) is one of the 

highest among the cities and unincorporated areas included in 

this Plan, and is nearly triple state and nationwide levels. There 

are zero reported daily public transit commuters in the city 

and 11.7 percent of residents share a vehicle when commuting, 

leaving most commuting done driving alone. As Table 2-15 shows, 

however, this share of people driving alone is lower than county 

and national averages but slightly higher than the statewide 

average. 



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN136

Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Buttonwillow

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.01

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 6.8

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 73.9

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 11.7

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 4.2

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 3.4

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Buttonwillow currently has a single Class II bicycle lane on 1st 

Street. This east-west bikeway runs parallel to State Route 58 and 

connects residents to local destinations such as the Buttonwillow 

Public Library, Buttonwillow Elementary School, and churches.

Existing Class II bicycle lane on 1st 
Street in Buttonwillow

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-15: Buttonwillow Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County
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End-of-Trip Facilities

Bicycle parking exists at schools in Buttonwillow, but end-of-

trip facilities are lacking at other destinations like parks and 

commercial establishments. However, due to budget and staff 

restraints, field review was limited to targeted areas; thus, the 

observed bicycle parking locations are not exhaustive. Additional 

end-of-trip facilities, as recommended below, will help encourage 

Buttonwillow residents to make more trips by bicycle.

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Buttonwillow’s commercial streets have sidewalks, though 

existing crosswalks at intersections are poorly maintained. 

There are mid-block pedestrian crossing signs on State Route 

58 at Mirasol Avenue and along Meadow Street, adjacent to 

Buttonwillow Recreation Park. Recently, crosswalks were installed 

outside the park’s entrance at Cotton Avenue. There is a paved 

pedestrian path that winds around the park, which features 

pedestrian lighting, landscaping, benches, trash cans, and trees. A 

flashing beacon exists at Buttonwillow Drive and 1st Street, one of 

Buttonwillow’s major intersections.

Residential areas of Buttonwillow have inconsistent sidewalks; 

there are many gaps where lawns are extended to the road. 

Buttonwillow Union School has sidewalks on adjacent roads, 

and faded yellow crosswalks with pedestrian crossing signs 

and pavement markings. Recent expenditures on pedestrian 

infrastructure projects can be found in Appendix C.

Existing flashing beacon near a school 
in Buttonwillow
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TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
Kern Transit operates Buttonwillow’s dial-a-ride service within 

a majority of the community limits. The Pioneer Senior Center 

operates a route from Buttonwillow to Bakersfield. 

COLLISION HISTORY
In order to complete a collision analysis, five or more bicyclist- 

or pedestrian-involved collisions must have been reported in 

the five years prior to development of this Plan. Because five or 

less bicyclist- or pedestrian-involved collisions were reported in 

Buttonwillow in the past five years, collisions were not analyzed.

RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES 

Bikeways 

Overall, nearly 17 miles of bikeways are recommended throughout 

Buttonwillow. A lack of bicycle infrastructure combined with 

high-speeds make it difficult to ride a bicycle along State Route 

58. This Plan recommends a Complete Street on State Route 

58, between Buttonwillow Drive and Leslie Street, to better 

accommodate bicycling and walking. East of Leslie Street, a Class 

I shared-use path is recommended parallel to State Route 58, to 

connect the west and east sides of the community and provide 

access to the commercial area east of Interstate 5. Shared-use 

paths are also recommended along the irrigation ditch north of 

1st Street, and along East Side Canal. 

Buttonwillow’s existing bikeway network can be enhanced by 

adding buffers to the existing bicycle lane on 1st Street and 

installing a bicycle boulevard in Cotton Avenue that connects to 

Buttonwillow Recreation Park. Bicycle routes along Buttonwillow 

Drive, Sullivan Road, Wasco Way, and Old Tracy Avenue will help 

create more regional connections. All recommended bikeways 

are summarized in Table 2-16, detailed in Table 2-17, and mapped 

in Figure 2-29. 
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Table 2-16: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Buttonwillow

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-Use Path 4.7

Class II Bicycle Lane 0.6

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane 0.5

Class III Bicycle Boulevard 0.9

Class III Bicycle Route 8.9

Complete Streets 0.9

Total 16.5

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Caltrans SR-58
Buttonwillow 
Drive

Meadow 
Street

Complete 
Streets

0.9  $518,200 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Kern County 1st Street
Buttonwillow 
Drive

Miller Drive
Class II 
Buffered Bike 
Lane

0.5  $88,600 

Kern County
Buttonwillow 
Drive

SR-58 4th Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $26,600 

Kern County Main Street SR-58
Irrigation 
Ditch

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.2  $18,200 

Kern County Irrigation Ditch
Buttonwillow 
Drive

Cotton 
Avenue

Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.6  $535,400 

Kern County
Buttonwillow 
Drive

Irrigation 
Ditch

Sullivan Road
Class III Bike 
Route

0.7  $6,000 

Kern County East Side Canal Milo Avenue SR-58
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.4  $331,700 

Caltrans SR-58 Wasco Way Interstate 5
Class I Shared 
Use Path

3.7  $3,335,200 

Kern County Mirasol Avenue 2nd Street
South 
Community 
Limits

Class III Bike 
Route

0.4  $3,300 

Kern County Tracy Avenue Willow Drive SR-58
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.4  $38,500 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County
Old Tracy 
Avenue

Sullivan Road SR-58
Class III Bike 
Route

0.7  $6,400 

Kern County Cotton Avenue Miller Road
Meadow 
Street

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $12,900 

Kern County Milo Avenue Leslie Street
Meadow 
Street

Class III Bike 
Route

0.1  $1,300 

Kern County Sullivan Road
Buttonwillow 
Drive

Old Tracy 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Route

3.6  $32,400 

Kern County Wasco Way
7th Standard 
Road

SR-58
Class III Bike 
Route

3.4  $31,000 

Kern County Meadow Street Milo Avenue
Cotton 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $3,000 

Total  $4,988,700 

Table 2-17: Recommended Bikeways in Buttonwillow
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Installation of end-of-trip facilities in Buttonwillow is 

recommended in parks, schools, and the commercial area of 

Buttonwillow. Short-term bicycle parking is recommended at 

Buttonwillow Elementary to complement the existing long-term 

bicycle parking. All end-of-trip facilities recommendations are 

listed below. End-of-trip facilities recommended in Buttonwillow 

are listed in Table 2-18 below and shown in Figure 2-29.

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, 

though bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in 

Buttonwillow, including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See 

Section 1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information 

regarding end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Location Type Quantity

Buttonwillow Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Buttonwillow Center Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Buttonwillow Recreation 

Park
Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Table 2-18: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Buttonwillow
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Figure 2-29: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Buttonwillow
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

The recommended pedestrian facilities below will provide people 

walking in Buttonwillow with connections to key destinations such 

as schools, parks, and commercial activity. For more information 

on improvement categories and pedestrian facility types, refer to 

Section 2-3.

A Complete Street is recommended along State Route 58, which 

will include pedestrian improvements such as sidewalk gap 

closures and continental crosswalks, and mid-block crosswalks 

near destinations like Buttonwillow Union School and National 

Health Services Hospital. The proposed Class I shared-use paths 

will provide off-street routes for people walking to destinations 

in Buttonwillow. Crossing improvements at the intersection 

of Buttonwillow Drive and West 1st Street will provide better 

access to schools, parks, and commercial areas. Pedestrian 

recommended projects are listed in Table 2-19 and shown in 

Figure 2-30. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. 
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Table 2-19: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Buttonwillow

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length (miles) 

/ # Units
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Kern County

1st Street / 

Buttonwillow 

Drive

- -
Crossing Spot 

Improvement
2 $5,600

Kern County Tracy Avenue Willow Drive SR-58
Corridor 

Improvement
0.4  $117,600 

Total $123,200
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Figure 2-30: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Buttonwillow
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Buttonwillow are 

estimated at 2,000 annually for a mode share of 0.01 percent. 

Following implementation of the recommendations presented in 

this Plan, bicycling trips in Buttonwillow are estimated to increase 

to between 10,000 and 378,000 trips annually, for a mode share 

between 0.07 and 2.5 percent. 

Current walking trips in Buttonwillow are estimated at 

162,000 annually, with a mode share of 6.8 percent. Following 

implementation of this 

Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated 

to increase to between 

174,000 and 292,000 

trips annually, for a mode 

share between 7.3 and 12.2 

percent. 

This projected increase in 

trips on foot and on bicycle 

will help Buttonwillow 

improve its air quality by 

reducing the number of 

vehicle miles traveled and 

therefore reducing vehicle 

emissions. 
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2-4: CALIFORNIA CITY
CONTEXT
California City is primarily comprised of designated open 

space, with most of the city’s 13,200 people (according to 2015 

estimates) living in the central and western parts of the city. 

The western part of the city also contains the city’s primary 

commercial corridor, California City Boulevard, as well as 

industrial land. California City is surrounded primarily by open 

desert.

When compared to other communities in the Kern region, 

California City qualifies as less impacted by factors like poverty, 

pollution, and poor air quality. The recommendations made in 

this Plan assure that the city maintains its air quality and equally 

benefits from active transportation improvements. Maps showing 

the variation of these factors and more information about land 

use can be found in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Rates of commuting by bicycle in California City are significantly 

higher than countywide rates, accounting for roughly 1.5 percent, 

while walking is significantly lower than nationwide, statewide, 

and countywide rates. As Table 2-20 shows, commuting by public 

transit is also lower than countywide levels. Drive alone trips are 

higher than county, state, and national averages, and carpool trips 

are higher than nationwide rates but lower than statewide and 

countywide rates.

Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County California City
Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 1.3

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 0.4

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0.8

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 78.8

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 10.4

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 0.6

Work from 
home

4.3 5.3 3.0 7.7

Table 2-20: Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) in California City, 

Compared to the Nation, State, and County

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates
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EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

There are more than 10 miles of existing bikeways in California 

City, including a one-mile Class I shared-use path. Additionally, 

there are Class II bicycle lanes located on arterial and collector 

streets, providing connections to destinations such as schools, 

parks, churches, and commercial activity. Bikeways on California 

City Boulevard, North Loop Boulevard, and South Loop Boulevard 

provide east-west access, while the bicycle lane on Hacienda 

Boulevard provides north-south access to bicyclists. Existing 

bikeways are mapped in Figure 2-31.

End-of-Trip Facilities

California City has existing bicycle parking at Central Park, as 

documented in the City’s General Plan. However, due to budget 

and staff restraints, field review was limited to targeted areas; 

thus, the observed bicycle parking locations are not exhaustive 

and facilities may exist elsewhere in the city. Additional end-of-

trip facilities would encourage more trips by bicycle. The Project 

Team noticed an opportunity for additional bicycle parking at 

schools and along major business corridors. 

Existing Class I shared-use path in 
California City
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EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Sidewalks exist along the south side of California City Boulevard, 

from Yerba Boulevard to 82nd Street. From Yerba to Isabella 

Boulevard, the sidewalk is separated from the road by a wide, 

continuous dirt area that has trees providing shade for small 

stretches, but is otherwise empty. From 82nd to Hacienda 

Boulevard, sidewalks are mostly lacking on California City 

Boulevard. East of Hacienda, sidewalks are present on the north 

and south side of California City Boulevard, outside of a cluster 

of public facilities and strip malls. On the eastern edge of the 

developed part of California City, there are sidewalks on all streets 

bordering Central Park, on the sides of the roads adjacent to the 

park. Signalized pedestrian crossings exist at major intersections 

along California City Boulevard and a few unsignalized mid-block 

crossings exist. 

Generally, sidewalks and crossings are lacking on the city’s 

residential streets unless there is a school nearby. Near Ulrich 

Elementary School, 90th Street and Catalpa Avenue have 

sidewalks, faded continental crosswalks, and school crossing 

signage. Most other surrounding residential roads lack sidewalks 

and crossings. 

Adjacent to Hacienda Elementary School, Hacienda and Redwood 

Boulevards have sidewalks that are separated from the road by 

large dirt areas that mimic curb extensions. Sidewalks are missing, 

however, on the west side of Hacienda and the north side of 

Redwood Boulevard. Despite these gaps in the sidewalk network, 

the Project Team observed that each corner of the intersection 

at Hacienda and Redwood has paved, ADA-accessible curb 

Curb extensions and protective 
bollards separate vehicles 
from sidewalks near Hacienda 
Elementary
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ramps. The southeast corner of the intersection also has a bollard-

protected bulb out. This intersection outside Hacienda Elementary 

also has continental crosswalks, but they are faded and thus not 

very visible. The sidewalk on Redwood Boulevard continues east 

to 98th Street, where California City Middle School is located. The 

Middle School has a faded continental crosswalk that connects to 

a bicycle lane along the north side of Redwood.

Adjacent to California City High School, the east side of Rusche 

Boulevard has a sidewalk, which ends at Mendiburu Road to the 

north of the school. There are multiple curb ramps along this 

stretch of sidewalk and crosswalks at Bolden Drive and Poppy 

Boulevard. The Project Team noticed that the crosswalk at Poppy 

appears to connect to an informal, unpaved pedestrian path.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
California City provides a dial-a-ride service to the general public 

with discount fares available to seniors, persons with disabilities, 

and ADA-certified passengers. Dial-a-ride consists of curb-to-

curb, shared ride services available through appointments. In 

addition to the dial-a-ride services provided by the City, Kern 

Transit Routes 230 (Mojave – Ridgecrest) and 250 (California 

City – Lancaster) provide intercity transit options. The Mojave-

Ridgecrest Route serves Mojave, with stops in California City 

and Inyokern before arriving in Ridgecrest. The California 

City–Lancaster Route serves the communities of Mojave and 

Rosamond. Within California City, both routes operate on 

California City Boulevard.

There are two park-and-ride lots in California City and both are 

located on California City Boulevard. The park-and-ride lots have 

short-term bicycle parking though bicycle facilities do not exist on 

the surrounding streets. 

COLLISION HISTORY
In order to complete a collision analysis, five or more bicyclist- 

or pedestrian-involved collisions must have been reported in 

the five years prior to development of this Plan. Because five or 

less bicyclist- or pedestrian-involved collisions were reported in 

California City in the past five years, collisions were not analyzed.
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 

RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

In California City, the recommended bikeway network establishes 

better connections to major highways, and enhances user comfort 

along major corridors and near schools and parks. The majority 

of these recommendations are in the central part of the city, 

though a bicycle route along California City Boulevard between 

State Route 14 and Yerba Boulevard will improve regional 

connections. New bicycle lanes along Redwood Boulevard and 

Neuralia Boulevard, and bicycle routes on Sequoia Boulevard, 

Forest Boulevard, and Mediburu Road will provide connections to 

California City’s schools and homes. 

A Class I shared-use path along Yerba Rusche Creek will provide 

a safer connection to California City High School, while also 

providing recreational opportunities. This Plan also recommends 

a Complete Street along California City Boulevard between Yerba 

Boulevard and Randsburg Mojave Road. These recommendations 

are summarized in Table 2-21, detailed in Table 2-22, and shown in 

Figure 2-31. 

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. 

Table 2-21: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in California City

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-use Path 1.8

Class II Bicycle Lane 11.7

Class III Bicycle Boulevard 1.2

Class III Bicycle Route 21.1

Complete Streets 3.6

Total 39.4
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Table 2-22: Recommended Bikeways in California City

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

California City
California City 
Boulevard

SR-14
Yerba 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Route

6.8  $61,000 

California City Mendiburu Path
California City 
Boulevard

88th Street
Class I Shared 
Use Path

1.6  $1,445,000 

California City
California City 
Boulevard

Yerba 
Boulevard

California City 
Boulevard

Complete 
Streets

3.6  $2,047,100 

California City
California City 
Boulevard

Redwood 
Boulevard

Sandy 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Route

0.8  $7,600 

California City
Hacienda 
Boulevard

North Loop 
Boulevard

California City 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.6  $51,200 

California City Neuralia Road
Redwood 
Boulevard

Poppy 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.5  $135,200 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

California City
S Loop 
Boulevard

California City 
Boulevard

Hacienda 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.2  $107,900 

California City North City Path 88th Street
Hacienda 
Boulevard

Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.2  $198,900 

California City
Proctor 
Boulevard

Randsburg 
Mojave Road

College 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $43,200 

California City
Redwood 
Boulevard

California City 
Boulevard

Hacienda 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.4  $122,300 

California City
California City 
Boulevard

S College 
Boulevard

Proctor 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $63,600 

California City
Hacienda 
Boulevard

Mendiburu 
Road

N Loop 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Route

0.6  $5,100 

California City
Hacienda 
Boulevard

Redwood 
Boulevard

Sequoia 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $90,100 

California City
Mendiburu 
Road

Hacienda 
Boulevard

Randsburg 
Mojave Road

Class III Bike 
Route

2.1  $18,800 

California City
Redwood 
Boulevard

Airway 
Boulevard

Neuralia Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $66,700 

California City 92nd Street Fir Avenue
S Loop 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $10,600 

California City
Conklin 
Boulevard

Mendiburu 
Road

North Loop 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.6  $27,700 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

California City
Conklin 
Boulevard, 
Heather Avenue

California City 
Boulevard

Calhoun 
Court

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $43,000 

California City Neuralia Road
Redwood 
Boulevard

Sequoia 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $90,900 

California City
Randsburg 
Mojave Road

Mcintosh Way Hooker Drive
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $64,700 

California City
Redwood 
Boulevard

Proctor 
Boulevard

California City 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $64,100 

California City
Yerba 
Boulevard

Mendiburu 
Road

California City 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Route

1.0  $9,100 

California City 90th Street
California City 
Boulevard

Catalpa 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.2  $15,800 

California City
Airway 
Boulevard

Redwood 
Boulevard

Sequoia 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $90,500 

California City
Forest 
Boulevard

Neuralia Road
Desert Butte 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Route

2.6  $23,000 

California City
Mendiburu 
Road

Baron 
Boulevard

Rusche 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Route

2.5  $22,700 

California City
Rusche 
Boulevard

Mendiburu 
Road

Bolden Drive
Class III Bike 
Route

0.3  $2,400 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

California City Catalpa Avenue 92nd Street 90th Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $11,600 

California City 92nd Street
Catalpa 
Avenue

Fir Avenue
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $6,300 

California City
Desert Butte 
Boulevard

Forest 
Boulevard

Sequoia 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Route

0.4  $3,800 

California City Division Road Midway Road
Ironwood 
Street

Class III Bike 
Route

1.0  $9,000 

California City Fir Avenue 92nd Street 92nd Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $5,000 

California City Neuralia Road
Mendiburu 
Road

Poppy 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Route

0.5  $4,600 

California City
Sequoia 
Boulevard

Neuralia Road
Desert Butte 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Route

2.5  $22,800 

Total  $4,991,300
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Installation of short-term bicycle parking in California City is 

recommended at public facilities such as Central Park, California 

City Library, and the office of the California City Manager. 

Short-term bicycle parking is also recommended at commercial 

establishments, while long-term bicycle parking is recommended 

at California City High and park-and-ride lots. Specific details 

about recommended end-of-trip facilities in California City can be 

found in Table 2-23. These recommended facilities are also shown 

in Figure 2-31. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, 

though bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities 

in California City, including schools, libraries, hospitals, and 

more. See Section 1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more 

information regarding end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-23: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in California City

Location Type Quantity

California City Library Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Hacienda Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

California City Manager Short-term Bicycle Parking 2

Central Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Aspen Hall Shopping 

Center (California City)
Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

California City High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Park and Ride Lot Long-term Bicycle Parking 2
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Figure 2-31: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in California City
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Regional Connections

Regional connections play an important role in California City 

because they provide connectivity to adjacent communities, such 

as Ridgecrest, Mojave, and Rosamond. Regional connections were 

previously proposed in the Kern County Bicycle Master Plan from 

2012 and are mapped in Figure 2-32.  
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Figure 2-32: Recommended Regional Connections in Kern County 

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

This Plan recommends filling in sidewalk gaps and adding 

high-visibility mid-block crossings along Redwood Boulevard 

to improve walking conditions near Hacienda Elementary 

and California City Middle Schools. Sidewalk and crossing 

improvements along Hacienda Boulevard will make conditions 

safer for school children and create connections to commercial 

activity along California City Boulevard. A Complete Street is 

recommended along California City Boulevard, which can include 

pedestrian facilities such as sidewalk gap closure, high-visibility 

crossings, and traffic calming measures.

Pedestrians will also benefit from crossing and sidewalk 

improvements along North Loop Boulevard, which connects to 

Central Park, a local health clinic, and an existing Class I shared-

use path. A new shared-use path is recommended along Yerba 

Rusche Creek, which will provide an additional opportunity for 

separation of pedestrians and vehicular traffic. 

Crossing improvements are recommended at the intersection 

of Catalpa Avenue and 90th Street, and 90th Street and Fir 

Avenue, to increase safety for walking school children. These 

recommendations are detailed in Table 2-24 and shown in 

Figure 2-33. Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using 

prioritization categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. 
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Table 2-24: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in California City

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type Length (miles) 

/ # Units
Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

California City 90th Street Fir Avenue -
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

1  $2,800 

California City
Catalpa 
Avenue

90th Street -
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

California City
Redwood 
Boulevard

Neuralia 
Road

California City 
Boulevard

Corridor 
Improvement

2.9  $806,800 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

California City
N Loop 
Boulevard

Hacienda 
Boulevard

Lake Shore 
Drive

Corridor 
Improvement

1.3  $350,500 

Total  $1,171,300 
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Figure 2-33: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in California City
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in California City are 

estimated at 207,000 annually for a mode share of 1.3 percent. 

Following implementation of the recommendations presented in 

this Plan, bicycling trips in California City are estimated to increase 

to between 216,000 and 583,000 trips annually, for a mode share 

between 1.4 and 3.8 percent. 

Current walking trips in California City are estimated at 169,000 

annually, with a mode share 

of 0.4 percent. Following 

implementation of this 

Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated 

to increase to between 

388,000 and 2,583,000 

trips annually, for a mode 

share between 0.9 and 3.8 

percent. 

This projected increase in 

trips on foot and on bicycle 

will help California City 

improve its air quality by 

reducing the number of 

vehicle miles traveled and 

therefore reducing vehicle 

emissions. Current Future 
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2-5: DELANO
CONTEXT
Delano is primarily comprised of residential land use, with a 

population of roughly 45,000 as of 2015. Commercial activity 

is concentrated in the central part of the city, particularly in the 

Downtown district and along Woollomes Avenue, where a lot 

of new commercial buildings are being developed. Additionally, 

Delano has numerous schools, public facilities, and industrial uses 

throughout the city. Delano is surrounded by agriculture and open 

space. 

Delano qualifies as a disadvantaged community because 

much of its population experiences factors such as poverty, 

pollution, and poor air quality, according to CalEnviroScreen (see 

Appendix B for Delano’s CalEnviroScreen analysis). Its proximity 

to State Route 99 contributes to the population exposure to 

sources of pollution, particularly from motor vehicle traffic. The 

recommendations made in this Plan assure that disadvantaged 

and burdened areas of Delano fully share in the benefits of active 

transportation improvements. Maps showing the variation of 

these factors and more information about land use can be found 

in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Rates of commuting by walking in Delano are slightly lower than 

countywide rates, and significantly lower than nationwide and 

statewide rates. Bicycling rates are similar to nationwide and 

countywide rates but lower than statewide rates. As Table 2-25 

shows, commuting by public transit is lower than countywide 

levels. Drive alone trips are lower than county, state, and 

national averages, and carpool trips are significantly higher than 

nationwide, statewide and countywide rates.
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Delano

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.5

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 0.9

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0.5

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 72.5

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 21.9

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 3.0

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 0.7

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

At the time of release of this Plan, there are a total 0.7 miles of 

existing Class II bicycle lanes in Delano. This includes a bicycle 

lane along Randolph Street, which provides access to Del Vista 

Elementary School, and along 20th Avenue, which connects to 

Wonderful College Prep Academy. These bikeways are shown in 

Figure 2-36.

End-of-Trip Facilities

Despite lacking a comprehensive bikeway network, Delano does 

have a few locations with end-of-trip facilities. Bicycle parking 

exists at Delano Police Department, and in front of some local 

shops. However, due to budget and staff restraints, field review 

was limited to targeted areas; thus, the observed bicycle parking 

locations are not exhaustive. Additional end-of-trip facilities 

would encourage more trips by bicycle.

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-25: Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) in Delano, Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County
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EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Delano’s commercial corridors provide a consistent sidewalk 

network. Downtown Delano features brick-paved sidewalks and 

other pedestrian amenities such as trash cans, benches, and 

pedestrian lighting. Many Downtown streets also have bulb-outs 

with seating and/or landscaping. A pedestrian alley, blocked 

from vehicular traffic by bollards, exists off of Main Street and 

features seating and public art. Main Street also has high-visibility 

continental crosswalks at intersections and mid-block. 

Sidewalks are also consistently present on residential streets 

in Delano. Marked crossings exist along major corridors such 

as Randolph Street and Cecil Avenue, and most signalized 

intersections have pedestrian signals. 

Streets near Delano’s schools have sidewalks and marked 

crosswalks, and many have installed pedestrian crossing signs 

through the Safe Routes to School program administered by 

Delano’s Engineering Department. Most crosswalks near schools 

have been updated to high-visibility continental crosswalks. Near 

Terrace Elementary School, pedestrian crossings have been 

shortened with bulb-outs, supplemented by median pedestrian 

yield signs, pavement markings, and speed tables.

Further, the Delano Transit Center has pedestrian connections off 

of 12th Avenue, Glenwood Street, and 11th Avenue. This includes 

sidewalks on 12th and Glenwood, sidewalks and pedestrian paths 

on 11th, and high-visibility crosswalks and pedestrian yield signs at 

the intersection of Glenwood and 11th. The Transit Center also has 

bus shelters to provide seating and shade for waiting passengers.

A continental crosswalk and 
pedestrian crossing sign in Delano
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TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
Delano Area Rapid Transit (DART) operates four fixed bus routes 

within the area bounded by State Route 43 to the west, County 

Line Road to the north, Pond Road to the south, and Kyte Avenue 

to the east. The four bus routes originate at Delano Station and 

operate every 30 minutes. DART offers dial-a-ride service to 

seniors and persons with disabilities in the DART service area.

In addition to Delano Transit, Kern Transit provides intercity 

service to and from Delano. Route 110, Delano – Bakersfield via 

McFarland and Wasco, primarily provides service to the northwest 

county area. In Delano, the route serves destinations including 

City Hall, Delano Community Center, and Delano Transit Center. 

There is short-term bicycle parking at the Delano Transit Center 

though bicycle facilities do not exist on surrounding streets. 

COLLISION HISTORY
Between 2009 and 2013, bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved 

collisions occurred at higher frequencies in the southern portion 

of Delano. In fact, more than 75 percent of the bicyclist- and 

pedestrian-involved collisions occurred in the area between Cecil 

Avenue and Garces Highway/State Route 155. This area is where a 

high number of destinations exist, such as parks, medical centers, 

schools, and commercial centers, and where the most pedestrian 

activity occurs in Delano. Bicyclist-related collisions in Delano 

are mapped in Figure 2-34, and pedestrian-related collisions are 

mapped in Figure 2-35. 
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Table 2-26: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in 

Delano

Roadway
Number of Pedestrian- and Bicyclist-

Involved Collisions

Cecil Avenue 23

11th Avenue 15

Garces Highway / SR-155 12

Ellington Street 8

9th Avenue 7

Table 2-26 displays the five roadways with the most bicyclist- 

and pedestrian-involved collisions between 2009 and 2013. Cecil 

Avenue experienced the most bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved 

collisions in Delano with 23 reported collisions. 11th Avenue 

followed with 15 bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions. See 

Appendix B for more detailed information about bicyclist- and 

pedestrian-involved collisions in Delano.
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Figure 2-34: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Delano
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Figure 2-35: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Delano
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

Overall, nearly 40 miles of new or updated bikeways are 

recommended in Delano, The proposed bikeway network will 

provide bicycle connectivity through a combination of Class 

I, II, and III facilities. Cecil Avenue, 11th Avenue, and Garces 

Highway are key east-west corridors upon which bicycle lanes 

are recommended to provide better connectivity. Additionally, a 

bicycle route is recommended on County Line Road for improved 

regional connectivity. Buffered bicycle lanes are recommended 

on High Street and Browning Road, two north-south corridors, 

for a higher degree of separation between bicyclists and motor 

vehicles. Recommended bicycle facilities on Albany Street, Hiett 

Avenue, Garzoli Avenue, and Randolph Street provide additional 

north-south routes. 

Complete Streets are recommended on Cecil Avenue, Garces 

Highway, Lexington Street, Albany Street, and Woollomes Avenue 

– these major corridors require bikeway improvements, but 

more information is needed to determine which specific bicycle 

facility types are appropriate, and/or how the projects would be 

implemented. These recommendations are summarized in Table 

2-27, detailed in Table 2-28, and shown in Figure 2-36. 

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. Top scoring projects in Delano are located on main 

roadways that traverse the city connecting to schools, points 

of interest, and improve areas with a history of bicyclist-related 

collisions. 
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Table 2-27: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Delano

Type Mileage

Class II Bicycle Lane 16.7

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane 3.7

Class III Bicycle Boulevard 2.0

Class III Bicycle Route 8.4

Complete Streets 8.0

Total 38.8
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Table 2-28: Recommended Bikeways in Delano

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Delano 11th Street
Randolph 
Street

Albany Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.5  $135,900 

Delano
Randolph 
Street

Garces Street
County Line 
Road (44)

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.0  $180,400 

Delano 20th Street Girard Street
Browning 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.5 $134,700

Delano Cecil Avenue Browning Road Albany Street
Complete 
Streets

2.0  $1,145,500 

Delano
Garces 
Highway

Albany Street
Browning 
Road

Complete 
Streets

2.0  $1,139,500 

Delano High Street
Garces 
Highway

Girard Street
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.7  $309,400 

Delano
Lexington 
Street

Garces 
Highway

Cecil Avenue
Complete 
Streets

1.0  $575,000 

Delano
Norwalk 
Avenue

Cecil Avenue
County Line 
Road (44)

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $50,200 

Delano Albany Street
County Line 
Road

Garces 
Highway 

Complete 
Streets

2.0  $1,150,000 

Delano
Ellington 
Street

11th Avenue
Woollomes 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.6  $145,800 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Delano
Dover 
Parkway

Millenium 
Parkway 

Garzoli 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.6  $54,000 

Delano Albany Street
Garces 
Highway

Woollomes 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $90,000 

Delano Clinton Street Cecil Avenue
Garces 
Highway

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $51,000 

Delano Girard Street 20th Street
County Line 
Road (44)

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $45,400 

Delano
Browning 
Street

Garces 
Highway

9th Avenue
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

0.5  $89,600 

Delano
Browning 
Street

9th Avenue
County Line 
Road (44)

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.5  $271,300 

Delano Cecil Avenue Hiett Avenue Albany Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5 $45,000

Delano
County Line 
Road

Hiett Avenue Veneto Street
Class III Bike 
Route

3.0  $27,000 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Delano
S Lexington 
Street

Schuster Road
Garces 
Highway

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.1  $186,200 

Delano 9th Street High Street
Browning 
Road

Class III Bike 
Route

1.3  $11,900 

Delano
Belmont 
Street

20th Avenue Cecil Avenue
Class III Bike 
Route

0.5  $4,500 

Delano
Browning 
Road

Highway 155 Skyline Road
Class III Bike 
Route

2.0  $18,000 

Delano
Garces 
Highway

Hiett Avenue Albany Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $45,000

Delano High Street Highway 155
Woollomes 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.1  $94,500 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Delano Schuster Road
Lexington 
Street

Browning 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.6  $54,000 

Delano Veneto Street 
County Line 
Road 

20th Street 
Class III Bike 
Route

0.5  $4,500 

Delano 11th Avenue Albany Street Hiett Avenue
Class III Bike 
Route

0.5  $4,600 

Delano Hiett Road Cecil Avenue Highway 155
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $89,900 

Delano 20th Avenue Albany Street
Belmont 
Street

Class III Bike 
Route

0.1  $600 

Delano Hiett Avenue
County Line 
Road

Cecil Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.0  $90,000 

Kern County
Garzoli 
Avenue

Peterson Road
Delano City 
Limit

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.8  $67,500 

Delano
Woolomes 
Avenue

Albany Street
Lexington 
Street

Complete 
Streets

1.0  $575,000 

Delano
Garzoli 
Avenue

Woollomes 
Avenue

Pond Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

2.0 $180,000

Delano
Garzoli 
Avenue

Pond Road
Delano City 
Limit

Class III Bike 
Route

0.5  $50,000 

Total $7,115,900 
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Short-term bicycle parking in Delano is recommended at 

education facilities including Pioneer School, Delano Adult School, 

Fremont Elementary, Princeton Street Elementary, and Harvest 

Elementary. Parks, retail centers, and public facilities are other 

destinations where short-term bicycle parking is recommended. 

Long-term bicycle parking is recommended at Wonderful College 

Prep Academy, Robert F. Kennedy High, Cesar E. Chavez High, 

and the Delano Transit Center. Recommended end-of-trip 

facilities in Delano are detailed in Table 2-29 and shown in Figure 

2-36. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, though 

Bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in Delano, 

including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See Section 1-7: 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information regarding 

end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Existing bicycle parking near 
commercial establishments in 
Delano
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Table 2-29: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Delano

Location Type Quantity

Delano Branch Library Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Princeton Street Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Fremont Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Cesar E. Chavez High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Harvest Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Robert F. Kennedy High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Pioneer School Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Delano Adult Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

San Joaquin Valley College Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Cecil Avenue Math and 

Science Academy
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Wonderful College Prep 

Academy
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Technology Center and 

Community Center
Short-term Bicycle Parking 2

Delano Regional Medical 

Center
Short-term Bicycle Parking 2

Delano Downtown (Main St. 

& 11th Ave.)
Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Woollomes Shopping Center Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Madison Square Shopping 

Center
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Albany Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Cecil Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Cesar Chavez Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Delano Skate Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4
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Location Type Quantity

Jefferson Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Kalibo Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Morningside Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Valle Vista Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Delano Memorial Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Soccer Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Wonderful College Prep 

Academy
Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Cesar E. Chavez High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Almond Tree Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Robert F. Kennedy High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

San Joaquin Valley College Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Cecil Avenue Math and 

Science Academy
Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Technology Center and 

Community Center
Long-term Bicycle Parking 2

Delano Transit Center Long-term Bicycle Parking 2

Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Delano, continued
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Figure 2-36: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Delano
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Regional Connections

Regional connections play an important role in Delano because 

they provide connectivity to adjacent communities, such as 

McFarland. Regional connections were previously proposed in the 

Kern County Bicycle Master Plan from 2012 and are mapped in 

Figure 2-37.  
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Figure 2-37: Recommended Regional Connections in Kern County 

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN182

RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Recommended pedestrian facilities in Delano aim to provide 

walking connectivity throughout areas with high pedestrian 

activity, and to make the walking experience safer and more 

comfortable. Corridor improvements, such as traffic calming 

elements, intersection improvements, and mid-block crossings, 

are recommended on Albany Street, 11th Avenue, Ellington Street, 

Jefferson Street, and Woollomes Avenue. Most of these corridors 

were identified by Delano walk audit participants as problematic 

for people walking. 

Additionally, Complete Streets are recommended on Cecil 

Avenue and Garces Highway in central Delano, which can include 

pedestrian improvements such as traffic calming measures, 

sidewalk infill, and crossing enhancements. Spot improvements 

are recommended throughout central Delano, primarily to 

enhance pedestrian crossings near schools and parks. These 

recommendations are detailed in Table 2-30 and shown in Figure 

2-38. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. 



SECTION 2: FOCUS AREA COMMUNITIES 183

Table 2-30: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Delano

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 

(miles) / # 
Units

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Delano Norwalk Street 17th Avenue - RRFB 1  $30,000 

Delano Cecil Avenue
Clinton 
Street

-
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Delano 11th Avenue
Timmons 
Avenue

Randolph 
Street

Corridor 
Improvement

2.3  $623,300 

Delano
Jefferson 
Street

Cecil Avenue
Garces 
Highway

Corridor 
Improvement

1.0  $280,000 

Delano 13th Avenue Main Street - Bulbouts 1  $60,000 

Delano 10th Avenue Main Street - Bulbouts 1  $60,000 

Delano
Garces 
Highway

S Lexington 
Street

- Bulbouts 1  $60,000 

Kern County
Mathews 
Avenue

Christina 
Street

Melcher Road
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.3  $1,500,000 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Delano Ellington Street Cecil Avenue
Garces 
Highway

Corridor 
Improvement

1.0  $280,400 

Delano Albany Street
County Line 
Road

Woollomes 
Avenue

Corridor 
Improvement

3.0  $825,400 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Delano
Woollomes 
Avenue

Albany 
Street

Ellington 
Street

Corridor 
Improvement

0.8  $218,300 

Total  $3,948,600 
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Figure 2-38: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Delano
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Delano are estimated 

at 351,000 annually for a mode share of 0.5 percent. Following 

implementation of the recommendations presented in this Plan, 

bicycling trips in Delano are estimated to increase to between 

392,000 and 2,128,000 trips annually, for a mode share between 

0.5 and 2.9 percent. 

Current walking trips in 

Delano are estimated at 

1,220,000 annually, with a 

mode share of 0.9 percent. 

Following implementation of 

this Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated 

to increase to between 

1,878,000 and 8,483,000 

trips annually, for a mode 

share between 0.9 and 6.3 

percent. 

This projected increase in 

trips on foot and on bicycle 

will help Delano improve 

its air quality by reducing 

the number of vehicle miles 

traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. 
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2-6: FRAZIER PARK
CONTEXT
Frazier Park is small community with a population of roughly 

2,700 as of 2010, located on Kern County’s southern border. The 

community is comprised of nearly 50 percent state/federally-

owned land. The remainder is comprised of primarily residential 

land uses, with commercial uses and educational/public facilities 

concentrated along Mt Pinos Way. 

When compared to other communities in the Kern region, Frazier 

Park qualifies as less impacted by factors like poverty, pollution, 

and poor air quality. The recommendations made in this Plan 

assure that Frazier Park maintains its air quality and equally 

benefits from active transportation improvements. Maps showing 

the variation of these factors and more information about land use 

can be found in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
According to the American Community Survey, almost all 

residents drive to work in Frazier Park, and less than six percent 

share a vehicle when commuting (see Table 2-31). The rest of 

Frazier Park residents reported working from home. Though 

Frazier Park residents walk and ride bicycles, it is primarily for 

recreation, not commuting.
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Frazier Park

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 0

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 93.9

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 5.4

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 0

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 0.7

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Currently, the only existing bikeway in Frazier Park is a Class 

I shared-use path that winds through Frazier Mountain Park, 

as shown in Figure 2-39. The community also has a number of 

recreational shared trails, as well as multiple low-volume, low-

speed streets that would be suitable for additional bikeways.

End-of-Trip Facilities

The Project Team observed no end-of-trip facilities during the 

development of this Plan. However, due to budget and staff 

restraints, field review was limited to targeted areas; thus, the 

observed bicycle parking locations are not exhaustive. End-of-trip 

facilities would encourage more trips by bicycle.

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-31: Frazier Park Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County
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EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

There are few existing sidewalks and crossings in the community 

of Frazier Park. Residential areas lack pedestrian facilities, though 

sidewalks are present in Frazier’s Park’s commercial strip, Mt 

Pinos Way, and on Park Drive adjacent to Frazier Mountain Park.

Mt Pinos Way also has mid-block crossings at San Gabriel 

Trail and Laguna Trail. Another marked crossing exists at the 

intersection of Frazier Mountain Park Road and Monterey Trail. 

The crossings at this intersection are low-visibility transverse 

crosswalks and lack pedestrian beacons or signals. Adjacent to 

Frazier Park Elementary School, there are sidewalks along San 

Carlos Trail and pedestrian crossings.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
The Frazier Park dial-a-ride program, operated by Kern Transit, 

serves residents of Frazier Park and adjacent areas Monday 

through Saturday. The service is available to the general public 

with discount fares available to seniors, persons with disabilities, 

and ADA-certified passengers. Additionally, Kern Transit operates 

one intercity fixed-route service to and from Frazier Park along 

the Bakersfield – Frazier Park corridor, Route 130. In addition, 

Kern Transit runs one local route in Frazier Park on Tuesday and 

Saturday. 

COLLISION HISTORY
In order to complete a collision analysis, five or more bicyclist- 

or pedestrian-involved collisions must have been reported in 

the five years prior to development of this Plan. Because five or 

less bicyclist- or pedestrian-involved collisions were reported in 

Frazier Park in the past five years, collisions were not analyzed.
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

Nearly 11 miles of bikeways are recommended in Frazier Park to 

help create linkages to local destinations and regional trails, and 

to improve safety and comfort for bicyclists. A Class II bicycle 

lane and Class III bicycle route are recommended along Frazier 

Mountain Park Road, creating a bicycle connection to neighboring 

communities of Lake of the Woods and Lebec. Additionally a 

Class III bicycle route is proposed on Mt Pinos Way to connect 

bicyclists to Frazier Park’s commercial destinations. A bicycle 

route is also recommended along Monterey Trail to connect 

Frazier Mountain Park Road and Mt Pinos Way, and to provide a 

safer connection to Frazier Mountain Park. 

Additionally, east of Frazier Park, a Class I shared-use path 

is recommended along Falcon Way and a bicycle lane is 

recommended on Peace Valley Road to create connections 

to Frazier Park High School. These recommendations are 

summarized in Table 2-32, detailed in Table 2-33, and shown in 

Figure 2-39. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. Top scoring 

projects in Frazier Park go through the commercial areas, 

connecting with schools, and other public amenities.

In addition to bikeways, wayfinding signage will be beneficial 

in Frazier Park. Simple signs indicating trail entrances along 

Frazier Mountain Park Road, and directing recreational cyclists 

to commercial activity on Mt Pinos Way will encourage visitors 

to spend time in Frazier Park. Installing bicycle parking along 

Mt Pinos Way and at Frazier Mountain Park will also encourage 

people to ride to local destinations.
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Table 2-32: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Frazier Park

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-use Path  1.0 

Class II Bicycle Lane  6.6 

Class III Bicycle Route  3.3 

Total 10.9

Table 2-33: Recommended Bikeways in Frazier Park

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Kern County
Frazier 
Mountain Park 
Road

N Peace Valley 
Road

Tecuya Mountain 
Road

Class II Bike 
Lane

6.0  $536,700 

Kern County Falcon Way
Peace Valley 
Road

Frazier Mountain 
High School

Class I Shared 
Use Path

1.0  $932,000 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Kern County Mt Pinos Way
Frazier Mountain 
Park Road

Frazier Mountain 
Park Road

Class III Bike 
Route

2.1  $19,100 

Kern County Monterey Trail Mt Pinos Way Park Drive
Class III Bike 
Route

0.2  $1,700 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County
Peace Valley 
Road

Frazier Mounain 
Park Road

Falcon Way
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.6  $54,400 

Kern County
Frazier 
Mountain Park 
Road

Ivins Drive
Tecuya Mountain 
Road

Class III Bike 
Route

1.0  $9,100 

Total  $1,553,000 
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Short-term bicycle parking is recommended on Frazier Mountain 

Park Road, and on Mt Pinos Way where restaurants and shops 

are located. Long-term bicycle parking is recommended at the 

commercial area adjacent to I-5, where the Kern Transit buses 

stop. All recommended end-of-trip facilities are detailed in Table 

2-34 and shown in Figure 2-39. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, though 

bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in Frazier 

Park, including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See Section 

1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information regarding 

end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-34: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Frazier Park

Location Type Quantity

Frazier Mountain Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Commercial Corridor Short-term Bicycle Parking 6

Kern Region Stop 

(Interstate 5)
Long-term Bicycle Parking 3
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Figure 2-39: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Frazier Park
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Most of Frazier Park’s commercial activity is located on Mt Pinos 

Way, making it a key corridor for pedestrian improvements. Filling 

sidewalk gaps and installing high-visibility crosswalks is important 

for increasing safety and pedestrian access on Mt Pinos Way. 

Frazier Park Elementary School is also located off of Mt Pinos 

Way, where existing crossings need to be updated to continental 

crosswalks with pedestrian beacons for better visibility. 

Community members identified the intersection at Monterey Trail 

and Frazier Mountain Park Road as unsafe due to high traffic 

volumes/speeds and poor lighting. Crossing improvements and 

pedestrian-scale lighting will improve user safety and comfort at 

this intersection. Additionally, installing pedestrian-scale lighting 

and making crossing and sidewalk improvements will enhance 

access to these local trails. These recommendations are detailed 

in Table 2-35 and shown in Figure 2-40. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. 
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Table 2-35: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Frazier Park

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Kern County Mount Pinos Way Johnson Road Pomeroy Trail
Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.9  $161,800 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Kern County Monterey Trail Park Drive
Mount Pinos 

Way

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.2  $35,800 

Kern County
Frazier Mountain 

Park Road
Monterey Trail Camelia Trail

Corridor 

Improvement
0.4  $108,800 

Total  $306,400 
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Figure 2-40: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Frazier Park
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Frazier Park are 

estimated at 2,000 annually for a mode share of 0.01 percent. 

Following implementation of the recommendations presented in 

this Plan, bicycling trips in Frazier Park are estimated to increase 

to between 14,000 and 507,000 trips annually, for a mode share 

between 0.07 and 2.5 percent. 

Current walking trips in Frazier Park are estimated at 24,000 

annually, with a mode 

share of less than 0.01 

percent. Following 

implementation of this 

Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated 

to increase to between 

1,222,000 and 13,240,000 

trips annually, for a mode 

share between 0.5 and 5.4 

percent. 

This projected increase 

in trips on foot and on 

bicycle will help Frazier 

Park improve its air quality 

by reducing the number of 

vehicle miles traveled and 

therefore reducing vehicle 

emissions. 
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2-7: LAKE ISABELLA AND BODFISH
CONTEXT
Lake Isabella and Bodfish are small lakeside communities in 

northeastern Kern County, with a combined population of 

approximately 5,500 as of 2010. Most commercial activity in the 

area exists along Lake Isabella Boulevard, while the remaining land 

use is primarily residential. Schools that serve both communities 

are concentrated on the eastern edge of the community of Lake 

Isabella. 

Lake Isabella and Bodfish qualify as disadvantaged communities 

because their populations experience factors such as poverty, 

pollution, and poor air quality. These factors are present 

throughout the communities. The recommendations made in this 

Plan assure that burdened areas of both Lake Isabella and Bodfish 

fully share in the benefits of active transportation improvements. 

Maps showing the variation of these factors and more information 

about disadvantaged communities and land use can be found in 

Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
According to the American Community Survey (2014), almost all 

Lake Isabella and Bodfish residents drive to work, and roughly 

four percent of Lake Isabella residents share a vehicle when 

commuting. In both communities, very few to no residents report 

bicycling or walking to work, as shown in Table 2-36 and Table 

2-37. 



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN200

Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Lake Isabella

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.01

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 0

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 95.8

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 4.2

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 0

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 0

Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Bodfish

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.01

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 0

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 99.99

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 0

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 0

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 0

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-36: Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) in Lake Isabella, Compared 

to the Nation, State, and County

Table 2-37: Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) in Bodfish, Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County
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EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Lake Isabella’s existing bikeway network is comprised of bicycle 

lanes and bicycle routes, and connects bicyclists with Bodfish 

and other local destinations. The bicycle lane along Lake Isabella 

Boulevard provides access to schools, public services, and 

commercial activity. This bicycle lane continues into Bodfish, 

serving as the community’s only existing bicycle facility.

End-of-Trip Facilities

Bicycle support facilities are lacking in the communities of Lake 

Isabella and Bodfish. However, due to budget and staff restraints, 

field review was limited to targeted areas; thus, facilities could 

exist at unobserved locations in these communities. Additional 

end-of-trip facilities would encourage more trips by bicycle.

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

In the community of Lake Isabella, Lake Isabella Boulevard has 

sidewalks starting just north of Warren Way and ending at 

Elizabeth Norris Road. The sidewalks on this corridor are not 

continuous, as the west side of the road has multiple stretches 

where only a dirt shoulder exists. Faded transverse crossings exist 

at the intersection of Lake Isabella Boulevard and Elizabeth Norris 

Road, near Uffert Park. Pedestrian crossing markings, signs, and 

a faded transverse crosswalk are present at the intersection of 

An existing Class II bicycle lane runs 
through Lake Isabella and Bodfish 
along Lake Isabella Boulevard
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Lake Isabella Boulevard and Crestview Avenue. Pedestrian signals 

exist at intersections near commercial activity along Lake Isabella 

Boulevard.

Pedestrian facilities are lacking in the residential areas of Lake 

Isabella. There is a small 0.3-mile stretch of sidewalk on the north 

side of Erskine Creek Road. On most residential streets, however, 

only a dirt shoulder exists. In some cases, the road itself is dirt, 

particularly around Kern Valley High School, Summit Continuation 

School, and Woodrow Wallace Middle School. These three schools 

are all on the same lot of land, and have no existing sidewalks 

or marked crossings, though pavement markings exist on the 

adjacent roads. Lake Isabella Community School has sidewalks 

nearby, but is located in a strip mall so pedestrians must walk 

through a parking lot to access the sidewalk.

The community of Bodfish has no existing sidewalks or marked 

pedestrian crossings. However, Bodfish has generally low-volume 

and low-speed streets with wide dirt shoulders that are suitable 

for walking.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
The Kern River Valley dial-a-ride program, operated by Kern 

Transit, serves residents of Lake Isabella and Bodfish Monday 

through Saturday. The service is available to the general public 

with discount fares available to seniors, persons with disabilities, 

and ADA-certified passengers. 

Kern Transit Route 223 connects Lake Isabella and Bodfish 

Monday through Saturday. All destinations within Bodfish are 

located along Lake Isabella Boulevard and Bodfish Canyon. 

Bicycle lanes exist on Lake Isabella Boulevard, providing transit 

connection opportunities for bicycle riders. 
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

In both Bodfish and Lake Isabella, the recommended bikeway 

network establishes better connections to major highways, 

which serve as primary active transportation destinations. The 

proposed network also enhances user comfort and safety along 

major corridors themselves. The communities’ major north-

south connection, Lake Isabella Boulevard, carries the bulk of 

local vehicle traffic in both Lake Isabella and Bodfish. The Plan 

recommends adding a buffer to this corridor’s existing bicycle 

lane. Further, extending this existing bicycle lane further south 

into Bodfish will better connect it to the community of Lake 

Isabella. 

As identified by community members, a Class I shared-use path 

along Borel Canal will help connect Bodfish residents to schools 

located in Lake Isabella, while providing recreation opportunities. 

Additionally, installing bicycle lanes on Bodfish Canyon Road and 

Caliente Bodfish Road will provide commuters and recreational 

riders with better connections to Lake Isabella, residential streets, 

and trails. These recommendations are summarized in Table 2-39 

and detailed in Table 2-40. They are also shown in Figure 2-48 

and Figure 2-49. 

COLLISION HISTORY
In order to complete a collision analysis, five or more bicyclist- 

or pedestrian-involved collisions must have been reported in 

the five years prior to development of this Plan. Because five or 

less bicyclist- or pedestrian-involved collisions were reported in 

Lake Isabella or Bodfish in the past five years, collisions were not 

analyzed.
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Table 2-38: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Lake Isabella and Bodfish

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-use Path  3.8 

Class II Bicycle Lane 8.9 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  2.6 

Class III Bicycle Route  6.7 

Total 22.0

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. 
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Table 2-39: Recommended Bikeways in Lake Isabella and Bodfish

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Kern County
Lake Isabella 
Boulevard

Lakeland Street
Erskine Creek 
Road

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.7  $301,700 

Kern County
Borel Canal 
Path

Lake Isabella 
Boulevard & 
Bodfish Canyon 
Road

Lake Isabella 
Boulevard

Class I Shared 
Use Path

3.6  $3,263,900 

Kern County
Erskine Creek 
Road

Lake Isabella 
Boulevard

Morella Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.6  $148,500 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Kern County Aspen Drive Sycamore Street
Butternut 
Drive

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.1  $10,200 

Kern County
Caliente 
Bodfish Road

Columbus 
Avenue

Rim Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.4  $35,300 

Kern County
Sycamore 
Street

Columbus 
Avenue

Aspen Drive
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.1  $7,900 

Kern County Webb Avenue
Lake Isabella 
Road

Borel Canal
Class III Bike 
Route

0.8  $7,000 

Kern County
Lake Isabella 
Boulevard

Erskine Creek 
Road

Edith Avenue
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

0.9  $160,700 

Kern County Nugget Avenue
Golden Spur 
Street

Lake Isabella 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.2  $20,000 

Caltrans
Wofford 
Heights 
Boulevard

Lake Isabella 
Boulevard

Sawmill Road
Class III Bike 
Route

4.6  $41,100 

Kern County
North Lake 
Isabella 
Connector

Golden Spur 
Street

Borel Canal
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $90,000 

Kern County
Alta Sierra 
Avenue

Lake Isabella 
Boulevard

Edna Street
Class III Bike 
Route

0.6  $5,500 

Kern County
Bodfish Canyon 
Road

Jordan Road
Lake Isabella 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.9  $262,700 

Kern County Kernville Path Pasadena Lane Borel Canal
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.1  $67,700 

Kern County
Lake Isabella 
Boulevard

Lakeland St SR-178
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $41,700 

Kern County Pasadena Lane Schick Road
Erskine Creek 
Road

Class III Bike 
Route

0.5  $4,500 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County Butternut Drive Aspen Drive Existing Trail
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.2  $17,300 

Kern County
Columbus 
Avenue

Caliente Bodfish 
Road

Sycamore 
Street

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.6  $55,200 

Kern County Edna Street
Alta Sierra 
Avenue

Erskine Creek 
Road

Class III Bike 
Route

0.2  $2,200 

Caltrans SR-178
North 
Community 
Limits

Lake Isabella 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.3  $204,700 

Total $4,747,800 
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Short-term bicycle parking is recommended at the Kern River 

Valley Chamber of Commerce and at Uffert Park. Long-term 

bicycle parking is recommended at Woodrow Wallace Middle and 

Kern Valley High School. Recommended end-of-trip facilities in 

Lake Isabella and Bodfish are detailed in Table 2-40 and shown in 

Figure 2-41 and Figure 2-42. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, though 

Bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in Lake 

Isabella and Bodfish, including schools, libraries, hospitals, and 

more. See Section 1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more 

information regarding end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-40: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Lake Isabella and Bodfish

Location Type Quantity

Kern River Valley Chamber 

of Commerce
Short-term Bicycle Parking 2

Uffert Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Woodrow Wallace Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Kern Valley High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3
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Figure 2-41: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Lake Isabella
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Figure 2-42: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Bodfish
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Regional Connections

Regional connections play an important role in Lake Isabella 

and Bodfish because they provide connectivity to adjacent 

communities, such as Kernville, Wofford Heights, Mountain 

Mesa, and major areas like Bakersfield and Ridgecrest. Regional 

connections were previously proposed in the Kern County Bicycle 

Master Plan from 2012 and are mapped in Figure 2-43.
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Figure 5‑6: Proposed Bicycle Facilities in Kern River Valley AreaFigure 2-43: Recommended Regional Bikeway Connections in Lake Isabella and Bodfish

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Within the community of Lake Isabella, sidewalk improvements 

are recommended along Lake Isabella Boulevard for improved 

pedestrian access and safety. Due to high traffic volumes and 

speeds along this corridor, multiple high-visibility crossings are 

also recommended. Along Erskine Creek Road, simple traffic-

calming elements such as speed humps could increase safety for 

school children. Sidewalk improvements are also proposed along 

Nugget Avenue.

Sidewalks might not be necessary in the mostly-residential 

community of Bodfish. However, signage that cautions drivers 

to look for pedestrians, and crossing improvements will make 

walking safer and more desirable. This is particularly important 

on Lake Isabella Boulevard and Kern River Canyon Road, near 

the local post office. Additionally, a Class I shared-use path 

along Borel Canal will provide a pedestrian route from Bodfish 

to Lake Isabella, and connections to local schools. These 

recommendations are detailed in Table 2-41 and mapped in Figure 

2-44 and Figure 2-45.

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. In general, top 

scoring projects in Lake Isabella and Bodfish are those that 

connect the community with regional destinations, to the south 

with Bodfish or to the north with Kernville.
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Table 2-41: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Lake Isabella and Bodfish

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 

(miles) / # 
Units

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Kern County
Lake Isabella 

Boulevard

Perdue 

Avenue

Lakeland 

Street

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.5 $720,000*

Kern County
Erskine Creek 

Road

Lake Isabella 

Boulevard
Hall Court

Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.4 $1,460,000

Kern County Webb Avenue
Lake Isabella 

Boulevard
School

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.9  $970,000 

Kern County
Lake Isabella 

Boulevard

Lakeland 

Street
Kilbreth Drive

Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.2  $234,100 

Kern County
Lake Isabella 

Boulevard
Kilbreth Drive

Scovern 

Spring

Corridor 

Improvement
2.0  $2,220,000 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Kern County
Lake Isabella 

Boulevard

Crestview 

Avenue
-

High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

Kern County
Lake Isabella 

Boulevard

Elizabeth 

Norris Road
-

High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

Kern County
Nugget 

Avenue
Suhre Street

Golden Spur 

Street

Corridor 

Improvement
0.3  $83,900 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County
Kern River 

Canyon Road

west of Miller 

Street

Caliente 

Bodfish Road

Corridor 

Improvement
0.1  $28,800 

Total  $5,739,200 

*Cost estimates provided by County of Kern Department of Public Works
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Figure 2-44: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Lake Isabella
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Figure 2-45: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Bodfish
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Lake Isabella are 

estimated at 2,000 annually for a mode share of 0.01 percent. 

Following implementation of the recommendations presented in 

this Plan, bicycling trips in Lake Isabella are estimated to increase 

to between 11,000 and 402,000 trips annually, for a mode share 

between 0.07 and 2.5 percent. Current walking trips in Lake 

Isabella are estimated at 11,000 annually, with a mode share of 

less than 0.01 percent. Following implementation of this Plan’s 

recommendations, walking trips are estimated to increase to 

between 560,000 and 6,065,000 trips annually, for a mode share 

between 0.5 and 5.4 percent. 

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Bodfish are estimated 

at 1,000 annually for a mode share of 0.01 percent. Following 

implementation of the recommendations presented in this Plan, 

bicycling trips are estimated to increase to between 4,000 and 

160,000 trips annually, for a mode share between 0.07 and 2.5 

percent. Current walking trips in Bodfish are estimated at 9,000 

annually, with a mode share of less than 0.01 percent. Following 

implementation of this Plan’s recommendations, walking trips are 

estimated to increase to between 438,000 and 4,744,000 trips 

annually, for a mode share between 0.5 and 5.4 percent. 

This projected increase in trips on foot and on bicycle will help 

Lake Isabella and Bodfish improve their air quality by reducing the 

number of vehicle miles traveled and therefore reducing vehicle 

emissions. 
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2-8: MARICOPA
CONTEXT
Maricopa has a population of roughly 1,200 and is comprised of 

primarily residential and agricultural land uses. Commercial land 

uses and educational/public facilities are concentrated near State 

Route 166. 

Maricopa qualifies as a disadvantaged community because 

its population experiences factors such as poverty, pollution, 

and poor air quality. Its proximity to State Routes 166 and 33 

contributes to the population exposure to sources of pollution, 

particularly mobile sources. The recommendations made in this 

Plan assure that disadvantaged and burdened areas of Maricopa 

fully share in the benefits of active transportation improvements. 

Maps showing the variation of these factors and more information 

about land use can be found in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
There are zero daily bicycle commuters in the city of Maricopa. 

However, four percent of residents report that they commute 

by walking. As Table 2-42 shows, the four percent walking mode 

share is significantly higher than nationwide, statewide, and 

countywide levels. Commuting by public transit is practically 

nonexistent, and drive alone trips are higher than county, state, 

and national averages. Carpool trips are slightly lower than 

nationwide and statewide averages, and considerably lower than 

countywide rates. 
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Maricopa

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.01

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 4.4

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 86.2

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 8.8

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 0.6

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 0

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Currently, there are no existing bikeways in Maricopa. However, 

the community has a number of low-volume, low-speed streets 

that would be suitable for bicycling.

End-of-Trip Facilities

The Project Team did not observe any end-of-trip facilities in 

Maricopa. However, due to budget and staff restraints, field 

review was limited to targeted areas; thus, facilities could exist in 

unobserved locations. End-of-trip facilities would encourage more 

trips by bicycle.

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-42: Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) in Maricopa, Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County
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EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Maricopa’s main commercial corridor, California Street between 

Kern Street and Union Street, has continuous sidewalks on both 

sides of the road. This stretch of road also has high-visibility 

continental crosswalks. Additionally, there are crosswalks on 

Maricopa Highway (State Route 33) from California Street to Kern 

Street.

Sidewalks also exist on Stanislaus Street, the main connection to 

Maricopa Elementary School. Most other residential streets are 

lacking sidewalks; the Project Team observed multiple students 

walking on these roads and on dirt paths where sidewalks are not 

present. There are yellow crosswalks along Stanislaus, at Elkhorn 

Street and at Klipstein Street/State Route 33. At Elkhorn Street, 

the crossings are faded and lack signage, but the crossing at 

Klipstein has a high-visibility continental crosswalk, signage, a 

flashing beacon, and “school crossing” pavement markings.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
Taft Area Transit provides the only public transit service to and 

from the city of Maricopa. The Maricopa-Taft route runs three 

times per day, with stops near Taft High School, Taft College, 

Historic Fort, Albertsons Plaza, Maricopa Post Office, Maricopa 

High School, and Maricopa City Hall. There is no service during the 

weekend. Although Taft Area Transit provides dial-a-ride services, 

the service is limited to the city of Taft and greater Taft area, and 

does not travel into Maricopa. 

COLLISION HISTORY
In order to complete a collision analysis, five or more bicyclist- 

or pedestrian-involved collisions must have been reported in 

the five years prior to development of this Plan. Because five or 

less bicyclist- or pedestrian-involved collisions were reported in 

Maricopa in the past five years, collisions were not analyzed.
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

The bikeway recommendations presented below will create 

a formalized bikeway network in Maricopa, establish regional 

connections, and enhance bicyclist comfort and safety. Because 

State Highway 33 (locally, California Street) runs through the 

city and is often used as a truck route, bicycle lanes (with and 

without buffers) will serve as the spine of Maricopa’s bicycle 

network. California Street’s existing shoulder provides space for 

these facilities, offering bicyclists a potentially safer and more 

comfortable option. This will be supplemented by a system of 

bicycle lanes and bicycle boulevards to provide connections 

to Maricopa’s schools and homes. These recommendations are 

summarized in Table 2-43, detailed in Table 2-44, and shown in 

Figure 2-46. 

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. 

Table 2-43: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Maricopa

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-use Path  0.1 

Class II Bicycle Lane  1.4 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  1.6 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard  1.6 

Class III Bicycle Route  0.2 

Total 5.0
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Table 2-44: Recommended Bikeways in Maricopa

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Caltrans
SR-33 / 

California Street
Poso Street Kern Street

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
0.5  $92,100 

Caltrans
SR-33 / Klipstein 

Street
Fresno Street Scott Drive

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
1.1  $197,000 

Maricopa Elkhorn Street SR-33 Fresno Street
Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.4  $22,400 

Caltrans SR-33 Clark Street
South City 

Limits

Class II Bike 

Lane
1.0  $91,600 

Maricopa Stanislaus Street Klipstein Street School Street
Class III Bike 

Route
0.2  $2,100 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Maricopa Wagy Street SR-33 Welch Street
Class I Shared 

Use Path
0.1  $119,100 

Maricopa Hazelton Street Main Street Poso Street
Class II Bike 

Lane
0.3  $27,900 

Maricopa Fresno Street Poso Street Elkhorn Street
Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.2  $8,400 

Maricopa Hazelton Street SR-166
South City 

Limits

Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.3  $14,100 

Maricopa Welch Street Chico Street Wagy Street
Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.1  $5,000 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Maricopa Main Street Hazelton Street
California 

Street

Class II Bike 

Lane
0.1  $9,200 

Maricopa Union Street SR-33 Ruth Street
Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.4  $17,700 

Maricopa Chico Street California Street Welch Street
Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.1  $4,300 

Maricopa Green Street Hazelton Street
California 

Street

Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.1  $7,300 

Total   $618,200  
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Installation of short-term bicycle parking is recommended at 

Downtown Maricopa, Maricopa City Park, and Maricopa High 

School. Long-term bicycle parking is also recommended at 

Maricopa High School. Recommended end-of-trip facilities in 

Maricopa are detailed in Table 2-45 and shown in Figure 2-46. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, 

though Bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities 

in Maricopa, including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See 

Section 1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information 

regarding end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-45: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Maricopa

Location Type Quantity

Maricopa High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Maricopa Downtown 

(Route 33 & Main St.)
Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Maricopa City Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Maricopa High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3
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Figure 2-46: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Maricopa
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Sidewalk improvements are recommended along California 

Street and Poso Street to help establish better connections for 

people walking in Maricopa. Targeted crossing improvements at 

the intersection of California Street and Poso Street will provide 

additional safety for school children. 

Additionally, the low traffic volume streets near Maricopa Unified 

School are good candidates for “Yield Roadways,” which allow 

vehicles, bicyclists, and pedestrians to safely share the same 

space. This can be achieved by narrowing the roadway to 

encourage slow vehicle travel and requiring courtesy yielding 

when vehicles traveling in opposite directions meet. Signage is 

used to warn road users of the shared nature of the street. These 

recommendations are detailed in Table 2-46 and shown in Figure 

2-47. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. 
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Table 2-46: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Maricopa

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Caltrans California Street Main Street
Poso Street / 

SR-33

Corridor 

Improvement
0.4  $115,500 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Caltrans
Klipstein Street / 

SR-33
Fiester Street

Stanislaus 

Street

Corridor 

Improvement
0.4  $114,700 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Caltrans
Poso Street / 

SR-33

Stanislaus 

Street
S Kern Street

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.2  $34,000 

Maricopa Stanislaus Street School Street
Klipstein Street 

/ SR-33

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.2  $43,000 

Total  $307,200 
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Figure 2-47: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Maricopa
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Maricopa are 

estimated at 1,000 annually for a mode share of 0.01 percent. 

Following implementation of the recommendations presented 

in this Plan, bicycling trips in Maricopa are estimated to increase 

to between 7,000 and 262,000 trips annually, for a mode share 

between 0.7 and 2.5 percent. 

Current walking trips in Maricopa are estimated at 86,000 

annually, with a mode share 

of 4.4 percent. Following 

implementation of this 

Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated 

to increase to between 

96,000 and 193,000 trips 

annually, for a mode share 

between 4.9 and 9.8 

percent. 

This projected increase in 

trips on foot and on bicycle 

will help Maricopa improve 

its air quality by reducing 

the number of vehicle miles 

traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. 
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2-9: MCFARLAND
CONTEXT
McFarland is a mostly residential city, home to approximately 

15,000 people in the northwestern part of the Kern region. There 

are pockets of commercial uses in central McFarland, as well as 

industrial land uses throughout the city. A few parks/open spaces 

also exist throughout the city. 

McFarland qualifies as a disadvantaged community because its 

population experiences factors such as poverty, pollution, and 

poor air quality. Its proximity to State Route 99 contributes to 

the population exposure to sources of pollution, particularly from 

motor vehicles. The recommendations made in this Plan assure 

that disadvantaged and burdened areas of McFarland fully share 

in the benefits of active transportation improvements. Maps 

showing the variation of these factors and more information 

about land use can be found in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
There are no reported daily bicycle commuters in the city of 

McFarland and only 1.3 percent of residents commute by walking. 

As Table 2-47 shows, the 1.3 percent walking mode share is 

significantly lower than national and statewide levels, but it is 

similar to county averages. Commuting by public transit is lower 

than countywide, nationwide, and statewide rates. Drive alone 

trips are significantly lower than county, state, and national 

averages, while rates for carpool trips are almost three times 

larger than the nationwide and statewide rates. 
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County McFarland

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.01

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 1.3

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0.6

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 64.5

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 28.9

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 3.2

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 1.5

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

McFarland’s existing bikeway system is solely comprised of Class 

II bicycle lanes. The two bicycle lanes are located on collector 

and arterial streets, providing connections to residential areas, 

schools, and parks. The north-south bikeway corridor is along 

Mast Street (see image below). The east-west bikeway corridor is 

along Sherwood Avenue. Existing bikeways are shown in Figure 

2-50.

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-47: Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) in McFarland, Compared 

to the Nation, State, and County

Existing Class II bicycle lane near 
McFarland High School
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End-of-Trip Facilities

The Project Team observed existing bicycle parking in McFarland, 

including a rack outside the local Dollar General store, the 

community center, City Hall, the pedestrian bridge gazebo, and 

at schools. However, due to budget and staff restraints, field 

review was limited to targeted areas; thus, the end-of-trip facility 

locations listed are not exhaustive. Additional end-of-trip facilities 

would encourage more trips by bicycle.

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Sidewalks exist throughout McFarland, but many gaps are 

present. One of McFarland’s commercial corridors, Kern Avenue, 

has consistent sidewalks with brick details and brick crosswalks. 

Another commercial corridor, Perkins Avenue from Frontage 

Road to 7th Street, has a consistent sidewalk network but existing 

crossings are unsignalized and faded.

On McFarland’s residential streets, sidewalks generally exist, 

but there are many gaps present. Many residential streets have 

sidewalks in front of some houses, but not all, leaving pedestrians 

to walk across lawns, dirt lots, and in roads. Marked crossings 

do not exist on residential streets with the exception of schools 

or park areas, though some parks are also lacking pedestrian 

crossings.

Nearly all streets adjacent to schools have sidewalks, but the 

existing crossings are often faded and low-visibility. Some schools 

have pedestrian crossing signs, but on multiple occasions, the 

Project Team noticed these signs were obstructed which further 

decrease visibility of the crossings.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
The City of McFarland provides a dial-a-ride service to the general 

public with discount fares available to seniors and persons with 

disabilities. The dial-a-ride services consists of curb-to-curb, 

shared ride service available through appointments, and is 

available Monday through Friday from 8:00 am to 4:15 pm. 
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Kern Transit provides intercity service to and from Delano. Route 

110, Delano – Bakersfield via McFarland and Wasco, primarily 

provides service to the northwest county area. In McFarland, the 

route serves only one destination, the McFarland Community 

Center. There is short-term bicycle parking at the McFarland 

Community Center, and there is a bicycle lane on Mast Avenue 

which provides bicycle access to McFarland High School, and the 

Community Center where the bus stop is located. Additionally, 

McFarland is served by Delano Area Transit.

COLLISION HISTORY
Bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions occur at higher 

frequencies in the west side of McFarland, where most 

development exists. Roughly 72 percent of the bicyclist- 

and pedestrian-involved collisions occurred within the area 

encompassed by Perkins Avenue, Garzoli Avenue, Sherwood 

Avenue, and State Route 99. Only five collisions occurred east 

of State Route 99. Bicyclist-related collisions in McFarland are 

mapped in Figure 2-48, and pedestrian-related collisions are 

mapped in Figure 2-49.

Table 2-48 displays the four roadways with McFarland’s greatest 

number of bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions from 

2009 to 2013. Sherwood Avenue experienced a third of the total 

bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions in McFarland during 

the study period with six reported collisions. See Appendix B 

for more detailed information about bicyclist- and pedestrian-

involved collisions in McFarland.

Table 2-48: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in 

McFarland

Roadway Number of Pedestrian- and Bicyclist-Involved Collisions

Sherwood Avenue 6

10th Street 3

1st Street 2

San Pedro Street 2
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Figure 2-48: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in McFarland
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Figure 2-49: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in McFarland
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

Overall, almost 50 miles of bikeways are recommended in 

McFarland. McFarland is bisected by State Route 99, restricting 

east-west bicycle and pedestrian connectivity due to limited 

highway crossings. The recommended bikeway network takes 

advantage of these highway crossings to enhance access within 

the city, including the McFarland Bridge, the only existing bicycle 

and pedestrian crossing. 

Bicycle lanes are recommended throughout the city, including 

on Hail Lane, Davis Avenue, Elmo Highway, Frontage Road, and 

Browning Road to create safer bicycling conditions. Buffered 

bicycle lanes are recommended on Perkins Avenue, Sherwood 

Avenue, and Garzoli Avenue, where a high degree of separation 

is needed. Bicycle boulevards are recommended on local streets 

to connect McFarland’s homes to key destinations such as parks, 

schools, and government buildings. 

Additionally, a complete street is recommended on Sherwood 

Avenue because it requires bicycle facilities, but more information 

is needed to determine the most appropriate bikeway type, and/

or how to implement these projects. These recommendations are 

summarized in Table 2-50, detailed in Table 2-51, and shown in 

Figure 2-59. 

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. Due to their length, top scoring projects in McFarland 

are located on main roadways that traverse the city connecting to 

schools and points of interest, and improve areas with a history of 

bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. 
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Table 2-49: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in McFarland

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-Use Path  1.1 

Class II Bicycle Lane  40.3 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  4.1 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard  2.3 

Complete Streets  0.8 

Total  48.5 
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Table 2-50: Recommended Bikeways in McFarland

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

McFarland Browning Road Elmo 
Highway

W Taylor 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 1.5  $134,900 

McFarland Union Pacific 
Railroad

Sherwood 
Avenue

Elmo 
Highway

Class I Shared 
Use Path 1.1  $1,003,600 

McFarland W Sherwood 
Avenue 1st Street Garzoli 

Avenue Complete Streets 0.8  $439,800 

McFarland E Sherwood 
Avenue

Industrial 
Street Wiley Street Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane 0.4  $76,200 

McFarland Frontage Road Sherwood 
Avenue

Taylor 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 0.6  $54,300 

McFarland 5th Street Hail Lane Ebell Street Class III Bike 
Boulevard 0.9  $43,800 

McFarland E Kern Avenue McFarland 
Bridge Wiley Street Class III Bike 

Boulevard 0.5  $24,300 

McFarland E Perkins 
Avenue

Industrial 
Street

Bowman 
Road

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane 0.7  $127,900 

McFarland Garzoli Avenue Hanahwalt 
Avenue

Elmo 
Highway

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane 2.0  $358,600 

McFarland Mast Avenue Taylor 
Avenue Whisler Road Class II Bike Lane 1.5  $135,000 

McFarland Taylor Avenue Mast Avenue Frontage 
Road Class II Bike Lane 0.4  $36,400 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

McFarland Davis Avenue Elmo 
Highway

Perkins 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 0.5  $44,900 

McFarland Elmo Highway Browning 
Road

West City 
Limits Class II Bike Lane 3.5  $315,200 

McFarland Kendra Street Elmo 
Highway

Perkins 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 0.5  $45,000 

McFarland Perkins Avenue Garzoli 
Avenue

Frontage 
Road

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane 0.7  $122,700 

Kern County Scheitlin 
Avenue

Peterson 
Road

Elmo 
Highway Class II Bike Lane 1.1  $101,200 

McFarland W Kern Avenue 1st Street 5th Street Class III Bike 
Boulevard 0.3  $16,700 

McFarland 3rd Street Perkins 
Avenue

Sherwood 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard 0.5  $25,000 

McFarland Bowman Road Peterson 
Road Whisler Road Class II Bike Lane 4.0  $359,700 

McFarland Ebell Street 5th Street Mast Avenue Class III Bike 
Boulevard 0.1  $5,100 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

McFarland Perkins Avenue Garzoli 
Avenue

Stradley 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $90,100 

McFarland Perkins Avenue 
Access Ramp

West Perkins 
Avenue

East Perkins 
Avenue

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane 0.3  $52,600 

Kern County Taylor Avenue Stradley 
Avenue

Garzoli 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $90,700 

McFarland W Kern Avenue 5th Street Garzoli 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 0.4  $35,300 

McFarland Taylor Avenue SR-99 Driver Road Class II Bike Lane 1.1  $99,900 

McFarland Frontage Road Hail Lane Perkins 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 0.3  $27,000 

Kern County Garzoli Avenue Peterson 
Road

Elmo 
Highway Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $90,000 

McFarland Hail Lane Garzoli 
Avenue

Frontage 
Road Class II Bike Lane 0.7  $59,000 

Kern County Hanawalt 
Avenue SR-99 Stradley 

Avenue Class II Bike Lane 2.0  $181,200 

Kern County Perkins Avenue Bowman 
Road Driver Road Class II Bike Lane 0.5  $45,300 

McFarland Sherwood 
Access Ramps SR-49/99 Sherwood 

Avenue Class II Bike Lane 0.3  $22,900 

Kern County Sherwood 
Avenue

Stradley 
Avenue

Garzoli 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $90,400 

McFarland Sherwood 
Avenue Wiley Street Driver Road Class II Bike Lane 0.7  $64,900 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County Driver Road Whisler Road Peterson 
Road Class II Bike Lane 4.0  $358,500 

Kern County Garzoli Avenue Hanawalt 
Avenue Whisler Road Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $89,900 

Kern County Nill Avenue Garzoli 
Avenue SR-99 Class II Bike Lane 1.1  $99,500 

Kern County Peterson Road Stradley 
Avenue

Garzoli 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $89,400 

Kern County Peterson Road Driver Road Scheitlin 
Avenue Class II Bike Lane 1.5  $139,000 

Kern County Stradley 
Avenue

Peterson 
Road Whisler Road Class II Bike Lane 4.0  $359,700 

Kern County Whisler Road Stradley 
Avenue Driver Road Class II Bike Lane 3.1  $275,000 

Kern County Hanawalt 
Avenue SR-99 Driver Road Class II Bike Lane 1.0  $89,600 

Total  $5,920,200 

Recommended Bikeways in McFarland continued
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Short-term bicycle parking in McFarland is mostly recommended 

at public and education facilities such as McFarland Park, Ritchey 

Park, Arturo Munoz Park, Kern Avenue Elementary, and Browning 

Road Elementary. Bicycle racks are also recommended at the 

McFarland Community Health Center and McFarland City Hall. 

Long-term bicycle parking is recommended at San Joaquin High, 

McFarland High, and McFarland Park. Recommended end-of-trip 

facilities in McFarland are detailed in Table 2-51 and mapped in 

Figure 2-50.

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, 

though bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in 

McFarland, including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See 

Section 1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information 

regarding end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-51: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in McFarland

Location Type Quantity

San Joaquin High 

(Continuation)
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

McFarland High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Browning Road Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

McFarland City Hall Short-term Bicycle Parking 2

McFarland Community Health 

Center
Short-term Bicycle Parking 2

McFarland Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Arturo J. Munoz Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Ritchey Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Villa Del Caribe Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Browning Road Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

San Joaquin High 

(Continuation)
Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

McFarland High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

McFarland Park Long-term Bicycle Parking 4
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Figure 2-50: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in McFarland
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Regional Connections

Regional connections play an important role in McFarland 

because they provide connectivity to adjacent communities, such 

as Delano. Regional connections were previously proposed in the 

Kern County Bicycle Master Plan from 2012 and are mapped in 

Figure 2-51.  



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN242

5 
 R

ec
om

m
en

de
d 

Im
pr

ov
em

en
ts

62 •  Kern Council of Governments

Figure 5‑3: Proposed Bicycle Facilities in Kern County

L
O

S
 

A
N

G
E

L
E

S
V

E
N

T
U

R
A

S
A

N
T

A
 

B
A

R
B

A
R

A

S A N  B E R N A N D I N O
K

I
N

G
S

T
U

L
A

R
E

I
N

Y
O

S
A

N
 

L
U

I
S

O
B

I
S

P
O

15

 

L
O

S
 

A
N

G
E

L
E

S
V

E
N

T
U

R
A

S
A

N
T

A
 

B
A

R
B

A
R

A

S A N  B E R N A N D I N O
K

I
N

G
S

T
U

L
A

R
E

I
N

Y
O

S
A

N
 

L
U

I
S

O
B

I
S

P
O

58

17
8

39
5

14

14

33
CA

LI
FO

RN
IA

 C
IT

Y

BA
KE

RS
FI

EL
D

TE
HA

CH
AP

I

RI
DG

EC
RE

ST

DE
LA

NO

Mc
FA

RL
AN

D
LA

KE
 IS

AB
EL

LA

SH
AF

TE
R

W
AS

CO

Cl
as

s 
I B

ik
e 

Pa
th

Ex
ist

in
g

Pr
op

os
ed

Bi
cy

cl
e 

Fa
ci

lit
ie

s

Cl
as

s 
II 

Bi
ke

 L
an

es

Cl
as

s 
III

 B
ik

e 
Ro

ut
e

Re
qu

ire
s 

Co
or

di
na

tio
n 

w
ith

 o
th

er
 A

ge
nc

ie
s

Pl
an

ne
d 

Fa
ci

lit
ie

s 
fro

m
 

Pr
ev

io
us

 P
la

ns

0
10

20
 m

i
N

Ne
ig

hb
oh

oo
d 

Gr
ee

n 
St

re
et

s

Figure 2-51: Recommended Regional Connections in Kern County 

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

During the Plan’s community outreach process, community 

members indicated a need for pedestrian improvements along 

Kern Street, Browning Road, 5th Street, and Perkins Avenue, 

where corridor improvements have been recommended. Corridor 

improvements on these corridors can include traffic calming, 

mid-block crossings, and curb extensions. Additionally, sidewalk 

improvements are recommended along Perkins Avenue and 1st 

Street. Complete streets, that will include pedestrian corridor 

improvements, are recommended on Mast Avenue and Sherwood 

Avenue. 

Crossing spot improvements are recommended at the 

intersection of Taylor Avenue and Mast Avenue, and Cliff Avenue 

and Mast Avenue. These recommendations are detailed in Table 

2-52 and shown in Figure 2-52. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. 
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Table 2-52: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in McFarland

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 

(miles) / # 
Units

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

McFarland Taylor Avenue Mast Avenue -
High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

McFarland Mast Avenue Cliff Avenue -
High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

McFarland 2nd Street Kern Avenue -
High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

McFarland

Sherwood 

Avenue Access 

Ramp

W Sherwood 

Avenue

E Sherwood 

Avenue

Corridor 

Improvement
0.3  $89,900 

McFarland Browning Road
Glenwood 

Avenue

Sherwood 

Avenue

Corridor 

Improvement
0.7  $186,500 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

McFarland W Kern Avenue 9th Street 1st Street
Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.6  $107,800 

McFarland E Kern Avenue
McFarland 

Bridge
Wiley Street

Corridor 

Improvement
0.5  $135,200 

McFarland 5th Street Perkins Avenue
Sherwood 

Avenue

Corridor 

Improvement
0.5  $137,200 

McFarland
Perkins Avenue 

Access Ramp

W Perkins 

Avenue

Christopher 

Court

Corridor 

Improvement
0.3  $88,900 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

McFarland 1st Street W Kern Avenue
W Sherwood 

Avenue

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.2  $46,700 

McFarland 1st Street
W Perkins 

Avenue
W Kern Avenue

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.3  $49,300 

McFarland
W Perkins 

Avenue
Garzoli Avenue Frontage Road

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.7  $129,600 

Total $1,004,700 
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Figure 2-52: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in McFarland
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in McFarland are 

estimated at 13,000 annually for a mode share of 0.01 percent. 

Following implementation of the recommendations presented in 

this Plan, bicycling trips in McFarland are estimated to increase to 

between 86,000 and 3,154,000 trips annually, for a mode share 

between 0.7 and 2.5 percent. 

Current walking trips in McFarland are estimated at 426,000 

annually, with a mode share 

of 1.5 percent. Following 

implementation of this 

Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated 

to increase to between 

571,000 and 2,025,000 

trips annually, for a mode 

share between 1.9 and 6.9 

percent.  

This projected increase in 

trips on foot and on bicycle 

will help McFarland improve 

its air quality by reducing 

the number of vehicle miles 

traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. 
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2-10: MOJAVE
CONTEXT
Mojave is a small community south of California City, with a 

population of roughly 4,200 (as of 2010). Mojave is comprised 

almost entirely of residential land uses, with small areas of 

commercial activity and educational/public facilities clustered 

along State Route 14. The eastern and southern edges of the 

community are primarily industrial, and agricultural land use is 

present in the northwestern and southwestern corners of Mojave. 

Mojave qualifies as a disadvantaged community because its 

population experiences factors such as high poverty levels, 

pollution, and poor air quality. These factors are spread across 

most of the community, particularly pollution from motor vehicles 

due to its proximity to State Route 14. The recommendations 

made in this Plan assure that burdened areas of Mojave fully 

share in the benefits of active transportation improvements. Maps 

showing the variation of these factors and more information 

about land use can be found in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Over five percent of Mojave residents commute by walking, 

nearly doubling nationwide, statewide, and countywide levels 

(Table 2-53). This contrasts with the 0.01 percent of daily bicycle 

commuters and the 80 percent of people driving to work, a rate 

higher than nation, state, and county levels. The carpooling rate is 

higher than national rates but considerably lower than the county 

average. 
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Mojave

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.01

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 5.3

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0.01

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 80.2

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 10.5

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 0.9

Work from 
home

4.3 5.3 3.0 1.6

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Currently, there is one existing Class II bicycle lane in Mojave that 

is only around a mile long. However, the community has a number 

of low-volume, low-speed streets that would be suitable for 

additional bicycle infrastructure.

End-of-Trip Facilities

The Project Team observed no existing end-of-trip facilities 

in Mojave. However, due to budget and staff restraints, field 

review was limited to targeted areas; thus, facilities could exist 

in unobserved locations. Additional end-of-trip facilities would 

encourage more trips by bicycle.

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

During the Plan’s community outreach process, community 

members indicated a lack of sidewalks, particularly in residential 

areas. Marked crossings are also lacking throughout the 

community. However, a transverse crosswalk with flashing 

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-53: Mojave Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to the 

Nation, State, and County
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beacons exists on State Route 58, connecting residential 

neighborhoods to Mojave Junior and Senior High.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
Mojave’s dial-a-ride program, operated by Kern Transit, operates 

Monday through Saturday. The service is available to the general 

public with discount fares available to seniors, persons with 

disabilities, and ADA-certified passengers. Mojave is one of the 

unincorporated areas in Kern County best served by public 

transportation. Kern Transit Routes 100, 230, 240, and 250 

serve Mojave from multiple destinations. Route 100 runs from 

Bakersfield to Lancaster stopping only at the intersection of 

State Route 14 and Inyo Street. Route 230 runs from Mojave 

to Ridgecrest and stops at the same location. Routes 240 and 

250 run from Boron to Mojave and California City to Lancaster, 

respectively, stopping at the intersection of State Route 14 and 

State Route 58, the intersection of State Route 14 and Inyo Street, 

and the Kern Department of Human Services in Mojave. None of 

these locations are considered a transit center and they are not 

located on roadways where bicycle infrastructure is available. 

COLLISION HISTORY
In order to complete a collision analysis, five or more bicyclist- 

or pedestrian-involved collisions must have been reported in 

the five years prior to development of this Plan. Because five or 

less bicyclist- or pedestrian-involved collisions were reported in 

Mojave in the past five years, collisions were not analyzed.

Existing rapid flashing beacons in 
Mojave
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

Overall, 40 miles of bikeway improvements are recommended 

in Mojave. Mojave is bisected by railroad tracks and State Route 

14, limiting walking and bicycling connections between the 

community’s east and west sides. Although bicyclists are allowed 

on State Route 14, this Plan recommends a Class I shared-use path 

to provide a more comfortable and potentially safer north-south 

connection. 

Bicycle lanes are recommended on O Street, K Street, Koch Street, 

Holt Street, and Oak Creek Road to create safe east-west and 

north-south connections. On residential streets, bicycle boulevards 

are recommended to complete the bikeway network. Mojave’s 

street network may have excess capacity in several locations, 

providing retrofit opportunities for various bikeways and traffic-

calming elements. Bicycle recommended projects are summarized 

in Table 2-54 and detailed in Table 2-55, and are shown in Figure 

2-53. 

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for 

implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended 

for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables 

showing how projects scored for each prioritization criterion. Top 

scoring projects in Mojave are well-balanced between bicycle and 

pedestrian infrastructure recommendations. Most of them connect 

to schools, points of interest, and are located along major roads in 

need of better bicycle infrastructure. 

Table 2-54: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Mojave

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-use Path  5.3 

Class II Bicycle Lane  14.1 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard  1.9 

Class III Bicycle Route  18.9 

Total 40.2
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Table 2-55: Recommended Bikeways in Mojave

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Kern County Oak Creek 
Road Koch Street West City 

Limits Class II Bike Lane 3.1  $282,100 

Kern County Sierra 
Highway Arroyo Avenue Silver Queen 

Road
Class I Shared 
Use Path 5.3  $4,735,700 

Kern County Holt Street Arroyo Avenue Purdy Avenue Class II Bike Lane 3.0  $273,700 

Kern County K Street Oak Creek SR-58 Class II Bike Lane 0.8  $73,300 

Kern County Inyo Street Q Street Sierra 
Highway

Class III Bike 
Boulevard 0.5  $24,900 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Kern County Koch Street Arroyo Avenue Purdy Avenue Class II Bike Lane 3.1  $276,800 

Kern County O Street Park Street Cerro Gordo 
Street Class II Bike Lane 0.5  $42,100 

Kern County Shasta Street Sierra Highway O Street Class III Bike 
Boulevard 0.3  $16,200 

Kern County M Street Belshaw Street Park Street Class III Bike 
Boulevard 0.5  $27,300 

Kern County Purdy Avenue DPW Easement
East 
Community 
Limits

Class III Bike 
Route 3.8  $34,000 

Kern County 40th Street Arroyo Avenue Purdy Avenue Class II Bike Lane 3.1  $276,500 

Kern County Belshaw 
Street Q Street SR-58 Class III Bike 

Boulevard 0.5  $27,400 

Kern County Douglas 
Avenue Holt Street Koch Street Class II Bike Lane 0.5  $44,700 

Kern County United Street Purdy Avenue Silver Queen 
Road

Class III Bike 
Route 2.0  $18,300 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County Arroyo 
Avenue 40th Street SR-14 Class III Bike 

Route 1.4  $12,500 

Kern County Camelot 
Boulevard Rutan Road SR-14 Class III Bike 

Route 2.0  $18,000 

Kern County Silver Queen 
Road United Street Backus Road Class III Bike 

Route 6.1  $55,300 

Kern County Backus Road Lone Butte 
Road

Mojave-
Tropico Road

Class III Bike 
Route 3.6  $32,400 

Total  $6,271,200 
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Short-term bicycle parking is recommended at Mojave East Park, 

Mojave West Park, and Mojave Junior-Senior High. Long-term 

bicycle parking is also recommended at this educational facility. 

Recommended end-of-trip facilities are listed in Table 2-56 and 

shown in Figure 2-53. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, though 

Bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in Mojave, 

including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See Section 1-7: 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information regarding 

end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-56: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Mojave

Location Type Quantity

Mojave Jr./Sr. High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Mojave Jr./Sr. High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Mojave East Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Mojave West Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4
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Figure 2-53: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Mojave
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Regional Connections

Regional connections play an important role in Mojave because 

they provide connectivity to adjacent communities, such as 

California City and Rosamond. Regional connections were 

previously proposed in the Kern County Bicycle Master Plan from 

2012 and are mapped in Figure 2-54.  
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Figure 2-54: Recommended Regional Connections in Kern County 

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

This Plan recommends pairing sidewalk gap closure with mid-

block crossings, high-visibility crosswalks, and pedestrian refuge 

islands. Similar improvements are recommended along O Street 

in order to provide better connections to the Mojave Elementary 

School, Mojave High School, Mojave East Park, and Mojave 

Cemetery. Several crossing improvements are recommended 

throughout the community to improve connectivity to parks, 

schools, and commercial areas. All pedestrian recommended 

projects are listed in Table 2-57 and shown in Figure 2-55. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion.  Top scoring 

projects in Mojave are well-balanced between bicycle and 

pedestrian infrastructure recommendations. Most of them 

connect to schools, points of interest, and are located along major 

roads in need of better bicycle or pedestrian infrastructure. 
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Table 2-57: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Mojave

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 

(miles) / # 
Units

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Mojave
Gregory 
Drive

Pat Avenue -
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Mojave SR-58
Kern County Fire 
Department

-
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Mojave Q Street Belshaw Street -
Fence 
Removing

1  - 

Caltrans SR-14 Cypress Silver Queen
Corridor 
Improvement

5.4  $1,472,900 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Caltrans SR-58 Sierra Highway Nadene Street
Corridor 
Improvement

0.7  $180,000 

Kern County O Street
Cerro Gordo 
Street

Park Street
Corridor 
Improvement

0.5  $129,000 

Kern County M Street Belshaw Street Shasta Street
Corridor 
Improvement

0.4  $100,200 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County
Douglas 
Avenue

Koch Street
Mojave West 
Park

Corridor 
Improvement

0.3  $81,600 

Total  $1,986,100 
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Figure 2-55: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Mojave
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Mojave are estimated 

at 3,000 annually for a mode share of 0.01 percent. Following 

implementation of the recommendations presented in this Plan, 

bicycling trips in Mojave are estimated to increase to between 

19,000 and 693,000 trips annually, for a mode share between 0.7 

and 2.5 percent. 

Current walking trips in 

Mojave are estimated 

at 417,000 annually, 

with a mode share of 

5.3 percent. Following 

implementation of this 

Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated 

to increase to between 

455,000 and 840,000 

trips annually, for a mode 

share between 5.8 and 10.8 

percent. 

The projected increase in 

walking and bicycling trips 

will help Mojave improve 

its air quality by reducing 

the number of vehicle miles 

traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. 
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2-11: RIDGECREST
CONTEXT
Ridgecrest is an incorporated city on the northeast tip of Kern 

County. The majority of Ridgecrest is comprised of residential 

land use, though large concentrations of commercial use are 

located along Ridgecrest Boulevard and N China Lake Boulevard. 

The southern tip of the city is comprised of open space and 

industrial land uses, and additional industrial uses are scattered 

across the city. 

When compared to other communities in the Kern region, 

Ridgecrest qualifies as less impacted by factors like poverty, 

pollution, and poor air quality. However, that does not mean 

that there are no areas with high levels of poverty or vulnerable 

populations, such as elders and children who can be more 

impacted by pollution. These areas in Ridgecrest are close to 

the interaction of State Route 178 and China Lake Boulevard. 

The recommendations made in this Plan assure that Ridgecrest 

maintains its air quality and equally benefits from active 

transportation improvements. Maps showing the variation of 

these factors and more information about land use can be found 

in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
According to the American Community Survey, Ridgecrest has 

a high rate of people bicycling to work compared to nationwide, 

statewide and countywide levels. As Table 2-58 shows, the 2.2 

percent bicycling mode share is roughly twice the statewide 

level. Walking and commuting by public transit are lower than 

nationwide, statewide, and countywide levels, and drive alone 

trips are slightly higher than county, state, and national averages. 

Carpooling is similar to the countywide average and considerably 

higher than nationwide and statewide rates. 
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Ridgecrest

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 2.4

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 1.6

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0.1

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 78.1

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 13.4

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 2.0

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 2.4

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Ridgecrest’s existing bikeway network generally follows a grid 

pattern. There are a total of 26 miles of existing Class II bicycle 

lanes throughout Ridgecrest. Bicycle lanes are mostly located on 

arterial and collector streets, providing connections to schools, 

parks, churches, and commercial areas. There are bikeways on 

local streets and on State Route 178, Inyokern Road. Bikeways 

on major streets such as Drummond Avenue and Ridgecrest 

Boulevard provide east-west access while bicycle infrastructure 

on China Lake Boulevard, Downs Street, and Norma Street 

provide north-south access to bicyclists. Existing bikeways are 

shown in Figure 2-58.

End-of-Trip Facilities

The Project Team observed a number of bicycle support facilities 

in Ridgecrest. There are facilities, such as short-term bicycle 

parking, public restrooms, drinking fountains, and public showers, 

at Leroy Jackson Park and Recreation Sports Complex. Bicycle 

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-58: Ridgecrest Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County

Existing Class II bicycle lane in 
Ridgecrest
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racks also exist at schools throughout the city. Due to budget and 

staff restraints, field review was limited to targeted areas; thus, 

additional eixsting facilities could exist in unobserved locations. 

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Ridgecrest’s commercial and residential streets have consistent 

sidewalks and curb ramps, though gaps exist in front of plots of 

undeveloped, open desert that exist in patches across the city. 

Along commercial corridors, there are mostly narrow sidewalks 

and crosswalks at signalized intersections, and crosswalks at four-

way controlled intersections.

On Ridgecrest Boulevard, the Project Team observed landscaped 

curb extensions and pedestrian lighting. Streets adjacent to 

Ridgecrest’s schools have transverse yellow crosswalks, paired 

with what appears to be new school crossing signage.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
Ridgerunner Transit is a flex-route bus system serving Ridgecrest. 

The four routes served by Ridgerunner combine the benefits of 

traditional fixed route service and demand response service. This 

means that vehicles follow a defined route stopping at designated 

locations and the vehicle will also deviate off its route within three 

quarters of a mile of its usual route when a Transit Functional 

Need Passenger has been identified and an advance reservation 

has been made. The service connects with Kern Regional Transit 

buses. 

Regional transit service is provided by Kern Transit, which 

connects Ridgecrest with Kernville and Mojave. Route 227 Lake 

Isabella – Ridgecrest starts in Kernville and serves multiple 

destinations in Ridgecrest such as the Ridgecrest Hospital, the 

Kern County Superior Court, and Ridgecrest City Hall. Route 230 

Ridgecrest – Mojave serves the same destinations as Route 227. 

There is one park-and-ride lot in Ridgecrest which provides long-

term bicycle parking, and Ridgecrest Boulevard and Richmond 

Road, the surrounding streets, have bicycle lanes to facilitate 

bicycle access. 

A landscaped curb extension on 
Ridgecrest Boulevard
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COLLISION HISTORY
Bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions occur at higher 

frequencies in the west side of the city, where most development 

exists. Roughly 84 percent of the bicyclist- and pedestrian-

involved collisions between 2009 and 2013 occurred west of 

China Lake Boulevard. Bicyclist-related collisions in Ridgecrest 

are mapped in Figure 2-56 and pedestrian-related collisions are 

mapped in Figure 2-57.

Table 2-60 displays the five roadways with the most bicyclist- and 

pedestrian-involved collisions. China Lake Boulevard (State Route 

178) experienced the most bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved 

collisions among roadways in Ridgecrest during the study period 

with 15 reported collisions, more than a quarter of all collisions. 

Norma Street closely followed with 13 bicyclist- and pedestrian-

involved collisions. See Appendix C for more detailed information 

about bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions in Ridgecrest.

Table 2-59: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in 

Ridgecrest

Location Quantity

China Lake Boulevard (SR-178) 15

Norma Street 13

Ridgecrest Boulevard 10

Bowman Road 4

Las Flores Avenue 4
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Figure 2-56: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Ridgecrest
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Figure 2-57: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Ridgecrest
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

Overall, 70 miles of bikeway improvements are recommended 

throughout Ridgecrest. These recommendations will create better 

west-east and north-south corridors, establish connections to 

local destinations, and enhance bicyclist safety on roads with 

a history of collisions. Ridgecrest’s major north-south corridor, 

China Lake Boulevard, carries high traffic volumes and speeds, 

and has a history of bicycle-related collisions. Thus, the Plan 

recommends upgrading the existing bicycle lane to a Class IV 

cycle track. 

In general, Ridgecrest’s streets have room to build out a 

comprehensive network of bicycle lanes, with added buffers 

on roadways with high collisions. This will be supplemented 

by bicycle routes and boulevards in residential areas. 

Recommendations are summarized in Table 2-60 detailed in 

Table 2-61, and shown in Figure 2-58. 

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. Due to their length, top scoring projects in Ridgecrest 

are located on main roadways that traverse the city connecting to 

schools and points of interest, and improve areas with a history of 

bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. 
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Table 2-60: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Ridgecrest

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-use Path  6.0 

Class II Bicycle Lane  34.9 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  9.2 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard  2.3 

Class III Bicycle Route  13.1 

Class IV Cycle Track  4.5 

Total 70.0
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Table 2-61: Recommended Bikeways in Ridgecrest

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Ridgecrest
S China Lake 

Boulevard

W Springs 

Avenue

E Inyokern 

Road

Class IV Cycle 

Track
4.5  $1,360,200 

Ridgecrest
Drummond 

Avenue

N China Lake 

Boulevard
French Avenue

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
0.6  $111,900 

Caltrans
E Ridgecrest 

Boulevard

N China Lake 

Boulevard

S Richmond 

Road

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
1.2  $220,700 

Ridgecrest Inyokern Road Hawk Street Mahan Street
Class II Bike 

Lane
10.1  $911,800 

Ridgecrest
E Las Flores 

Avenue
French Avenue

N China Lake 

Boulevard

Class II Bike 

Lane
0.3  $26,000 

Ridgecrest
Gold Canyon 

Street

Ridgecrest 

Boulevard

Richmond 

Road

Class III Bike 

Boulevard
1.3  $64,100 

Ridgecrest Downs Street Inyokern Road
Springer 

Avenue

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
4.0  $721,400 

Ridgecrest French Avenue
Drummond 

Avenue

N China Lake 

Boulevard

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
0.8  $140,000 

Ridgecrest Norma Street
W Upjohn 

Avenue

W Inyokern 

Road

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
2.5  $453,200 

Ridgecrest
Ridgecrest 

Boulevard
S Brady Street

S Norma 

Streeet

Class II Bike 

Lane
1.5  $135,800 

Ridgecrest Inyokern Road
N China Lake 

Boulevard
- Bicycle Signal 1  $25,000 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Ridgecrest
Richmond 

Road
Inyokern Road

Ridgrecrest 

Boulevard

Class II Bike 

Lane
2.0  $182,600 

Ridgecrest Sunland Street
E Upjohn 

Avenue

E Kendall 

Avenue

Class II Bike 

Lane
2.0  $180,700 

Ridgecrest Mahan Street
W Inyokern 

Road

W Springer 

Avenue

Class II Bike 

Lane
4.0  $361,100 

Ridgecrest Rowe Street Knox Road
Richmond 

Road

Class III Bike 

Boulevard
1.0  $50,900 

Ridgecrest Bowman Path Brady Street S Downs Street
Class I Shared 

Use Path
1.0  $888,600 

Ridgecrest Bowman Path
Richmond 

Road

San Bernardino 

Boulevard

Class I Shared 

Use Path
1.1  $948,800 
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Recommended Bikeways in Ridgecrest continued

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Ridgecrest Bowman Road
Gateway 

Boulevard

San Bernardino 

Boulevard

Class II Bike 

Lane
1.0  $92,400 

Caltrans
Ridgecrest 

Boulevard

Richmond 

Road

San Bernardino 

Boulevard

Class II Bike 

Lane
0.8  $70,100 

Ridgecrest
S Gateway 

Boulevard

E Upjohn 

Avenue

Ridgecrest 

Boulevard

Class II Bike 

Lane
0.5  $45,200 

Ridgecrest Javis Avenue

College 

Heights 

Boulevard

Lacey Street
Class II Bike 

Lane
0.5  $44,800 

Ridgecrest N Brady Street
China Lake 

Boulevard
Inyokern Road

Class III Bike 

Route
4.7  $41,900 

Ridgecrest Norma Street Bowman Road
W Upjohn 

Avenue

Class II Bike 

Lane
0.5  $47,200 

Ridgecrest
Saratoga 

Avenue
Lauritsen Road

Blue Ridge 

Road

Class II Bike 

Lane
0.9  $81,500 

Ridgecrest
W Upjohn 

Avenue
Brady Street S Downs Street

Class II Bike 

Lane
1.0  $90,700 

Ridgecrest
Dolphin 

Avenue
S Mahan Street

S China Lake 

Boulevard

Class II Bike 

Lane
0.9  $84,200 

Ridgecrest
Drummond 

Avenue
N Mahan Street N Down Street

Class II Bike 

Lane
0.5  $44,500 

Ridgecrest
S Gateway 

Boulevard
Bowman Road

E Kendall 

Avenue

Class II Bike 

Lane
1.6  $142,200 

Ridgecrest
W Ridgecrest 

Boulevard

N Norma 

Street

N China Lake 

Boulevard

Class III Bike 

Route
0.5  $4,500 

Kern 

County

Drummond 

Avenue

Jacks Ranch 

Road
Mahan Street

Class III Bike 

Route
1.5  $13,400 

Ridgecrest
E Dolphin 

Avenue

S China Lake 

Boulevard

S Gateway 

Boulevard

Class II Bike 

Lane
1.5  $136,600 

Ridgecrest E Javis Avenue
S Gateway 

Boulevard

College Heights 

Boulevard

Class I Shared 

Use Path
1.0  $902,000 

Ridgecrest
Pilot Plant 

Road

Richmond 

Road
East City Limits

Class III Bike 

Route
0.7  $5,900 

Kern 

County
S Downs Street

S China Lake 

Boulevard
Skylark Avenue

Class I Shared 

Use Path
1.1  $1,019,200 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Ridgecrest
Springer 

Avenue

Jack Ranch 

Road

S Gateway 

Boulevard

Class II Bike 

Lane
4.0  $357,100 

Kern 

County
Bowman Road

Jacks Ranch 

Road
Brady Street

Class III Bike 

Route
1.0  $8,800 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Ridgecrest Kendall Avenue
S Del Rosa 

Drive

S Gateway 

Boulevard

Class II Bike 

Lane
1.2  $106,600 

Kern 

County

S Gateway 

Boulevard

E Kendall 

Avenue
E Javis Avenue

Class I Shared 

Use Path
0.5  $458,400 

Kern 

County

Jacks Ranch 

Road

Ridgecrest 

Boulevard

Springer 

Avenue

Class III Bike 

Route
2.0  $18,100 

Ridgecrest
W Kendall 

Avenue
S Downs Street

S Del Rosa 

Drive

Class I Shared 

Use Path
0.8  $734,800 

Ridgecrest Jarvis Avenue S Downs Street Lacey Street
Class I Shared 

Use Path
0.5  $447,300 

Ridgecrest Norma Street Bowman Road
S China Lake 

Boulevard

Class III Bike 

Route
0.4  $3,900 

Ridgecrest
S Richmond 

Road

E Ridgecrest 

Boulevard
Upjohn Avenue

Class III Bike 

Route
0.6  $5,800 

Kern 

County
Skylark Avenue Kendall Avenue Down Street

Class III Bike 

Route
1.2  $10,900 

Ridgecrest
W Las Flores 

Avenue
N Brady Street N Mahan Street

Class III Bike 

Route
0.5  $4,600 

Total $11,805,400 



KERN REGION ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN274

End-of-Trip Facilities 

The installation of short-term bicycle parking in Ridgecrest is 

recommended at Pinney Pool, Leroy Jackson Park, and Upjohn 

Park. Short-term bicycle parking recommendations also include 

education facilities such as Sierra Vista Education Center and 

Burroughs High. Long-term bicycle parking is also recommended 

at Burroughs High. Recommended end-of-trip facilities in 

Ridgecrest are detailed in Table 2-62 and mapped in Figure 2-58.

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, 

though Bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in 

Ridgecrest, including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See 

Section 1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information 

regarding end-of-trip facilities and best practices. 

Table 2-62: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Ridgecrest

Location Type Quantity

Ridgecrest Library Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Burroughs High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Sierra Vista Education 

Center
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Freedom Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Freedom Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

James M. Pearson Memorial 

Park
Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Kerr McGee Youth Sports 

Complex
Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Leroy Jackson Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Pinney Pool Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Upjohn Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Burroughs High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3
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Figure 2-58: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Ridgecrest
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Regional Connections

Although Ridgecrest has no major neighboring cities, regional 

connections play an important role for tourism and people 

interested in long- and ultra-distance bicycling. As shown in 

Figure 2-59, regional routes were previously proposed in the Kern 

County Bicycle Master Plan (2012), which connect the city with 

Inyokern, Mojave, and Lake Isabella. 
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Figure 5‑8: Proposed Bicycle Facilities in Indian Wells Valley Area
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Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Sidewalks exist along the majority of Ridgecrest’s major roads, 

but crossing improvements are needed throughout the city 

to address high pedestrian-related collision rates. Crossing 

and corridor improvements are needed along China Lake 

Boulevard, Norma Street, and Ridgecrest Boulevard. High-

visibility crosswalks, improved signals, additional lighting, and 

traffic-calming measures will increase pedestrian safety and 

comfort on these major roadways. These improvements are 

also recommended along Drummond and Las Flores Avenues, 

which both connect to Leroy Jackson Park and the city’s major 

commercial area. Additionally, crossing improvements are 

recommended at each intersection along the Class I shared-use 

path on Bowman Road. These recommendations are listed in 

Table 2-63 and shown in Figure 2-60. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. Due to their 

length, top scoring projects in Ridgecrest are located on main 

roadways that traverse the city connecting to schools and points 

of interest, and improve areas with a history of bicyclist and 

pedestrian-related collisions. 
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Table 2-63: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Ridgecrest

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 

(miles) / # 
Units

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Ridgecrest Sandquist Road Inyokern Road E Street
Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.4  $71,500 

Ridgecrest Inyokern Road
N China Lake 

Boulevard
-

High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

Ridgecrest Bowman Road Sunland Street -
High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

Ridgecrest
Las Flores 

Avenue

Sierra View 

Street
-

High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

Ridgecrest
Drummond 

Avenue

French 

Avenue
-

High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

Ridgecrest
N China Lake 

Boulevard

E Inyokern 

Road
Bowman Road

Crossing 

Improvements
3.0  $253,800 

Ridgecrest
Ridgecrest 

Boulevard
Downs Street

S Gateway 

Boulevard

Crossing 

Improvements
2.0  $171,000 

Ridgecrest Norma Street
W Inyokern 

Road

Sydnor 

Avenue

Corridor 

Improvement
0.8  $206,900 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Ridgecrest
W Springer 

Avenue
Downs Street S Mahan Street

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.5  $91,500 

Ridgecrest Downs Street Bowman Road
W Springer 

Avenue

Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.0  $188,000 

Ridgecrest
China Lake 

Boulevard
Bowman Road Downs Street

Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.3  $254,700 

Ridgecrest Norma Street
Sydnor 

Avenue
Bowman Road

Crossing 

Improvements
2.3  $193,000 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Ridgecrest Bowman Street Downs Street S Mahan Street
Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.5  $93,100 

Ridgecrest S Mahan Street
W Springer 

Avenue

Bowman 

Street

Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.0  $187,900 

Total  $1,756,200 
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Figure 2-60: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Ridgecrest
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the infrastructure and non-infrastructure 

recommendations presented in this Plan will result in increased 

walking and bicycling activity compared to the estimated current 

activity. Due to the many variables involved, a range of future 

trip estimates was developed based on the proposed active 

transportation projects and programs described in this Plan. To 

achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined data for five 

counties with similar bicycling and walking levels to Kern County: 

Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, Mariposa County, 

and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Ridgecrest are 

estimated at 1,020,000 annually for a mode share of 2.2 percent. 

Following implementation of the recommendations presented in 

this Plan, bicycling trips in Ridgecrest are estimated to increase to 

between 1,047,000 and 2,162,000 trips annually, for a mode share 

between 2.3 and 4.6 percent. 

Current walking trips in 

Ridgecrest are estimated 

at 1,152,000 annually, with a 

mode share of 1.6 percent. 

Following implementation of 

this Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated 

to increase to between 

1,518,000 and 5,193,000 trips 

annually, for a mode share 

between 2.0 and 7.0 percent. 

The projected increase in 

walking and bicycling trips 

will help Ridgecrest improve 

its air quality by reducing 

the number of vehicle miles 

traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. Current Future 
(max)
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2-12: ROSAMOND
CONTEXT
Rosamond is a small community in the southeast area of Kern 

County, with a population over 18,000 as of 2010. The community 

is comprised of primarily residential land uses, with commercial 

activity and educational/public facilities scattered across the 

eastern half of the community, particularly along Rosamond 

Boulevard. Large quantities of industrial uses can be found across 

the community as well. 

Rosamond qualifies as a disadvantaged community because its 

population experiences factors such as poverty, pollution, and 

poor air quality. These factors are particularly present in the 

eastern part of the community where most people live and most 

destinations, such as schools, are located. The recommendations 

made in this Plan assure that burdened areas of Rosamond fully 

share in the benefits of active transportation improvements. Maps 

showing the variation of these factors and more information 

about land use can be found in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
According to the American Community Survey, there are zero 

daily bicycle commuters in Rosamond and only about one 

percent of residents commute by walking. As Table 2-64 shows, 

the 1.6 percent walking mode share is significantly lower than 

nationwide, statewide, and countywide levels. The second most 

common mode of transportation is carpooling with 15 percent 

of people sharing a car when commuting. Commuting by public 

transit is low when compared to nationwide, statewide, and 

countywide rates, and drive alone trips are considerably higher 

than county, state, and national averages. 
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Rosamond

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.01

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 1.6

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0.6

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 81.0

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 15.0

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 0.8

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 1.0

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Currently, there are no existing bikeways in Rosamond. However, 

the community has a number of low-volume, low-speed streets 

that would be suitable for bicycling.

End-of-Trip Facilities

The Project Team observed no existing end-of-trip facilities in 

Rosamond. However, due to budget and staff restraints, field 

review was limited to targeted areas; thus, facilities could exist 

in unobserved locations. Additional end-of-trip facilities would 

encourage more trips by bicycle.

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-64: Rosamond Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County
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EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Rosamond has two main commercial corridors, Sierra Highway 

and Rosamond Boulevard. Sierra Highway has sidewalks on the 

east and west sides of the street for only about 1/8 of a mile 

north of Rosamond Boulevard. South of Rosamond Boulevard, 

there are gaps present in the existing sidewalks. The only marked 

pedestrian crossing along Sierra Highway is where it intersects 

Rosamond Boulevard. This is a signalized intersection with 

pedestrian push buttons and standard transverse crosswalks. Like 

Sierra Highway, Rosamond Boulevard has inconsistent sidewalks 

– they exist in front of commercial establishments, but tend to 

disappear when there is a vacant lot, replaced by dirt.

Low-visibility, transverse crosswalks exist at major intersections 

and pedestrian signals and crosswalks are present at crossings 

on some small streets, particularly near schools. There are three 

schools located off of Rosamond Boulevard: Rare Earth High 

School, Rosamond Elementary School, and Rosamond High 

School. Each school has sidewalks on adjacent roads, faded 

yellow crosswalks on Rosamond Boulevard, and “school crossing” 

pavement markings leading up to these crosswalks. In addition to 

crosswalks and pavement markings, the crossing near Rare Earth 

High School has yellow school crossing warning signage. 

The Project Team observed new residential development 

occurring in Rosamond at the time of developing this Plan. These 

newer residential streets have consistent sidewalks. In contrast, 

the community’s older residential streets have inconsistent 

sidewalks that are often missing on one or both sides of the road.

Sidewalks are being built adjacent to 
new development in Rosamond
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TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
The Rosamond dial-a-ride program, operated by Kern Transit, 

serves residents of Rosamond Monday through Saturday. The 

service is available to the general public with discount fares 

available to seniors, persons with disabilities, and ADA-certified 

passengers. 

COLLISION HISTORY
All but two bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions in 

Rosamond occurred less than half mile from Rosamond 

Boulevard, where a high number of destinations exist, such as 

schools, commercial areas, churches, and parks. Moreover, 75 

percent of the collisions occurred less than a mile from Sierra 

Highway. Bicyclist-related collisions in Rosamond are mapped 

in Figure 2-61, and pedestrian-related collisions are mapped in 

Figure 2-62.

Table 2-65 displays the three roadways with the most bicyclist- 

and pedestrian-involved collisions. Rosamond Boulevard 

experienced the most bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions 

during the study period, followed by Sierra Highway and 30th 

Street. These three roadways account for seventy percent of total 

bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions in Rosamond. See 

Appendix C for more detailed information about bicyclist- and 

pedestrian-involved collisions in Rosamond.

Table 2-65: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in 

Rosamond

Location Quantity

Rosamond Boulevard 13

Sierra Highway 3

30th Street 2
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Figure 2-61: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Rosamond
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Figure 2-62: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Rosamond
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

Bikeway recommendations in Rosamond include improvements 

that aim to provide safer and more comfortable bicycling within 

the community. In general, most of the bicycle lanes proposed 

in Rosamond include a buffer, as existing street widths provide 

sufficient space. 

On narrow streets, recommended projects include regular 

bicycle lanes and bicycle boulevards. A buffered bicycle lane 

is recommended along Rosamond Boulevard, the main east-

west connection within the community. Additionally, a bicycle 

boulevard can improve bicyclist and pedestrian travel on 

Glendower Street. Outside the high demand areas, bicycle routes 

and bicycle lanes are recommended to complete the bikeway 

network. These recommendations are summarized in Table 2-66, 

detailed in Table 2-67, and shown in Figure 2-63. 

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. Due to their length and key location, top scoring 

projects in Rosamond are located on main roadways that traverse 

the city connecting to schools and points of interest, and improve 

areas with a history of bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. 
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Table 2-67: Recommended Bikeways in Rosamond

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Kern County
Rosamond 
Boulevard

60th Street W County line
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

5.6  $999,400 

Kern County 20th Street W Avenue A
Rosamond 
Boulevard

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

3.0  $541,500 

Kern County Sierra Highway W Avenue A Hook Road
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

3.6  $656,000 

Kern County 15th Street W
Rosamond 
Boulevard

Hook Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.6  $56,500 

Kern County 35th Street W Felsite Avenue
Holiday 
Avenue

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.5  $267,400 

Kern County
Glendower 
Street

Rosamond 
Boulevard

Hillcrest 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $24,900 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Kern County 40th Street
Rosamond 
Boulevard

Holiday 
Avenue

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.1  $200,700 

Kern County
7th Standard 
Road

SR-99 Airport Drive
Class III Bike 
Route

2.6  $23,100 

Kern County Frontage Road Felsite Avennue
Rosamond 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.6  $54,600 

Kern County
Rosamond 
Boulevard

90th Street 60th Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $271,000 

Kern County Sierra Highway Felsite Avenue Backus Road
Class III Bike 
Route

5.6  $50,700 

Kern County 25th Street
Rosamond 
Boulevard

Holiday 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.1  $99,000 

Kern County 30th Street W
Patti Rose 
Avenue

Felsite Avenue
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.4  $247,100 

Table 2-66: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Rosamond

Type Mileage

Class II Bicycle Lane  25.1 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  17.4 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard  2.5 

Class III Bicycle Route  18.5 

Total 63.5
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Kern County Felsite Avenue 35th Street W Frontage Road
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.2  $222,200 

Kern County
Hillcrest 
Avenue

Haven Street Sierra Highway
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.4  $17,800 

Kern County
Holiday 
Avenue

40th Street 35th Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $12,000 

Kern County 60th Street
Rosamond 
Boulevard

Avenue A
Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $271,000 

Kern County
Desert Cloud 
Avenue

35th Street Howard Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $12,500 

Kern County
Mojave-
Tropico Road

Backus Road
Rosamond 
Boulevard

Class III Bike 
Route

6.3  $56,800 

Kern County 80th Street
Rosamond 
Boulevard

Avenue A
Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $270,300 

Kern County 90th Street
Rosamond 
Boulevard

Avenue A
Class II Bike 
Lane

3.0  $270,300 

Kern County Avenue A 90th Street Sierra Highway
Class II Bike 
Lane

7.6  $688,400 

Kern County Hook Avenue 15th Street W United Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $44,400 

Kern County
Tehachapi-
Willow Springs 
Road

Favorito 
Avenue

Rosamond 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

2.6  $230,300 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County Elder Avenue 80th Street 60th Street
Class III Bike 
Route

2.0  $18,100 

Kern County
Holiday 
Avenue

80th Street 60th Street
Class III Bike 
Route

2.0  $18,000 

Kern County Marie Avenue SR-14 Sierra Highway
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.4  $17,900 

Kern County Orange Street Granite Street Sierra Highway
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $13,900 

Kern County Buss Street Janine Avenue
Summer 
Breeze Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $5,000 

Kern County Howard Street
Summer Breeze 
Avenue

Desert Cloud 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $7,300 

Kern County Janine Avenue Buss Street 30th Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $8,800 

Kern County
Summer 
Breeze Avenue

Howard Street Buss Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.1  $3,900 

Total  $5,680,800 

Recommended Bikeways in Rosamond, continued
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Bicycle parking in Rosamond is mostly recommended at 

parks and education facilities. Both long-term and short-term 

bicycle parking is recommended at Tropico Middle School and 

Rosamond High. The installation of short-term bicycle parking 

is recommended at United Street Park and Rosamond Park. 

Recommended end-of-trip facilities in Rosamond are detailed in 

Table 2-68. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, 

though bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in 

Rosamond, including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See 

Section 1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information 

regarding end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-68: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Rosamond

Location Type Quantity

Tropico Middle Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Rosamond High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

United Street Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Rosamond Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Tropico Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Rosamond High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3
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Figure 2-63: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Rosamond
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Regional Connections

Regional connections have an important role in Rosamond 

because they provide connectivity to adjacent communities, 

such as Mojave and California City. Regional connections were 

previously proposed in the Kern County Bicycle Master Plan from 

2012 and are mapped in Figure 2-64.
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Figure 2-64: Recommended Regional Connections in Kern County 

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

In general, residential streets in Rosamond have sidewalks in 

fair condition, but sidewalks on arterial and collector roadways 

present many gaps. Sidewalk improvements are proposed on 

Mojave-Tropico Road, 35th Street, 20th Street, Sierra Highway, 

and Rosamond Boulevard. In addition, community members 

expressed concerns related to speeding and short crossing times 

at signalized intersections on Rosamond Boulevard, therefore 

traffic-calming elements and improved pedestrian signals are 

recommended on this roadway. These recommendations are 

presented in Table 2-69 and are mapped in Figure 2-63. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. Due to their 

length and key location, top scoring projects in Rosamond are 

located on main roadways that traverse the city connecting to 

schools and points of interest, and improve areas with a history of 

bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. 
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Table 2-69: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Rosamond

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Kern County 20th Street W Marie Avenue
Rosamond 

Boulevard

Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.0  $189,800 

Kern County 35th Street W Holiday Avenue Felsite Avenue
Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.5  $283,300 

Kern County
Rosamond 

Boulevard

Mojave Tropico 

Road
10th Street W

Sidewalk 

Improvement
4.5  $860,300 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Kern County
Mojave Tropico 

Road

Rosamond 

Boulevard
Cobalt Avenue

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.3  $52,300 

Kern County Sierra Highway Hillcrest Avenue Orange Street
Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.0  $194,900 

Total  $1,580,600 
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Figure 2-65: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Rosamond
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the infrastructure and non-infrastructure 

recommendations presented in this Plan will result in increased 

walking and bicycling activity compared to the estimated current 

activity. Due to the many variables involved, a range of future 

trip estimates was developed based on the proposed active 

transportation projects and programs described in this Plan. To 

achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined data for five 

counties with similar bicycling and walking levels to Kern County: 

Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, Mariposa County, 

and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Rosamond are 

estimated at 20,000 annually for a mode share of 0.01 percent. 

Following implementation of the recommendations presented in 

this Plan, bicycling trips in Rosamond are estimated to increase to 

between 138,000 and 5,035,000 trips annually, for a mode share 

between 0.7 and 2.5 percent. 

Current walking trips in 

Rosamond are estimated 

at 722,000 annually, with a 

mode share of 1.6 percent. 

Following implementation of 

this Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated 

to increase to between 

945,000 and 3,176,000 trips 

annually, for a mode share 

between 2.0 and 7.0 percent. 

The projected increase in 

walking and bicycling trips 

will help Rosamond improve 

its air quality by reducing 

the number of vehicle miles 

traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. 
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2-13: SHAFTER
CONTEXT
Shafter is located northwest of Metropolitan Bakersfield, with 

a population of roughly 17,000 in 2010. The northwestern 

and southeastern parts of Shafter are comprised of primarily 

residential land uses, while the central part of the city is mainly 

reserved for agricultural and industrial land uses. Small clusters of 

commercial uses exist in the northwestern part of the city along 

Central Valley Highway (State Route 43). 

Shafter qualifies as a disadvantaged community because its 

population experiences factors such as poverty, pollution, and 

poor air quality. These factors are spread across most of the 

community. The recommendations made in this Plan assure that 

burdened areas of Shafter fully share in the benefits of active 

transportation improvements. Maps showing the variation of 

these factors and more information about land use can be found 

in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
There are 0.01 percent daily bicycle commuters in the city of 

Shafter and one percent of residents commute by walking. As 

Table 2-70 shows, Shafter’s walking mode share is significantly 

lower than national, and statewide levels, but is close to 

county averages. Commuting by public transit is only half of 

the countywide rate and considerably lower than nationwide 

and statewide rates. Drive alone trips are higher than county, 

state, and national averages, and carpool trips are similar to the 

countywide average and considerably higher than the nationwide 

and statewide rates. 
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Shafter

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.01

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 1.0

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0.6

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 78.7

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 13.9

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 3.6

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 2.2

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Shafter’s bikeway system is comprised of Class II bicycle lanes. 

Bikeways are located on highways, arterial and collector streets 

prioritizing connections to schools and parks. The primary east-

west bikeway corridor is along Lerdo Highway. Primary north-

south bikeway is along Shafter Avenue, north of Lerdo Highway, 

which provides connection to schools and public buildings. These 

bikeways are mapped in Figure 2-68.

End-of-Trip Facilities

The Project Team observed a lack of end-of-trip facilities in 

Shafter. However, due to budget and staff restraints, field 

review was limited to targeted areas; thus, facilities could exist 

in unobserved locations. Additional end-of-trip facilities would 

encourage more trips by bicycle.

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-70: Shafter Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to the 

Nation, State, and County
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EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Shafter has a consistent sidewalk network in its commercial areas. 

Downtown Shafter has signalized crossings at major intersections 

and brick crosswalks and four-way stop-controlled intersections. 

On downtown streets, the Project Team observed a number of 

pedestrian amenities including bulb outs, bollards, pedestrian 

lighting, benches, and shade. On Central Avenue, a public plaza 

with pedestrian paths, shade, and seating also provides an inviting 

pedestrian environment.

Other major corridors, such as Shafter Avenue and Lerdo 

Highway, also have consistent sidewalks on both sides of the 

street. These thoroughfares also have mid-block crossings and 

signalized crossings. Crosswalks on major corridors are generally 

low-visibility, and at uncontrolled intersections and four-way 

stops there is no pedestrian crossing signage to warn drivers. This 

is particularly a challenge near schools on major arterials, such 

as Golden Oak Elementary School off of Lerdo Highway, where 

crosswalks are faded and no signage or pavement markings 

are present. The Project Team also observed “school crossing” 

signage at a number of other schools.

In Shafter’s residential neighborhoods, sidewalks are inconsistent. 

On some streets, sidewalks exist on both sides of the street 

without gaps; on others, there are few to no stretches of sidewalk. 

The image below shows a residential street adjacent to a school, 

where the Project Team observed residents walking in the street 

due to a gap in the sidewalk network.

Pedestrians walking in the roadway 
where sidewalks are missing
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TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
The city of Shafter provides a dial-a-ride program. The service 

is available to the general public with discount fares available to 

seniors, persons with disabilities, and ADA-certified passengers. 

Kern Transit provides intercity fixed-route service to and from 

Shafter along two corridors, Bakersfield – Delano and Bakersfield 

– Lost Hills, Routes 110 and 115, respectively. Shafter City Hall is the 

only location served in Shafter by the two routes. 

COLLISION HISTORY
All but one bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions occurred 

west of Central Valley Highway (Highway 43) where most of the 

attractors and generators are located. Bicyclist-related collisions 

in Shafter are mapped in Figure 2-66, and pedestrian-related 

collisions are mapped in Figure 2-67. 

Table 2-71 displays the top five roadways with the most bicyclist- 

and pedestrian-involved collisions based on data from 2009-2013. 

Lerdo Highway, an arterial street, experienced the most bicyclist- 

and pedestrian-involved collisions in Shafter during the study 

period with four reported collisions. Schnaidt Street, a residential 

street with traffic calming features, closely followed with three 

bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions. See Appendix C 

for more detailed information about bicyclist- and pedestrian-

involved collisions in Shafter.

Table 2-71: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in 

Shafter

Location Quantity

Lerdo Highway 4

Schnaidt Street 3

Rodriguez Avenue 3

Reiker Street 3

Atkinson Avenue 2
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Figure 2-66: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Shafter
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Figure 2-67: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Shafter
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

Shafter currently has limited bicycle infrastructure. Although 

bikeways exist on Lerdo Highway, Mannel Avenue, and Tulare 

Avenue, many other main roads – such as Santa Fe Way, Shafter 

Avenue, and Beech Avenue – are lacking adequate bicycle 

infrastructure. Buffered bicycle lanes are recommended on these 

roadways due to high traffic volumes and speeds, particularly 

along Lerdo Highway. 

Bicycle boulevards are recommended on several residential 

streets to allow comfortable and safe travel between schools, 

parks, public services, and residential areas. Regional travel is 

supported by recommended bicycle lanes and bicycle routes, 

particularly between Shafter and Bakersfield. Recommended 

bikeways are summarized in Table 2-72 and detailed in Table 2-73, 

and are shown in Figure 2-68. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. Top scoring 

projects in Shafter are located near the downtown area, where 

most of the development within the city exists. These top scoring 

projects connect to schools and points of interest, and improve 

areas with a history of bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. 
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Table 2-73: Recommended Bikeways in Shafter

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Caltrans Lerdo Highway Poplar Avenue SR-43
Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
1.4  $258,400 

Caltrans SR-43 Mayer Lane Beech Avenue
Complete 

Streets
2.5  $1,430,400 

Shafter Schnaidt Street
W Los 

Angeles Street
Mark Avenue

Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.7  $37,300 

Shafter Shafter Avenue
Redwood 

Drive
Lerdo Highway

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
0.7  $134,900 

Shafter Valley Street Poso Avenue
Rodriguez 

Avenue

Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.7  $34,100 

Shafter James Street
Shafter 

Avenue

E Lerdo 

Highway

Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.4  $21,000 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Shafter Mannel Avenue
E Tulare 

Avenue

E Lerdo 

Highway

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
0.5  $89,900 

Shafter
Los Angeles 

Avenue

Mettler 

Avenue

Thompson 

Street

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
0.7  $134,200 

Shafter Shafter Avenue
Lerdo 

Highway
Riverside Street

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
1.0  $179,900 

Shafter
E Tulare 

Avenue

Shafter 

Avenue
Mannel Avenue

Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.5  $25,100 

Caltrans
E Lerdo 

Highway
Cherry Avenue Mannel Avenue

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
1.5  $274,700 

Shafter
E Tulare 

Avenue

Mannel 

Avenue

N Beech 

Avenue

Class II Buffered 

Bike Lane
0.5  $89,800 

Table 2-72: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Shafter

Type Mileage

Class II Bicycle Lane  12.9 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  6.5 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard  3.7 

Class III Bicycle Route  19.4

Complete Streets  2.8 

Total 45.2
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Shafter Fresno Avenue Palm Avenue Cherry Avenue
Class II Bike 

Lane
6.1  $545,000 

Shafter Mannel Avenue
Redwood 

Drive

E Tulare 

Avenue

Class III Bike 

Route
0.2  $2,200 

Shafter
Beech Avenue 

/ SR-43
Santa Fe Way

7th Standard 

Road

Class II Bike 

Lane
4.8  $435,000 

Shafter Kern Avenue
Sunset 

Avenue
State Avenue

Complete 

Streets
0.3  $170,000 

Shafter Poplar Avenue
Fresno 

Avenue
Riverside Street

Class II Bike 

Lane
2.0  $180,500 

Shafter Redwood Drive
Shafter 

Avenue
Mannel Avenue

Class III Bike 

Route
0.5  $4,500 

Shafter Mark Avenue Knight Street N Valley Stret
Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.4  $20,000 

Shafter
N Beech 

Avenue

E Tulare 

Avenue

E Lerdo 

Highway

Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.5  $24,600 

Shafter N Wall Street Richland Drive
W Tulare 

Avenue

Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.2  $8,200 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Shafter Beech Avenue
Fresno 

Avenue
Tulare Avenue

Class III Bike 

Route
0.5  $4,500 

Shafter
E Los Angeles 

Avenue

Thompson 

Street
SR-43

Class III Bike 

Route
0.8  $6,800 

Shafter Poso Avenue N Valley Street Shafter Avenue
Class III Bike 

Boulevard
0.2  $12,400 

Shafter
Riverside 

Street
Poplar Avenue Driver Road

Class III Bike 

Route
5.1  $45,700 

Shafter Cherry Avenue
Fresno 

Avenue
Riverside Street

Class III Bike 

Route
2.0  $18,100 

Kern 

County

Kimberlina 

Road

Central 

Avenue
Shafter Avenue

Class III Bike 

Route
3.1  $30,000 

Shafter Shafter Avenue
Kimberlina 

Road
Redwood Drive

Class III Bike 

Route
3.3  $29,500 

Shafter Burbank Street Driver Road
Zachary 

Avenue

Class III Bike 

Route
1.0  $9,000 

Shafter Driver Road
Riverside 

Street
Burbank Street

Class III Bike 

Route
1.0  $9,000 

Shafter
Zachary 

Avenue

Burbank 

Street

7th Standard 

Road

Class III Bike 

Route
2.0  $18,000 

Total  $4,282,700 

Recommended Bikeways in Shafter, continued
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Short-term bicycle parking in Shafter is mostly recommended 

in the Downtown area, particularly along James Street and 

Central Avenue. Short-term bicycle parking is recommended in 

all parks and in certain schools, such as Golden Oak Elementary 

and Redwood Elementary. Long-term bicycle parking is 

recommended in Central Valley High. Table 2-74 below shows 

recommended end-of-trip facilities in Shafter. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, though 

bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in Shafter, 

including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See Section 1-7: 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information regarding 

end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-74: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Shafter

Location Type Quantity

Golden Oak Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Redwood Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Shafter Downtown (Central 

Avenue & James Street)
Short-term Bicycle Parking 8

Mannel Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Kirchenmann Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Stringham Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Rodriguez Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Town Square Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Veteran's Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Central Valley High 

(Continuation)
Long-term Bicycle Parking 3
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Figure 2-68: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Shafter
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Regional Connections

Regional connections have an important role in Shafter because 

they provide connectivity to adjacent communities, such as 

Metropolitan Bakersfield and Wasco. Regional connections were 

previously proposed in the Kern County Bicycle Master Plan from 

2012 and are mapped in Figure 2-69.  
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Figure 2-69: Recommended Regional Connections in Kern County 

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

In Shafter, pedestrian infrastructure recommendations are based 

on the history of pedestrian collisions, observations from the 

field trip, and areas in need of improvement identified by the 

community. Corridor improvements are recommended on Lerdo 

Highway, including closing gaps in sidewalks, reducing pedestrian 

crossing distances, and providing crossing islands. Moreover, 

crossing improvements are recommended in the Downtown 

area, particularly along James Street, Munzer Street, and Shafter 

Avenue, which connect to several destinations within the city. 

Crossing improvements are also recommended near schools, 

parks, and commercial areas. Recommended pedestrian projects 

are listed in Table 2-75 and detailed in Figure 2-70. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. Top scoring 

projects in Shafter are located near the downtown area, where 

most of the development within the city exists. These top scoring 

projects connect to schools and points of interest, and improve 

areas with a history of bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. 
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Table 2-75: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Shafter

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 

(miles) / # 
Units

Planning-
Level Cost 

Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Shafter Central Avenue
Calloway 
Street

-
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Shafter Kern Street
Central 
Avenue

-
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

1  $2,800 

Caltrans Lerdo Highway
Shafter 
Avenue

SR-43
Corridor 
Improvement

0.4  $120,900 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Shafter
N Shafter 
Avenue

BNSF Railroad -
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Shafter
E Munzer 
Street

E Lerdo 
Highway

Shafter 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

0.2  $20,200 

Shafter James Street
E Lerdo 
Highway

Shafter 
Avenue

Crossing 
Improvements

0.4  $35,600 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Shafter Shafter Avenue
W Munzer 
Street

Poso Avenue
Crossing 
Improvements

0.2  $18,100 

Total $220,000 
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Figure 2-70: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Shafter
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the infrastructure and non-infrastructure 

recommendations presented in this Plan will result in increased 

walking and bicycling activity compared to the estimated current 

activity. Due to the many variables involved, a range of future 

trip estimates was developed based on the proposed active 

transportation projects and programs described in this Plan. To 

achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined data for five 

counties with similar bicycling and walking levels to Kern County: 

Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, Mariposa County, 

and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Shafter are estimated 

at 19,000 annually for a mode share of 0.01 percent. Following 

implementation of the recommendations presented in this Plan, 

bicycling trips in Shafter are estimated to increase to between 

124,000 and 4,544,000 trips annually, for a mode share between 

0.7 and 2.5 percent. 

Current walking trips in Shafter are estimated at 465,000 

annually, with a mode share 

of 1.0 percent. Following 

implementation of this Plan’s 

recommendations, walking 

trips are estimated to 

increase to between 694,000 

and 2,992,000 trips annually, 

for a mode share between 1.5 

and 6.4 percent. 

The projected increase in 

walking and bicycling trips 

will help Shafter improve 

its air quality by reducing 

the number of vehicle miles 

traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. Current Future 
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2-14: GREATER TAFT AREA
CONTEXT
The Greater Taft Area is comprised of Ford City, South Taft, 

Taft, and Taft Heights. Nearly half of the area is comprised of 

open space, while the other half is primarily residential or almost 

completely residential. Most commercial land use in Greater Taft 

is concentrated along major streets, while educational/public 

facilities are located in northern Taft. 

The Greater Taft Area qualifies as a disadvantaged community 

because its population experiences factors such as poverty, 

pollution, and poor air quality. These factors are particularly 

present in the central part of Taft. The recommendations made 

in this Plan assure that burdened areas of Greater Taft fully share 

in the benefits of active transportation improvements. Maps 

showing the variation of these factors and more information 

about land use can be found in Appendix B. 
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Taft

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.7

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 1.8

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0.5

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 71.9

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 22.3

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 1.1

Worked from home 4.3 5.3 3.0 1.7

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-76: City of Taft Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
CITY OF TAFT 

Bicycle commuting in the city of Taft is slightly higher than 

nationwide and countywide levels but considerably lower than the 

statewide rate. In Taft, only 1.8 percent of residents commute by 

walking. As Table 2-76 shows, the shares of people walking and 

commuting by transit are significantly lower than nation, state, 

and county averages. Drive alone trips are significantly lower than 

county, state, and national averages, while carpooling is almost 

three times the nationwide and statewide rates.
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FORD CITY

As Table 2-77 shows, the share of people driving alone and 

carpooling are significantly lower than nation, state, and 

county averages, and one of the lowest among the cities and 

unincorporated areas included in this Plan. Bicycling commute 

levels in Ford City are low compared to nationwide, statewide, 

and countywide levels but the rate of people commuting by 

foot doubles compared to nationwide and statewide levels. 

Commuting by public transit is lower than nationwide, statewide 

and countywide rates.

Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Ford City

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.2

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 8.0

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0.6

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 57.0

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 31.4

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 2.8

Work from home 4.3 5.3 3.0 0

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-77: Ford City Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County
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SOUTH TAFT 

South Taft has very similar commuting mode shares to Ford 

City. As Table 2-78 shows, the share of people driving alone 

and carpooling are significantly lower than nation, state, and 

county averages, and one of the lowest among the cities and 

unincorporated areas included in this Plan. There are zero 

daily bicycle commuters in South Taft but the rate of people 

commuting by foot doubles the nationwide and statewide levels. 

The carpooling percentage is three times the nationwide and 

statewide levels and twice the countywide level. 

Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County South Taft

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.01

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 7.7

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 57.3

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 35.0

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 0

Work from home 4.3 5.3 3.0 0

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-78: South Taft Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County
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TAFT HEIGHTS

Almost two percent of Taft Heights residents commute by 

bicycle, doubling statewide levels and quadrupling nationwide 

and countywide levels. This contrasts with the relatively low 

daily walking trips to work and the 81 percent of people driving 

to work, a rate higher than nation, state, and county levels. The 

second most common mode of transportation in the community 

is carpooling with almost 17 percent of people sharing a car when 

commuting (see Table 2-79). 

Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Taft Heights

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 2.1

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 0.01

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 81.1

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 16.8

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 0

Work from home 4.3 5.3 3.0 0

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-79: Taft Heights Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County
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EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

The Taft Bike Path is the only formalized bicycle facility in the 

Greater Taft Area. The Class I facility is located in the south, 

adjacent to South Taft and Taft Heights. The Taft Bike Path 

provides greenery, recreation opportunities, and east-west access 

to multiple destinations such as schools, churches, and Downtown 

Taft. Currently, there are no existing formalized bikeways in Ford 

City, South Taft, or Taft Heights. However, these communities 

have a number of low-volume, low-speed streets that would be 

suitable for bicycling.

End-of-Trip Facilities

The Greater Taft Area is lacking end-of-trip facilities at 

destinations like parks, schools, and commercial corridors. Local 

parks do have public restrooms, but do not feature bicycle 

parking. If bicycle parking does exist at schools, it is not visible 

from the street. However, due to budget and staff restraints, field 

review was limited to targeted areas; thus, facilities could exist 

in unobserved locations. Additional end-of-trip facilities would 

encourage more trips by bicycle.

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

The city of Taft has a consistent sidewalk network in both 

commercial and residential areas. Taft’s major thoroughfares – 

10th Street, 6th Street, and Kern Street (State Route 33) – have 

standard-width sidewalks, though Kern Street’s sidewalks end 

west of 1st Street. Each of these corridors have unsignalized 

crosswalks at intersections, which are primarily controlled by stop 

signs. One exception is a signalized crossing at 10th Street and 

Kern Street. 

There are numerous high-visibility continental crosswalks 

throughout Taft. These are particularly abundant at intersections 

and mid-block crossings near Taft’s many schools (see image 

below), which are clustered in the northwest part of Taft. “School 
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crossing” pavement markings and signage have also recently 

been installed along school-adjacent streets in Taft.

Taft’s main commercial area is in Downtown Taft, with most 

commercial activity on Center Street. Center Street has well-

maintained brick sidewalks with many tree wells that provide 

some shade for pedestrians, and brick crosswalks at intersections 

and mid-block. There are no signalized crossings or pedestrian 

crossing signs at these crossings. Center Street also has 

landscaped bulb outs, brick crosswalks, and pedestrian paths 

connecting Center Street to parallel streets (see images below). 

The Project Team also observed that 5th Street, from Center 

Street to Main Street, has been replaced with a linear park. There 

are sidewalks on either side of this linear park, connecting to 

Taft’s Transit Center on 5th and Main Streets.

In the community of Ford City, Harrison Street, the major corridor 

that connects Ford City to the city of Taft, has consistent 

sidewalks on both sides of the street. The community’s major 

east-west corridor, Cedar Street, is lacking sidewalks except near 

its intersection with Harrison Street. Residential streets in Ford 

City generally lack sidewalks, except near Jefferson Elementary 

School where there are faded yellow crosswalks and pedestrian 

crossing signs. Ford City Park has a paved pedestrian path 

winding through the park, which creates connections to the north 

and west sides of the park. Sidewalks exist across the street from 

the park on the east and west sides, but no sidewalks exist around 

the park itself. 

Taft Heights has no commercial corridors, but sidewalks generally 

exist on the community’s residential streets. The community’s 

one school, Parkview Elementary, has continental crosswalks and 

school crossing signage. South Taft has no commercial corridors 

and sidewalks are lacking on the community’s residential streets. 

There are marked crosswalks on Wood Street and Crystal Street.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
Local public transit service in Taft and Greater Taft is operated by 

Taft Area Transit (TAT). One local fixed-route alignment serves 

the city of Taft, Ford City, South Taft and Taft Heights Monday 

Continental and ladder-style 
crossings existing at a few locations 
throughout the Greater Taft area
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through Thursday. TAT also offers a dial-a-ride service to seniors 

and persons with disabilities. TAT buses feature easy-to-load 

bicycle racks and two bus stops can be easily accessed through 

the Taft Bike Path, where short-term parking is provided. 

Regional transit service is provided by Kern Transit, which 

connects Taft with Metropolitan Bakersfield. Route 120 serves 

multiple destinations in Taft, including the Taft Transit Center, 

only one block away from the Taft Bike Path. 

COLLISION HISTORY
Bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions occur at higher 

frequencies in the area between Warren Street to the north and 

Main Street to the south, no more than half mile from  or Kern 

Street. This pattern is not unexpected considering that most of 

the development is located in this area. Bicyclist-related collisions 

in Greater Taft are mapped in Figure 2-71, and pedestrian-related 

collisions are mapped in Figure 2-72.

Table 2-80 displays the three roadways with more than one 

bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions based on data from 

2009 to 2013. Kern Street (Highway 33) is the roadway with 

the highest number of collisions experienced during the five-

year period analyzed. Four bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved 

collisions were reported on 6th Street and 10th Street during the 

same period of time. These three roadways account for more 

than seventy percent of total bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved 

collisions in greater Taft. See Appendix C for more detailed 

information about bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions in 

Greater Taft.

Table 2-80: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in 

the Greater Taft Area

Location Quantity

Kern Street 7

6th Street 4

10th Street 4
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Figure 2-71: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in the Greater Taft area
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Figure 2-72: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in the Greater Taft area
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

The recommended bicycle network in the greater Taft 

area includes connections within and between each of the 

communities in the area. Major north-south bicycle links are 

proposed along Division Road/10th Street and Harrison Street/6th 

Street/Lierly Avenue. Major east-west bicycle connections are 

proposed along Cedar Street and Ash Street in Ford City, Kern 

Street in Taft, A Street in Taft Heights, and Wood Street in South 

Taft. 

Kern Street also serves as a regional connection with a 

recommended bicycle route, as it connects with Maricopa. 

Buffered bicycle lanes are recommended in the central part of 

the Taft area to address higher traffic speeds and volumes. These 

recommendations are summarized in Table 2-81 and detailed in 

Table 2-82, and are shown in Figure 2-73. 

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. Top scoring projects in the Greater Taft Area serve 

all the communities within the area: South Taft, Taft Heights, 

Ford City, and Taft City. The majority of the projects serve as 

a regional connection, both bicycle and pedestrian within the 

area. The majority of the projects traverse the area connecting to 

schools and points of interest, and improve areas with a history of 

bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. 
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Table 2-82: Recommended Bikeways in the Greater Taft area

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Taft 6th Street Oak Street Ash Street
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.1  $190,900 

Taft 10th Street Center Street Ash Street
Class IV Cycle 
Track

0.6  $170,500 

Taft Cedar Street Division Road Airport Road
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

2.1  $376,400 

Caltrans Kern Street Cascade Place 1st Street
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.2  $217,500 

Taft 10th Street Center Street F Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $67,000 

Taft 2nd Street Calvin Street Supply Row
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.6  $28,400 

Taft A Street Terrace Drive S 10th Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.9  $80,100 

Caltrans SR-119 Midway Road
South City 
Limits

Class II Bike 
Lane

6.6  $595,500 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Taft 1st Street
Kern Street / 
SR-33

Calvin Street
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

0.3  $56,600 

Taft Ash Street N 10th Street Airport Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.9  $167,800 

Kern County Division Road Ash Street
Ironwood 
Street

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.9  $78,500 

Taft Airport Road Ash Street SR-119
Class III Bike 
Route

1.1  $10,200 

Table 2-81: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in the Greater Taft Area

Type Mileage

Class II Bicycle Lane  14.9 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  4.9 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard  3.8 

Class III Bicycle Route  13.0 

Class IV Cycle Track  0.6 

Total 37.1
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Taft Church Street F Street Ranier Avenue
Class III Bike 
Route

0.9  $7,800 

Kern County
Grevillea 
Street

Division Road
Harrison 
Street

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $45,200 

Kern County Harrison Street Ash Street
Grevillia 
Street

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $59,100 

Caltrans SR-33 Kern Street SR-119
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $41,100 

Caltrans SR-33
West City 
Limits

Cascade Place
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.2  $104,400 

Kern County Taylor Street
Grevillea 
Street

Ash Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.8  $39,000 

Taft Olive Avenue Supply Road South Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $24,400 

Taft 2nd Street Calvin Street Williams Way
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

0.3  $47,100 

Taft
Harding 
Avenue

A Street E Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.4  $18,600 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County Lierly Avenue South Street Oak Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.4  $20,900 

Taft Midoil Road
Thomas 
Street

Terrace Drive
Class III Bike 
Route

0.7  $6,100 

Taft Wood Street S 10th Street
Kern Street / 
SR-33

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.1  $99,200 

Taft
Gardner Field 
Road

SR-33
East City 
Limits

Class III Bike 
Route

4.2  $37,600 

Kern County Lincoln Street Midway Road
Ironwood 
Street

Class III Bike 
Route

1.1  $10,300 

Kern County Midaway Road Division Road Taft Highway
Class III Bike 
Route

0.6  $5,800 

Taft Oak Street Lierly Avenue S 10th Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $8,100 

Taft Cadet Road SR-33 Duval Road
Class III Bike 
Route

2.0  $18,300 

Taft
Phillippine 
Street

Quail Street S 10th Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $49,900 

Caltrans SR-33 Cadet Road
California 
Street

Class III Bike 
Route

2.3  $20,300 

Total  $2,702,600 

Recommended Bikeways in the Greater Taft Area, continued
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Bicycle parking in the Greater Taft area is lacking. Both short- 

and long-term bicycle parking will help encourage people to 

ride bicycles more often and provide safer end-of-trip options. 

Recommended end-of-trip facilities in the Greater Taft Area are 

detailed in Table 2-83.

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, though 

bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in the 

Greater Taft area, including schools, libraries, hospitals, and 

more. See Section 1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more 

information regarding end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-83: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in the Greater Taft area

Location Type Quantity

Taft College Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Taft Primary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Roosevelt Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Taft Union High Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Buena Vista High 

(Continuation)
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Taft Civic Center Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

A Street Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Natatorium Pool Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Community Center Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Taft Skate Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Civic Center Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Taft City Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Ford City Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Lincoln Junior High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Taft Civic Center Park Long-term Bicycle Parking 4

Park and Ride Lot Long-term Bicycle Parking 2
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Figure 2-73: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in the Greater Taft area
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Regional Connections

Regional connections have an important role in the Greater Taft 

area because they provide connectivity to adjacent communities, 

such as Metropolitan Bakersfield and Shafter. Regional 

connections were previously proposed in the Kern County Bicycle 

Master Plan from 2012 and are mapped in Figure 2-74.  
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Figure 2-74: Recommended Regional Connections in Kern County 

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Sidewalks are found in most of Greater Taft, though gaps do 

exist. In Ford City, sidewalk improvements are recommended 

along Date Street, which connects to Jefferson Elementary 

School. Sidewalk gap closure is also recommended along 10th 

Street, as well as crossing improvements for increased pedestrian 

safety. Kern Street will benefit from corridor improvements, 

such as high-visibility crossings and traffic-calming measures. 

It is also recommended that the existing continental crosswalks 

along San Emidio Street be updated and maintained. These 

recommendations are detailed in Table 2-84 and shown in Figure 

2-75. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how projects 

scored for each prioritization criterion. Top scoring projects in 

the Greater Taft Area serve all the communities within the area: 

South Taft, Taft Heights, Ford City, and Taft City. The majority 

of the projects serve as a regional connection, both bicycle and 

pedestrian within the area. The majority of the projects traverse 

the area connecting to schools, points of interest, and improve 

areas with a history of bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. 

More information about pedestrian improvement categories and 

facilities can be found in Section 1-7.
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Table 2-84: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in the Greater Taft area

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 

(miles) / # 
Units

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Taft 10th Street Ash Street Main Street
Corridor 

Improvement
0.6  $176,000 

Taft 6th Street Ash Street Main Street
Corridor 

Improvement
0.8  $219,200 

Kern County Cedar Street Lincoln Street SR-119
Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.0  $1,210,000 

Taft Ash Street 10th Street SR-119
Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.0  $1,210,000 

Kern County S 10th Street A Street
Buena Vista 

Place

Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.3  $470,000 

Kern County Elm Street Lincoln Street Harrison Street
Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.5  $720,000 

Taft Olive Avenue Supply Row South Street
Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.5  $720,000 

Taft Wood Street S 10th Street SR-33
Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.1  $1,210,000 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Kern County Date Street Division Road Monroe Street
Sidewalk 

Improvement
0.7  $136,800 

Greater Taft E Main Street SR-119 -
High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

Greater Taft Kern Street 6th Street -
High-Visibility 

Crosswalk
4  $11,200 

Taft
San Emidio 

Street
N 10th Street 1st Street

Crossing 

Improvements
0.8  $68,100 

Caltrans
Kern Street / 
SR-33

Cascade 

Place
Taft Highway

Corridor 

Improvement
1.2  $337,400 

Total $6,499,900 
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Figure 2-75: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in the Greater Taft area
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
CITY OF TAFT

Implementing the infrastructure and non-infrastructure 

recommendations presented in this Plan will result in increased 

walking and bicycling activity compared to the estimated current 

activity. Due to the many variables involved, a range of future 

trip estimates was developed based on the proposed active 

transportation projects and programs described in this Plan. To 

achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined data for five 

counties with similar bicycling and walking levels to Kern County: 

Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, Mariposa County, 

and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Taft are estimated 

at 70,000 annually for a mode share of 0.7 percent. Following 

implementation of the recommendations presented in this Plan, 

bicycling trips in Taft are estimated to increase to between 

75,000 and 315,000 trips annually, for a mode share between 0.8 

and 3.1 percent. 

Current walking trips in Taft are estimated at 276,000 annually, 

with a mode share of 

1.8 percent. Following 

implementation of this 

Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated 

to increase to between 

350,000 and 1,090,000 

trips annually, for a mode 

share between 2.3 and 7.2 

percent.  

The projected increase in 

walking and bicycling trips 

will help the City of Taft 

improve its air quality by 

reducing the number of 

vehicle miles traveled and 

therefore reducing vehicle 

emissions. 
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FORD CITY 

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Ford 

City are estimated at 18,000 annually for a mode 

share of 0.2 percent. Following implementation 

of the recommendations presented in this Plan, 

bicycling trips in Ford City are estimated to 

increase to between 22,000 and 197,000 trips 

annually, for a mode share between 0.3 and 2.7 

percent. 

Current walking trips in Ford City are estimated 

at 643,000 annually, with a mode share of 8.1 

percent. Following implementation of this Plan’s 

recommendations, walking trips are estimated to 

increase to between 682,000 and 1,073,000 trips 

annually, for a mode share between 8.6 and 13.5 

percent. 

SOUTH TAFT

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in South 

Taft are estimated at 1,000 annually for a mode 

share of 0.01 percent. Following implementation 

of the recommendations presented in this Plan, 

bicycling trips in South Taft are estimated to 

increase to between 9,000 and 345,000 trips 

annually, for a mode share between 0.7 and 2.5 

percent. 

Current walking trips in South Taft are estimated 

at 236,000 annually, with a mode share of 8.3 

percent. Following implementation of this Plan’s 

recommendations, walking trips are estimated to 

increase to between 250,000 and 392,000 trips 

annually, for a mode share between 8.7 and 13.7 

percent. 
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TAFT HEIGHTS

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Taft Heights are 

estimated at 77,000 annually for a mode share of 2.1 percent. 

Following implementation of the recommendations presented 

in this Plan, bicycling trips in 

Taft Heights are estimated to 

increase to between 79,000 

and 166,000 trips annually, for 

a mode share between 2.2 and 

4.5 percent. 

Current walking trips in 

Taft Heights are estimated 

at 29,000 annually, with a 

mode share of 0.01 percent. 

Following implementation of 

this Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated to 

increase to between 1,470,000 

and 15,933,000 trips annually, 

for a mode share between 0.5 

and 5.4 percent. 
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2-15: TEHACHAPI
CONTEXT
Tehachapi is located south of Metropolitan Bakersfield, with 

an estimated population over 13,000 as of 2013. Tehachapi is 

comprised of primarily residential land use, with commercial 

activity concentrated along Tehachapi Boulevard. Educational 

and public facilities are scattered throughout the city, and it is 

surrounded by agricultural land use. A local airport exists on the 

northern border of Tehachapi. 

The city of Tehachapi qualifies as a disadvantaged community 

because its population experiences factors such as poverty, 

pollution, and poor air quality. These factors are particularly 

present in the central part of the city, where most schools, parks, 

and other destinations are located. The recommendations made 

in this Plan assure that burdened areas of Tehachapi fully share in 

the benefits of active transportation improvements. Maps showing 

the variation of these factors and more information about land 

use can be found in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
According to the American Community Survey, bicycle 

commuting in Tehachapi is lower than statewide, nationwide, 

and countywide levels. The share of people walking to work is 

three percent, which is higher than countywide rates, but about 

the same as statewide and nationwide levels. There are zero 

daily public transit commuters in the city and only 11.2 percent of 

residents share a vehicle when commuting. As Table 2-85 shows, 

the share of people driving alone is considerably lower than 

county, state, and national averages. 
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Tehachapi

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 2.7

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 14.0

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 69.4

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 11.2

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 0.8

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 1.9

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Tehachapi’s bikeway system is comprised of Class I shared-use 

paths and Class II bicycle lanes. On-street facilities are located 

on highways, arterials, and local streets, providing access to 

commercial areas, schools, and parks. Most off-street facilities 

run parallel to highways or arterial streets. The primary north-

south bikeway corridor is along Curry Street between Tehachapi 

Boulevard and Highline Road. Primary east-west bikeways are 

provided along Valley Boulevard. These are mapped in Figure 

2-78.

End-of-Trip Facilities

Bike parking exists around the downtown commercial area and 

at schools and parks, and the plan proposes additional parking 

downtown and another commercial corridor on the western edge 

of the city. Public restrooms exist at West Park, which connects 

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-85: Tehachapi Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to 

the Nation, State, and County
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to the bicycle lane on Valley Boulevard. Due to budget and 

staff restraints, field review was limited to targeted areas; thus, 

additional facilities could exist in unobserved locations. Additional 

end-of-trip facilities would encourage more trips by bicycle.

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Downtown Tehachapi, the city’s primary commercial area, has 

a variety of pedestrian facilities. In addition to a consistent 

sidewalk network on most downtown streets, the Project Team 

observed several paved crosswalks with bulb outs, bollards, and 

wayfinding signage. At Tehachapi Boulevard and Green Street, 

there is a large compass painted in the intersection that serves 

as public art and makes the intersection more visible. However, 

most intersections in downtown Tehachapi are unsignalized and 

pedestrian crossing signs are not present.

Two public plazas and two pocket parks also exist near Tehachapi 

Boulevard. These amenities contain additional seating and shade 

for pedestrians. One of the parks is outside a museum and also 

has public restrooms, which are open during museum hours. 

Despite the presence of pedestrian facilities downtown, the 

pedestrian connection between downtown and the residential 

neighborhood north of downtown is lacking. There are no official 

pedestrian path or crossings at the railroad tracks that separate 

downtown from residential streets and the local airport.

Short-term bicycle parking at a park 
in Tehachapi
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The residential streets north of downtown Tehachapi are lacking 

sidewalks in many places, and there are no crossings present. The 

Project Team observed gaps in the sidewalk network in residential 

areas south, west, and east of downtown as well, though the 

sidewalks in these areas were more consistent than those north of 

the railroad tracks.

Generally, streets adjacent to Tehachapi’s schools have sidewalks, 

standard yellow school crosswalks, pedestrian crossing signs, 

and pavement markings. Brick crosswalks, similar to those 

found downtown, are present near Jacobsen Middle School and 

Tompkins Elementary School. The Project Team also observed 

paved pedestrian paths at Tehachapi City Park near a school, 

creating a connection from C Street to Mojave Street.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
Kern Transit operates Tehachapi’s dial-a-ride service to the 

general public within a majority of the city limits, and also to 

unincorporated areas. In addition, Kern Transit operates one 

intercity fixed route in Tehachapi. Route 100, which runs from 

Bakersfield to Lancaster, has stops in Keene, Tehachapi, Mojave, 

and Rosamond along the way. In Tehachapi, the route serves two 

destinations located on Tehachapi Boulevard and one more per 

request at the intersection of Cameron Canyon Road and State 

Route 58. Formalized bikeways do not exist near these stops. 

Paved crossings with curb extensions 
and bollards in Downtown Tehachapi
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COLLISION HISTORY
Bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions occur at higher 

frequencies in the area encompassed by Tehachapi Boulevard 

and Valley Boulevard, where a large majority of destinations are 

located. Only one collision was registered east of Dennison Road. 

Bicyclist-related collisions in Tehachapi are mapped in Figure 2-76 

and pedestrian-related collisions are mapped in Figure 2-77.

Table 2-86 displays the four roadways with the most bicyclist- 

and pedestrian-involved collisions. Valley Boulevard experienced 

four bicyclist-and pedestrian-involved collisions during the 

period analyzed. The table is complemented by East Tehachapi 

Boulevard with three reported collisions, and Tucker Road, and 

Lower Valley Road, both with two reported collisions. These 

four roadways account for half of total bicyclist-and pedestrian-

involved collisions in the City. See Appendix C for more detailed 

information about bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collisions in 

Tehachapi.

Table 2-86: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in 

Tehachapi

Location Quantity

Valley Boulevard 4

East Tehachapi Boulevard 3

Tucker Road 2

Lower Valley Road 2
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Figure 2-76: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Tehachapi
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Figure 2-77: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Tehachapi
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

The recommended bikeway network improvements in Tehachapi 

will create stronger west-east and north-south connections, 

establish connections to local destinations, and enhance bicyclist 

safety and comfort. These recommendations reflect both 

the City’s and community members’ input. Bicycle lanes are 

recommended along most major roads in Tehachapi. 

Buffered bicycle lanes are recommended on roads with 

higher traffic speeds and bicycle-related collisions, such as 

Valley Boulevard and Tucker Road. Bicycle routes and bicycle 

boulevards are recommended for most residential streets, 

particularly near schools and parks. Along the railroad, high-

visibility bicycle and pedestrian crossings are recommended. 

Additionally, the Plan recommends filling gaps in the existing 

network Downtown.  These recommendations are summarized in 

Table 2-87, detailed in Table 2-88, and shown in Figure 2-78. 

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. 

Due to their length and key location, top scoring projects in 

Tehachapi are located on main roadways that traverse the city 

connecting to schools and points of interest, and improve areas 

with a history of bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. Most 

of them are longer than half mile, with a good balance between 

on-street bicycle facilities and off-street bicycle facilities. 

Since Tehachapi is a city with a robust bicycle and pedestrian 

infrastructure, top scoring projects are helping to close the gap 

between existing projects. 
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Table 2-88: Recommended Bikeways in Tehachapi

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Tehachapi E Street
Mulberry 
Street

S Mojave 
Street

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $65,400 

Tehachapi
W Tehachapi 
Boulevard

Mt View 
Avenue

S Snyder 
Avenue

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.2  $219,700 

Kern County
Golden Hills 
Boulevard

Highline Road
W Valley 
Boulevard

Class I Shared 
Use Path

1.1  $946,400 

Tehachapi
Dennison 
Road

State Route 
58

Highline Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

2.1  $192,300 

Kern County
Woodford-
Tehachapi 
Road

Highline Road
W Valley 
Boulevard

Class I Shared 
Use Path

1.0  $923,000 

Tehachapi E I Street N Curry Street
N Mojave 
Street

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.4  $32,800 

Tehachapi H Street N Mill Street S Hayes Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.6  $57,600 

Tehachapi
S Snyder 
Avenue

E Tehachapi 
Boulevard

Valley 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $41,800 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Tehachapi E J Street N Curry Street N Hayes Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.4  $39,300 

Tehachapi Elm Street Maple Street Cherry Lane
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $24,000 

Tehachapi Pepper Drive
S Mojave 
Street

E C Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.1  $12,100 

Tehachapi
S Green 
Street

H Street C Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3 $15,000

Table 2-87: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Tehachapi

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-use Path  6.2 

Class II Bicycle Lane  23.3 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  4.0 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard  3.1 

Class III Bicycle Route  0.2

Total 36.8
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Recommended Bikeways in Tehachapi continued

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tehachapi
S Hayes 
Street

Pepper Drive E H Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.3  $28,200 

Tehachapi
Tehachapi 
Boulevard

Steuber Road Snyder Avenue
Class I Shared 
Use Path

1.4  $1,260,400 

Tehachapi
Tehachapi 
Willow 
Springs Road

E Tehachapi 
Boulevard

Highline Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.1  $96,300 

Tehachapi
Valley 
Boulevard

S Snyder 
Avenue

Steuber Road
Class I Shared 
Use Path

1.4  $1,240,800 

Tehachapi E C Street Pepper Drive
S Snyder 
Avenue

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.2  $14,100 

Tehachapi East City Path Tucker Road
Mount View 
Avenue

Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.5  $460,800 

Tehachapi Pinon Street Brandon Lane Dennison Road
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.5  $476,200 

Tehachapi
S Mojave 
Street

E Tehachapi 
Boulevard

Pepper Drive
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $13,200 

Tehachapi Tucker Road
Tehachapi 
Boulevard

Highline Road
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.5  $275,600 

Caltrans
W Valley 
Boulevard

WoodfoRd-
Tehachapi 
Road

McIntosh 
Street

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.4  $125,800 

Tehachapi
W Valley 
Boulevard

McIntosh 
Street

Las Colinas 
Street

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

0.3  $49,500 

Tehachapi Anita Drive
S Snyder 
Avenue

Dennison Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.4  $33,200 

Kern County
Banducci 
Road

W Valley 
Boulevard

Highline Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.2  $18,900 

Tehachapi
Brentwood 
Drive

Clearview 
Street

Cherry Lane
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.9  $42,800 

Kern County
Cummings 
Valley Road

SR-202 Banducci Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

4.4  $397,900 

Tehachapi Maple Street
Mt View 
Avenue

S Mill Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $15,000 

Tehachapi
Mojavee 
Street

J Street E H Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.1  $13,500 

Tehachapi N Curry Street E J Street W H Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.1  $13,300 

Tehachapi
White Oak 
Drive

S Curry Street
Clearview 
Street

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $11,200 

Tehachapi Cherry Lane Tucker Road Elm Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $63,100 
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tehachapi Class I Orchard Path Highline Road
Class I Shared 
Use Path

0.3  $283,400 

Tehachapi
E Tehachapi 
Boulevard

N Dennison 
Road

Tehachapi 
Willow Springs 
Road

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.0  $182,700 

Tehachapi Elm Street Cherry Lane
Applewood 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $10,000 

Caltrans SR-202
Cummnigs 
Valley Road

Highline Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

3.4  $306,800 

Tehachapi
Mount View 
Avenue

W D Street Maple Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.1  $10,500 

Tehachapi N Mill Street
Challenger 
Drive

W H Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.8  $69,400 

Tehachapi Pinon Street S Curry Street Brandon Lane
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.5  $42,900 

Tehachapi Pinon Street Classico Drive Applewood Dr
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.1  $5,100 

Tehachapi Steuber Road
E Tehachapi 
Boulevard

Highline Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.2  $111,400 

Caltrans Tucker Road
Enterprise 
Way

Tehachapi 
Boulevard

Class II Bike 
Lane

0.7  $63,400 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Tehachapi
Applewood 
Drive

Elm Street Pinon Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $10,000 

Tehachapi Classico Drive Pinon Street Alder Avenue
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.1  $5,100 

Tehachapi
Clearview 
Street

Valley 
Boulevard

White Oak 
Drive

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $12,600 

Tehachapi
Challenger 
Drive

Burnett Road
Capital Hills 
Parkway

Class II Bike 
Lane

1.1  $103,400 

Tehachapi
E Orchard 
Parkway

Classico Drive S Curry Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.1  $10,600 

Tehachapi
Enterprise 
Way

Mill Street Tucker Road
Class II Bike 
Lane

1.1  $95,300 

Tehachapi Pinon Street
Applewood 
Drive

S Curry Street
Class III Bike 
Route

0.2  $1,700 

Tehachapi
Industrial 
Parkway

N Mill Street N Curry Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.2  $17,600 

Tehachapi N Curry Street
Industrial 
Parkway

W J Street
Class II Bike 
Lane

0.1  $8,700 

Total  $8,569,800 
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Short-term bicycle parking in Tehachapi can be found at 

some parks and Downtown Tehachapi. However, not all parks 

provide short-term bicycle parking such as Philip Marx Park and 

West Park. Long-term bicycle parking is recommended at the 

Tehachapi Transit Center, Tehachapi High, and Monroe High. 

Recommended end-of-trip facilities in Tehachapi are detailed in 

Table 2-89 and mapped in Figure 2-78. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, 

though Bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities 

in Tehachapi, including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See 

Section 1-7: Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information 

regarding end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-89: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Tehachapi

Location Type Quantity

Monroe High (Continuation) Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Philip Marx Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

West Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Monroe High (Continuation) Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Tehachapi High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Tehachapi Transit Center Long-term Bicycle Parking 2
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Figure 2-78: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Tehachapi
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Downtown Tehachapi features sidewalks and traffic-calming 

measures, but other parts of the city are lacking facilities. The 

Plan recommends corridor improvements such as traffic-calming 

measures, high-visibility crossings, and sidewalk gap closure along 

Tucker Road and Valley Boulevard. Both of these major roadways 

have a history of high pedestrian-related collisions and high traffic 

speeds and volumes. East E Street and D Street, which connect 

to schools, parks, and Downtown, will benefit from sidewalk and 

crossing improvements. Similar improvements are recommended 

along I Street, Mt View Avenue, Curry Street, and Hayes Street. 

These recommendations are described in detail in Table 2-90 and 

mapped in Figure 2-79. 

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. 

Due to their length and key location, top scoring projects in 

Tehachapi are located on main roadways that traverse the city 

connecting to schools and points of interest, and improve areas 

with a history of bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. Most 

of them are longer than half mile, with a good balance between 

pedestrian projects, on-street bicycle facilities, and off-street 

bicycle facilities. Top scoring projects are helping to close the gap 

between existing projects. More information about pedestrian 

improvement categories and facilities can be found in Section 1-7. 
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Figure 2-79: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Tehachapi
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Table 2-90: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Tehachapi

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection Start End Facility Type

Length 
(miles) / 
# Units

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Tehachapi Dennison Road
Tehachapi 
Boulevard

-
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

4  $11,200 

Tehachapi Park Road
Elementary 
School 
Entrance

-
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

1  $2,800 

Tehachapi S Hayes Street
E Tehachapi 
Boulevard

-
High-Visibility 
Crosswalk

1  $2,800 

Tehachapi East E Street
Mt View 
Avenue

Snyder Avenue
Corridor 
Improvement

1.2  $329,100 

Tehachapi Hayes Street H Street Pepper Drive
Corridor 
Improvement

0.3  $86,600 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Tehachapi Green Street J Street C Street
Corridor 
Improvement

0.5  $137,200 

Tehachapi D Street
Mt View 
Avenue

Robinson 
Street

Corridor 
Improvement

0.7  $197,900 

Tehachapi Curry Street E Street Pinon Street
Corridor 
Improvement

0.9  $251,400 

Tehachapi
Tehachapi 
Boulevard

Tucker Road Pauley Street
Corridor 
Improvement

1.0  $277,000 

Tehachapi Mt View Avenue
Tehachapi 
Boulevard

Valley 
Boulevard

Corridor 
Improvement

0.5  $143,300 

Tehachapi Robinson Street E Street D Street
Corridor 
Improvement

0.1  $20,800 

Tehachapi I Street Curry Street Hayes Street
Corridor 
Improvement

0.5  $141,100 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Kern County Park Road Madre Street Santa Maria Dr
Sidewalk 
Improvement

0.2  $37,900 

Tehachapi SR-202
Woodford-
Tehachapi 
Road

Tucker Road
Sidewalk 
Improvement

1.5  $291,000 

Kern County San Diego Street
Burgundy 
Avenue

Wharton 
Avenue

Corridor 
Improvement

0.5  $140,500 

Total $2,070,600 
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Tehachapi are 

estimated at 12,000 annually for a mode share of 0.01 percent. 

Following implementation of the recommendations presented in 

this Plan, bicycling trips in Tehachapi are estimated to increase to 

between 81,000 and 2,943,000 trips annually, for a mode share 

between 0.7 and 2.5 percent. 

Current walking trips in Tehachapi are estimated at 579,000 

annually, with a mode share of 3.0 percent. Following 

implementation of this Plan’s 

recommendations, walking 

trips are estimated to 

increase to between 674,000 

and 1,627,000 trips annually, 

for a mode share between 

3.5 and 8.4 percent. 

The projected increase in 

walking and bicycling trips 

will help Tehachapi improve 

its air quality by reducing 

the number of vehicle miles 

traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. 

Current Future 
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2-16: WASCO
CONTEXT
Wasco is a primarily residential community, surrounded by large 

areas of agricultural land use. The city also has concentrations 

of commercial activity on Paso Robles Highway (State Route 

46) and along the eastern edge of the city. The eastern edge 

of Wasco also contains industrial land uses, primarily east of 

the rail line. A number of parks/open spaces and educational/

public facilities are dispersed across Wasco, and a large area of 

educational and public facilities exists in the western tip of the 

city.

The city of Wasco qualifies as a disadvantaged community 

because its population experiences factors such as poverty, 

pollution, and poor air quality. These factors are particularly 

present in the eastern part of the city, where most schools, parks, 

and other destinations are located. The recommendations made 

in this Plan assure that burdened areas of Wasco fully share in the 

benefits of active transportation improvements. Maps showing the 

variation of these factors and more information about land use 

can be found in Appendix B. 

CURRENT WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Bicycling and walking levels in Wasco are lower than nationwide, 

statewide, and countywide levels. While most city residents drive 

to work, more than 18 percent share a vehicle when commuting 

(see Table 2-91). In Wasco, commuting by transit is significantly 

lower than nation, state, and county averages. However, the other 

commuting pattern such as taxicab and motorcycle, are higher 

than levels reported at nation, state, and county levels.
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Mode Nationwide Statewide Kern County Wasco

Bicycle 0.6 1.1 0.5 0.1

Walk 2.8 2.7 1.8 0.8

Public Transit 5.0 5.3 1.1 0.4

Drive Alone 76.3 73.2 76.8 72.5

Carpool 9.8 11.1 14.8 18.6

Other 1.2 1.3 2.1 6.9

Work from 

home
4.3 5.3 3.0 0.7

EXISTING BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
EXISTING BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways

Wasco’s existing bikeway system is comprised mostly of Class 

II bicycle lanes. Bikeways exist on highways and arterial streets, 

providing connections to schools and parks. The primary east-

west bikeway corridor is along Poso Drive. The primary north-

south bikeway is along Palm Avenue, north of Poso Drive. There is 

also a multi-use path in Westside Park which provides recreational 

opportunities. These are mapped in Figure 2-82.

End-of-Trip Facilities

The City of Wasco identified and mapped existing bicycle parking 

in the city’s Bicycle Master Plan, developed in 2015. However, 

due to budget and staff restraints, field review was limited to 

targeted areas; thus, additional facilities could exist in unobserved 

locations. Additional end-of-trip facilities would encourage more 

trips by bicycle.

Source: American Community Survey (ACS), 2010-2014 Five-Year Estimates

Table 2-91: Wasco Journey-to-Work Mode Share (Percent) Compared to the 

Nation, State, and County
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EXISTING PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Wasco’s commercial corridors have consistent sidewalk networks. 

In downtown Wasco, sidewalks are wide and feature brick details, 

benches, and pedestrian lighting. There are marked crossings at 

most major intersections on commercial corridors, and the Project 

Team noticed that a number of these are paved with brick and 

protected by bollards (see images below). The Project Team also 

observed landscaped roundabouts and a pedestrian alley with 

lighting and a painted piano in downtown Wasco.

Most residential streets in Wasco have sidewalks, though 

gaps do exist. Streets adjacent to Wasco’s schools do have 

sidewalks, and also have yellow 

school crosswalks and “school 

crossing” pavement markings. 

Some schools have continental 

crosswalks as well.

Wasco Transit Station is easily 

accessible by pedestrians, 

as most adjacent streets 

have sidewalks and there are 

signalized, flashing beacon 

crossings connecting to the 

entrance of the station. The 

station also features shade, 

seating, and public restrooms.

TRANSIT / ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INTERFACE
The city of Wasco provides a dial-a-ride program. The service 

is available to the general public with discount fares available to 

seniors, persons with disabilities, and ADA-certified passengers.

In addition to the dial-a-ride program, Kern Transit provides 

intercity fixed-route service to and from Wasco along two 

corridors, Bakersfield – Delano and Bakersfield – Lost Hills, Routes 

110 and 115, respectively. The Wasco Amtrak Station, a location 

served by the two routes, does not provide bicycle parking.  

A pedestrian alley in Downtown 
Wasco, featuring public art (piano)
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COLLISION HISTORY
Every bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved collision occurred in the 

east side of the city, where most of the city’s development exists. 

Roughly 82 percent of the bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved 

collisions occurred within the area encompassed by State Route 

46 to the north, Poso Avenue to the south, F Street to the east, 

and Palm Avenue to the west. Bicyclist-related collisions in Wasco 

are mapped in Figure 2-80, and pedestrian-related collisions are 

mapped in Figure 2-81.

Table 2-92 displays the four roadways with the most bicyclist- 

and pedestrian-involved collisions. F Street, 5th Street, and 7th 

Street experienced the most bicyclist- and pedestrian-involved 

collisions in Wasco during the period analyzed with four reported 

collisions. These three roadways concentrated almost a third of 

the total bicyclist- and pedestrian-related collisions in the City.  

See Appendix C for more detailed information about bicyclist- 

and pedestrian-involved collisions in Wasco.

Table 2-92: Highest Bicyclist- and Pedestrian-Involved Collision Roadways in 

Wasco

Location Quantity

F Street 4

7th Street 4

5th Street 4

Poso Drive 3
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Figure 2-80: Bicyclist-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Wasco
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Figure 2-81: Pedestrian-Involved Collisions (2009-2013) in Wasco
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RECOMMENDED BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 
RECOMMENDED BICYCLE FACILITIES

Bikeways 

The recommended bikeway network in Wasco aims to provide 

safer and more comfortable connectivity throughout the city, 

particularly along roadways with high speeds and traffic levels. 

Separated bikeways are recommended on G Street and State 

Route 46, the main north-south and east-west connections, 

respectively. The Class IV cycle track on G Street will run parallel 

to State Route 43 and serve as the network’s backbone. A 

Complete Street is recommended on Griffith Avenue, where a 

potential road rebalancing could provide more space for bicycle 

infrastructure. 

The recommended bicycle network is filled out with bicycle 

lanes and bicycle boulevards that will provide connectivity to 

parks, schools, and other points of interest in Wasco. In addition 

to the on-street bikeway network, the City, with support of the 

community, is pursuing a Rails-to-Trails project that starts at the 

Interstate 5, runs through the city, and ends at State Route 43. 

Thus, the Plan recommends a Class I shared-use path to provide 

connectivity within the city and region. Recommended bicycle 

projects are summarized in Table 2-93, detailed in Table 2-94, and 

shown in Figure 2-82. 

Bikeway recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, comfort, and 

community support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation 

Framework. Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term 

implementation within 1 to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended 

for implementation within 10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are 

intended for implementation within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix 

E for tables showing how projects scored for each prioritization 

criterion. Due to their length and key location, top scoring 

projects in Wasco are located on main roadways that traverse 

the city connecting to schools and points of interest, and improve 

areas with a history of bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. 
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Table 2-94: Recommended Bikeways in Wasco

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Wasco SR-43 SR-46 Filburn Street
Class IV Cycle 
Track

1.5  $448,000 

Wasco 5th Street
Woodside 
Drive

G Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.4  $70,700 

Wasco D Street Filburn Street 4th Street Class II Bike Lane 1.3  $113,200 

Wasco
Filburn - 
McCombs Path

I-5 N SR-43
Class I Shared 
Use Path

22.6  $20,364,300 

Wasco Palm Avenue
Gromer 
Avenue

Jackson 
Street

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

2.5  $450,700 

Wasco
Wasco Avenue 
/ SR-46

Filburn 
Avenue

Palm Avenue
Class I Shared 
Use Path

2.5  $2,235,000 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Wasco
Filburn - 
Central Avenue 
Path

Palm Avenue
North Palm 
Avenue

Class I Shared 
Use Path

2.5  $2,237,000 

Caltrans PSR-46
Central 
Avenue

F Street
Class IV Cycle 
Track

1.4  $410,700 

Wasco Poplar Avenue Filburn Street Sunset Street
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

0.8  $148,000 

Wasco 9th Place Beckes Street D Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.0  $48,600 

Table 2-93: Summary of Recommended Bikeways in Wasco

Type Mileage

Class I Shared-use Path  27.6 

Class II Bicycle Lane  6.0 

Class II Buffered Bicycle Lane  5.9 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard  6.7 

Class IV Cycle Track  2.9 

Complete Streets  2.5 

Total 51.5
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Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Wasco Griffith Street
Gromer 
Avenue

Jackson 
Street

Complete 
Streets

2.5  $1,437,600 

Wasco 7th Street G Street
Griffith 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $22,500 

Wasco Beckes Street
Camellia 
Street

SR-46
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

1.2  $61,200 

Wasco Central Avenue SR-46 Posos Avenue
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.0  $179,500 

Wasco 1st Street Peters Street E Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.9  $46,200 

Wasco 6th Street D Street
Wasco 
Avenue

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

0.5  $82,900 

Wasco 6th Street
Broadway 
Street

D Street Class II Bike Lane 0.1  $9,000 

Wasco 7th Street
Central 
Avenue

Griffith 
Avenue

Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

1.0  $179,700 

Wasco Central Avenue Flower Street Poso Avenue Class II Bike Lane 0.3  $24,700 

Wasco Filburn Street
Central 
Avenue

G Street Class II Bike Lane 1.4  $129,500 

Wasco 16th Street
Shamrock 
Court

G Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.5  $27,500 

Wasco E Street 6th Street SR-46 Class II Bike Lane 0.4  $36,700 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Wasco 4th Street F Street G Street
Class II Buffered 
Bike Lane

0.1  $13,200 

Wasco 9th Street G Street D Street
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.2  $11,400 

Wasco Jackson Street
Central 
Avenue

Shared Use 
Path

Class II Bike Lane 1.5  $133,200 

Wasco Poplar Avenue
Sunset 
Avenue

SR-46
Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.7  $32,900 

Wasco Krista Street Beckes Street
Central 
Avenue

Class III Bike 
Boulevard

0.3  $13,300 

Caltrans SR-46
East City 
Limits

SR-43 Class II Bike Lane 0.6  $52,000 

Wasco Central Avenue Filburn Street
Jackson 
Street

Class II Bike Lane 0.5  $43,900 

Total  $29,063,100 

Recommended Bikeways in Wasco, continued
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End-of-Trip Facilities 

Short-term bicycle parking in Wasco is recommended at retail, 

transit, and public facilities. Downtown Wasco, Wasco City Hall, 

and Wasco Amtrak Station are among the facilities where short-

term bicycle parking is recommended. Long-term bicycle parking 

is recommended at North Kern Vocational Training Center, Wasco 

State Prison, Long-term Bicycle Parking, and Wasco Amtrak 

Station. Recommended end-of-trip facilities in Wasco are detailed 

in Table 2-95 below and shown in Figure 2-82. 

The recommended locations below are high priority areas, though 

Bicycle parking should be installed at all public facilities in Wasco, 

including schools, libraries, hospitals, and more. See Section 1-7: 

Bicycle and Pedestrian Toolkit for more information regarding 

end-of-trip facilities and best practices.

Table 2-95: Recommended End-of-Trip Facilities in Wasco

Location Type Quantity

Teresa Burke Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Karl F. Clemens Elementary Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

North Kern Vocational Training 

Center
Short-term Bicycle Parking 12

Wasco City Hall Short-term Bicycle Parking 2

Wasco Downtown (F Street & 

7th Street)
Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Wasco Downtown (F Street & 

7th Street)
Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Wasco Amtrak Station Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Cormack Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Westside Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Barker Park Short-term Bicycle Parking 4

Wasco High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Thomas Jefferson Middle Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Wasco Independence High Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

North Kern Vocational Training 

Center
Long-term Bicycle Parking 3

Wasco State Prison Long-term Bicycle Parking 2

Wasco Amtrak Station Long-term Bicycle Parking 2
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Figure 2-82: Recommended Bikeways and End-of-Trip Facilities in Wasco
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Regional Connections

Regional connections have an important role in Wasco because 

they provide connectivity to adjacent communities, such as 

Shafter and Metropolitan Bakersfield. Regional connections were 

previously proposed in the Kern County Bicycle Master Plan from 

2012 and are mapped in Figure 2-83.  
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Figure 2-83: Recommended Regional Connections in Kern County 

Source: Kern County Bicycle Master Plan (2012)
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RECOMMENDED PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES

Pedestrian network recommendations are intended to 

enhance north-south and east-west bicycle connectivity. 

Recommendations also reflect community input gathered during 

the Plan’s community outreach process. Corridor improvements 

are recommended on 7th Street, Palm Avenue, Poso Drive, 

and State Route 43, which will enhance areas of Wasco with 

high pedestrian demand. These corridor improvements include 

sidewalk gap closure, traffic calming measures, and pedestrian 

refuge islands. 

Community members also identified a need for sidewalk 

improvements on 1st Street and G Street. Crossing Improvements 

are recommended on G Street and 7th Street. All recommended 

pedestrian projects are listed in Table 2-96 and mapped in Figure 

2-84.

Pedestrian recommendations were ranked using prioritization 

categories including equity, safety, connectivity, and community 

support, as described in Section 1-6: Implementation Framework. 

Tier 1 projects are intended for near-term implementation within 1 

to 10 years. Tier 2 projects are intended for implementation within 

10 to 15 years. Tier 3 projects are intended for implementation 

within 15 to 20 years. See Appendix E for tables showing how 

projects scored for each prioritization criterion. 

Due to their length and key location, top scoring projects in 

Wasco are located on main roadways that traverse the city 

connecting to schools and points of interest, and improve areas 

with a history of bicyclist and pedestrian-related collisions. More 

information about pedestrian improvement categories and 

facilities can be found in Section 1-7.
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Figure 2-84: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Wasco
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Table 2-96: Recommended Pedestrian Facilities in Wasco

Lead 
Jurisdiction

Corridor/
Intersection

Start End Facility Type
Length 
(miles)

Planning-Level 
Cost Estimate

Tier 1 Projects (1 to 10 years)

Wasco
F Street / SR-

43
SR-46 Poso Avenue

Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.0  $190,300 

Wasco Poso Avenue
Central 

Avenue
G Street

Corridor 

Improvement
1.5  $408,400 

Wasco 7th Street
Magnolia 

Avenue

Griffith 

Avenue

Corridor 

Improvement
1.5  $412,500 

Wasco Palm Avenue
Gromer 

Avenue

Filburn 

Street

Corridor 

Improvement
2.0  $550,600 

Tier 2 Projects (10 to 15 years)

Caltrans SR-46
Central 

Avenue
F Street

Sidewalk 

Improvement
1.4  $261,000 

Wasco F Street
Filburn 

Avenue
Poso Drive

Corridor 

Improvement
0.5  $137,300 

Tier 3 Projects (15 to 20 years)

Wasco 7th Street
Griffith 

Avenue
G Street

Crossing 

Improvements
0.4  $37,800 

Wasco 8th Street D Street G Street
Crossing 

Improvements
0.2  $19,200 

Wasco 1st Street Peters Street E Street
Corridor 

Improvement
0.9  $253,700 

Total  $2,270,800 
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FUTURE WALKING AND BICYCLING ACTIVITY
Implementing the recommendations presented in this Plan will 

result in increased walking and bicycling activity compared to the 

estimated current activity. Due to the many variables involved, 

a range of future trip estimates was developed based on the 

proposed active transportation projects and programs described 

in this Plan. To achieve these ranges, the Project Team examined 

data for five counties with similar bicycling and walking levels 

to Kern County: Fresno County, Imperial County, Inyo County, 

Mariposa County, and Tulare County.

As discussed above, current bicycle trips in Wasco are estimated 

at 54,000 annually for a mode share of 0.1 percent. Following 

implementation of the recommendations presented in this Plan, 

bicycling trips in Wasco are estimated to increase to between 

78,000 and 1,073,000 trips annually, for a mode share between 

0.2 and 2.6 percent. 

Current walking trips in 

Wasco are estimated at 

482,000 annually, with a 

mode share of 0.8 percent. 

Following implementation of 

this Plan’s recommendations, 

walking trips are estimated to 

increase to between 779,000 

and 3,762,000 trips annually, 

for a mode share between 1.3 

and 6.2 percent. 

The projected increase in 

walking and bicycling trips 

will help Wasco improve 

its air quality by reducing 

the number of vehicle miles 

traveled and therefore 

reducing vehicle emissions. Current Future 
(max)

0
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100,000

500,000

1,000,000

2,000,000
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This section summarizes existing and recommended bicycle 

and pedestrian programs for the Kern region. Programs are a 

cost-effective complement to the infrastructure investments 

in Section 2, and can be categorized into four “E’s”: Education, 

Encouragement, Evaluation, and Enforcement. 

Education programs are important for teaching safety rules and 

laws as well as increasing awareness regarding bicycling and 

walking opportunities and existing facilities. Education programs 

may need to be designed to reach different types of audiences 

or groups at varying levels of knowledge, and there may be 

many different audiences such as youth, seniors, and non-English 

speakers.

Encouragement programs use events and activities to promote 

walking, bicycling, public transportation, and physical activity. 

They aim to inspire everyone from young children to elderly 

residents to increase their rates of bicycling and walking, or to try 

bicycling and walking instead of driving for short trips. 

Enforcement programs involve partnering with local law 

enforcement to address traffic and crime concerns in 

communities, and assure legal and respectful use of the 

transportation network. These programs help educate motorists, 

bicycle riders, and pedestrians about the rules and responsibilities 

of the road.

Evaluation programs enable local and regional jurisdictions, transit 

agencies, and community advocates to assess which projects and 

programs are more or less successful. They may help stakeholders 

identify unintended consequences or opportunities to improve the 

effectiveness of an approach for a given community. Evaluation 

programs are also a useful way to communicate success with 

elected officials as well as local residents, and may help secure 

additional funding for future projects.

Most existing programs in the Kern region are administered by 

Kern COG, local agencies, school districts and advocacy groups. 

The recommended enhancements build upon and expand these 

networks with the intent of customizing an approach for each 

community based on its size, location, targeted audience, and 

needs.
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3-1: EXISTING PROGRAMS
EDUCATION

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL
Safe Routes to School (SRTS) aims to create safe, convenient, 

and fun opportunities for children to bicycle and walk to and from 

schools. At the local level, SRTS practitioners run education and 

encouragement programs with families and schools and push 

for strong municipal and district policies to support safe walking 

and bicycling. At the regional and state level, SRTS practitioners 

work to find new funding and ensure proper spending of 

existing funding for SRTS. At the federal level, the SRTS National 

Partnership and its allies maintain a steady voice for policy and 

funding support in Washington, D.C., and provide a source of 

expert help, ideas, and resources for leaders at all levels.

Currently, a SRTS program exists in Delano. Between 2010 and 

2012, the number of students walking and bicycling to school 

increased by 18 percent. At Nueva Vista School, a Walking 

Ambassador program was also implemented, and the number 

of children walking and bicycling to school increased by over 43 

percent.  Bike Bakersfield, a local bicycle advocacy organization, 

also provided SRTS information to six schools in the Metropolitan 

Bakersfield area in 2011, though the program has yet to be 

implemented in any of these schools.

BIKE BAKERSFIELD / BIKE ARVIN / BIKE KITCHEN
Bike Bakersfield is a community resource and hub for bicycle 

repair. The organization operates a full-service repair shop, with 

a staff of mechanics experienced in refurbishing a wide array of 

bicycles. The organization also educates people about bike repair 

and safety. 

The Bike Kitchen has locations in Bakersfield and Arvin. Bike 

Bakersfield offers tools and assistance for fixing bikes, as well as 

affordable bikes for sale or in exchange for 15 hours of volunteer 

time. Youth are encouraged to become local advocates for their 

city.
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School children learn to ride a 
bicycle at Bike Bakersfield’s bike 
rodeos

ROAD SKILLS COURSES
Bike Bakersfield offers Road Skills 1 and 2 classes designed to 

improve the confidence of cyclists in managing challenging 

situations on the road.

BIKE RODEOS
Bike rodeos are bike education classes for kids that provide 

hands-on training about handling bikes and road safety. Bike 

Bakersfield has been providing bike rodeos for children since 

2005.

BUILD-A-BIKE
The City of Bakersfield’s Parks and Recreation Department 

provides a Build-A-Bike program for children ages nine through 

thirteen several days per week at the Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. 

Community Center. The program offers a hands-on learning 

environment where children are taught how to build their own 

bikes, as well as the fundamentals of bicycle repair, maintenance, 

and safety. To operate the program, the Bakersfield Police 

Department donates unclaimed stolen bicycles; Snider’s Cyclery 

provides discounted parts and materials; and Bike Bakersfield 

provides an instructor.

MOBILE PHONE APPS
The Bakersfield mobile application (“app”) allows users to 

report service -related issues from their cell phones. These 

issues include road hazards such as traffic signal outages and 

potholes, damaged parks equipment, graffiti, and street light 

outages. Issues can be reported through photos, video, audio, or 

e-mail messages. The application uses geo-tagging technology 

to automatically provide the location, simplifying the reporting 

process for users while increasing the reliability of the report 

location for the service crews.
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ENCOURAGEMENT

RIDESHARE WEEK
CommuteKern, a program administered by the Kern COG, hosts 

Rideshare Week annually, encouraging people to consider a 

different approach to getting to work or school. This includes 

bicycling, walking, and taking public transportation.

BIKE-TO-WORK DAY
Bike-to-Work Day is an event promoting bicycling to work and is 

typically held during CommuteKern’s Rideshare Week. The City of 

Bakersfield encourages City staff to participate in Bike-to-Work 

Day with a group ride and raffle prizes. Bike Bakersfield typically 

hosts events throughout May and sets up commuter booths 

during the week of Bike-to-Work Day.

BIKE BUDDY PROGRAM
Since 2005, Bike Bakersfield has assisted in matching members 

of the community so that people new to bicycle commuting can 

have an experienced mentor. The hope is that people who go 

through the program turn around and do the same for someone 

else.

FULL MOON RIDE
The Full Moon Ride is a monthly ride along the Kern River Bike 

Path. This event is sponsored by Bike Bakersfield and is advertised 

by the City of Bakersfield. The ride is slow paced and appropriate 

for bicyclists of all skill levels and ages. Approximately 100-175 

riders from the Metropolitan Bakersfield area participate each 

month.

Bicyclists of all ages enjoy a holiday-
themed Full Moon Ride
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WEEKLY RIDE GROUPS
Bike Bakersfield organizes a number of rides in the Metropolitan 

Bakersfield area, including men’s (When Pigs Ride) and women’s 

(Pigxies) weekly rides. Additionally, the Southern Sierra Fat Tire 

Association hosts weekly rides for all experience levels. Kern 

Wheelmen, a local club for those who prefer to ride on smooth 

pavement, hosts rides for all experience levels. 

RECYCLE-A-BIKE
Bike Bakersfield has refurbished over 800 bikes and provided 

them to Bakersfield area residents. The program aims to provide 

bikes for people who are interested in building their own bike and 

who want to learn how to maintain it. Recipients put in 20 hours 

of volunteer work before receiving their bicycle.

KERN COMMUTER CONNECTION
The goal of the Kern Commuter Connection program is to 

reduce traffic congestion during peak times, as well as reduce 

greenhouse gas emissions and other environmental effects 

resulting from everyday commuting trips. The Kern Commuter 

Connection program offers an IRS Commuter Tax Benefit to 

employees who ride their bikes to work.

RULE 9410
The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District requires 

employers with 100 or more employees traveling to a work site 

during peak commute hours to comply with a standard entitled 

Rule 9410. The program’s goal is to reduce vehicle emissions 

in the Kern County Valley Floor by encouraging people to use 

alternative forms of transportation to get to work. Through 

education, encouragement, proper infrastructure, and quality 

programs, employees are incentivized and encouraged to use 

other forms of transportation besides single occupant vehicles 

to get to work. This practice reduces the number of vehicle 

trips made during peak commute hour which in turn reduces air 

pollution.
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ENFORCEMENT
City and community police departments across Kern County 

enforce bicycle- and pedestrian-related infractions. Bakersfield, 

Delano, and Tehachapi post general bicycle theft and safety tips 

on their respective city websites.

NATIONAL BIKE REGISTRY / BIKE LICENSING
The National Bike Registry helps identify and return stolen bikes 

(and scooters) to their rightful owners. The communities of 

Bakersfield, California City, Delano, Maricopa and Ridgecrest have 

active bicycle registries and registration events through their 

respective police departments. Residents of these participating 

communities can obtain a bicycle license by registering their 

bicycles with the National Bike Registry. Upon registration, owners 

receive a Certificate of Registration and a tamper-resistant NBR 

label to identify their bike. In the event that registered bikes are 

stolen and recovered, bicycles can be returned to their owners 

with the help of local police departments.

EVALUATION

BICYCLE COUNTS
The Kern County Bicycle Master Plan and Complete Streets 

Recommendations (2012) indicates that bicycle counts have 

been conducted at various locations across the county. Currently, 

counts are only conducted by the County, cities, and/or 

unincorporated areas in preparation for various plans (e.g., bicycle 

master plans), not on a routine basis.

STUDENT SURVEYS
The Delano Union School District conducts annual surveys 

to determine how the students travel to school and monitor 

progress. They also monitor students that walk or bicycle along 

with their Annual Academic Progress Reports to see if their 

improved health is helping their grades. They also keep track 

of “frequent walker” and “frequent bicyclist” cards to gauge if 

participation has increased.
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3-2: RECOMMENDED PROGRAMS
This section describes recommended bicycle and pedestrian 

programs for the Kern region. The recommendations primarily 

consist of supporting and expanding existing programs, and 

establishing new programs to create a larger toolkit of non-

infrastructure activities countywide.

EDUCATION

PROMOTE GOOD ROAD USER BEHAVIOR PROGRAMS
A public awareness campaign encourages road users to abide 

by local laws, to be courteous to other users, and promote safe 

behaviors and actions. They can be targeted at just one user type 

(e.g., cyclists) or at multiple users.  

Local resources for conducting a public awareness campaign 

can be maximized by assembling a group of local experts, 

law enforcement officers, business owners, civic leaders, and 

dedicated community volunteers. These allies could assist with 

successful safety campaign goals based on the local concerns 

and issues. It may be necessary to develop creative strategies for 

successful media placement in order to achieve campaign goals. 

This Plan recommends local agencies consider implementation of 

a public awareness campaign.

Examples: 

ff StreetSmarts, San Jose, CA – StreetSmarts was launched by 

the City of San Jose. This program utilizes print media, radio 

spots, and television ads to educate people about safe driving, 

bicycling, skateboarding, and walking behavior. 

ff Go Human Campaign, Southern CA - Go Human is a campaign 

led by Southern California Association of Governments 

(SCAG) to encourage Southern Californians to use human-

powered transportation and change how we think about 

others on the road. The campaign consists of advertising to 

promote traffic safety, along with the development of new 

resources and toolkits for cities and organizations with the 

support of events across the region that encourage walking. 

SCAG’s Go Human campaign 
promotes traffic safety and 
encourages safe active transportation
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PROVIDE PEDESTRIAN & BICYCLE TRAINING
Most people bicycling do not receive training on safe bicycling 

practices, the rules of the road, bicycle handling skills, and 

bicycle maintenance. Bicycle skills classes can address this 

education gap and increase safety. Courses, campaigns, and 

educational materials can be geared towards youth and/or adults. 

Additionally, combining bicycling with transit is a great way to 

extend any trip, but the task of coordinating bicycling and transit 

can be challenging for some people. A Bike and Transit Education 

program helps to reduce the barriers of combining bikes with 

transit by providing information and education on how to load 

your bike on a bus or train, rules from your local transit provider, 

and in some cases, host events that allow people to try it out in a 

comfortable group setting.

Bike Bakersfield currently offers educational courses in 

Metropolitan Bakersfield. This Plan recommends that other Kern 

regional and local agencies and/or organizations support such 

classes.

PROVIDE AGENCY STAFF TRAINING
Public agency staff have many opportunities to contribute to 

making the Kern region a great place to walk and bike. Internal 

trainings will make sure that they all are fully trained on policies 

and practices that the agency wants to institutionalize.

Example:

ff Pedestrian Transportation Training for Caltrans Staff, CA - 

Over the years, Caltrans has provided training to its employees 

in a variety of ways. The training efforts include designing safe 

and accessible pedestrian facilities and complete streets.

OFFER BICYCLIST/PEDESTRIAN LEGAL TRAINING 
Legal training and education allows pedestrians and bicyclists to 

learn about their rights and responsibilities as road users. These 

programs offer free legal clinics, handouts and legal guides, and 

provide information on state and local laws. This information is 

valuable to all road users and creates an informed community 

around important bicycle and pedestrian laws.
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Example:

ff Walk SF, San Francisco, CA – Walk SF offers information to 

pedestrians on how they can protect themselves and their 

families, and understand their legal rights should they become 

involved a crash.  

INCLUDE ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION CURRICULUM AT SCHOOLS
Safe Routes to School (SRTS) programs encourage children to 

walk and bike to school safely, and more often. Particularly, SRTS 

programs promote road user safety, enhance children’s health, 

improve quality of life, and create a new transportation option 

for families. These programs require strong partnerships between 

schools and community members. It is important to develop a 

comprehensive SRTS program that includes a pedestrian and 

bicycle safety education curriculum structured for appropriate 

grade and age levels. Pedestrian safety courses or programs will 

be most effective between kindergarten and third grade.

This Plan recommends SRTS programs be implemented in 

communities across the Kern region. Local jurisdictions can work 

with their associated school districts to implement programs, 

while SRTS programs at schools in unincorporated communities 

could be initiated by the County.

A Walking School Bus in San 
Bernardino County helps educate 
and encourage children to walk to 
school safely
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ENCOURAGEMENT

FORM WALKING AND BICYCLING GROUPS AND EVENTS
Cities and neighborhoods can organize events to get people out 

walking and interacting with the community. Block parties, art 

strolls, walking tours, and group bike rides or walks all instill a 

sense of community pride and appreciation for pedestrian-scaled 

environments. Currently, Bike Bakersfield has bike groups for men, 

women, and children, and also organizes large group rides. This 

Plan recommends the County of Kern and local governments, 

non-profits, and school districts organize walking and bicycling 

groups and events.

Example: 

ff Community Walking Club Toolkit, Los Angeles County, CA 

– The Los Angeles County Department of Public Health has 

developed a Toolkit to provide individuals, organizations and 

community groups with information on the health benefits of 

walking to encourage and promote the use of physical activity 

in residents’ daily routines. 

DEVELOP A BIKE PARKING PROGRAM 
Bike parking is an essential part of creating a bike-friendly city. 

Bike parking programs can install bike parking on request near 

local businesses, or can offer valet services at events. Revisiting 

bike parking policy and development guidelines is also important 

to assure the most robust system of bike parking is available.

Examples: 

ff Los Angeles Department of Transportation Bicycle Parking 

Program - Los Angeles’ Bicycle Parking Program allows 

businesses to request a bike rack through an online request. If 

the location qualifies, the bike rack and installation are free.

In Los Angeles, the Sidewalk Bike 
Parking Program allows businesses 
and property owners to request bike 
parking installation
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MAKE BIKES AVAILABLE TO ALL
Bike share programs are designed to provide a cost-effective, 

environmentally-friendly, and convenient travel option for people 

taking short trips. A bike share system typically consists of a 

fleet of comfortable, user-friendly bikes placed at stations that 

are typically located near transit stops and stations and key 

destinations.

Bike share technology and infrastructure are evolving quickly. 

Installing bike share stations requires very little excavation 

or construction. New systems use solar power and wireless 

communication, and the stations can be moved, relocated, 

expanded, or reduced to meet demand. This allows systems to 

be flexible in terms of service coverage and availability and helps 

reduce capital costs related to construction. Generally, major 

costs associated with a bike share program include start-up costs 

(launch and capital costs), administrative costs for the equipment 

owner, and operating costs.

Areas with the highest potential demand for bicycling should be 

considered for bike share stations. These locations will generate 

the most users and likely attract the highest value sponsorships. 

As a result, they are the most likely to be financially sustainable. 

However, while bike share systems are typically launched in high 

demand areas such as downtowns, geographic and social equity 

remain important considerations for new bike share systems. 

Cities such as Boston, Minneapolis, and Washington, D.C. have 

recently expanded their systems into lower demand areas, with a 

particular emphasis on making the system available for a broader 

share of demographic groups, and promoting the low-cost 

transportation option as accessible to historically under-served 

communities. A Bike Share Feasibility Study is recommended 

to identify more detailed elements including initial service area, 

target station density, and specific station locations. 

In Kern County, the City of Bakersfield recently received an Active 

Transportation Program grant in the amount of $1,367,000 to 

implement a bicycle sharing program, including up to 180 docking 

points or 20 to 25 stations. Downtown Bakersfield will be the 

primarily focus area of the bike share system but will also extend 

to other key destinations. 
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DEMONSTRATE IMPROVEMENTS THROUGH ACTIVATED STREETS 
Streets can become more interesting by introducing art, seating, 

trees, and other amenities that improve the walking and bicycling 

experience. Street amenities that favor people walking and 

bicycling send an important message about a commitment 

to high-quality places. A program to permit public use of the 

street right-of-way would create opportunities to develop 

community gathering spots and points of interest on a temporary 

or permanent basis. This may range from allowing community 

groups to use parking spaces for special events that activate 

sidewalk activity, such as the annual “Park(ing) Day,” to semi-

permanent parklets that replace parking spaces, pedestrian plazas 

in formerly vacant spaces, street art utility boxes, and decorative 

crosswalks.

Similarly, open street events temporarily close the streets to 

automobiles to allow the public access for various activities like 

walking, bicycling, skating, dancing, and other social activities. 

These events are great at bringing the community together and 

promoting transportation options, placemaking, and public health. 

Open street events are also excellent at building community 

support by bringing together neighbors, businesses, and visitors 

alike. This Plan recommends regional and local jurisdictions 

partner with non-profits and community volunteers to organize 

open streets events.

People of all ages enjoy walking, 
bicycling, and rolling at CicLAvia
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Examples:

ff CicLAvia, Los Angeles, CA – CicLAvia temporarily closes 

streets to car traffic and opens them to Los Angeles residents 

and visitors to use as a public space. Free for all, CicLAvia 

connects communities to each other across an expansive 

city, creating a safe place to bike, walk, skate, roll, and dance 

through Los Angeles. To date, CicLAvia has created over 130 

miles of open streets through Los Angeles County, with over 

one million participants. 

ff Play Streets, New York City, NY – Play Streets offers a low-

cost solution for neighborhoods and schools to create more 

space for active recreation. The program helps neighborhood 

organizations and schools identify streets that can be closed 

to traffic (for extended periods of time), to create new 

outdoor play spaces. Community Play Streets are sponsored 

by local community organizations, and operate throughout 

the summer months, offering programming such as running 

groups, dance classes, yoga and soccer workshops, and simple 

equipment like jump ropes and hula hoops for unstructured 

play. The program is designed to create active spaces for 

schools with limited or no access to a gymnasium, multi-

purpose space, or outdoor recreation facilities. 

ff Creative Crosswalks, Austin, Texas - The goal of Creative 

Crosswalks is to work with the community to install safe, cost 

efficient and low-maintenance painted crosswalks by using 

a combination of colors, textures, and scoring patterns to 

liven up an existing marked crosswalk. To request a creative 

crosswalk in a neighborhood or business district, community 

members can contact Austin 3-1-1. Austin 3-1-1 forward 

requests to Austin Transportation Department to approve a 

design. 
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ENHANCE INCENTIVES AT SCHOOLS

Back-to-School Marketing
Families set transportation habits during the first few weeks of the 

school year and are often not aware of the multiple transportation 

options and routes available to them. Back-to-school 

encouragement marketing can promote bus, carpool, walking, 

and bicycling to school. The marketing campaign can include 

suggested route maps, safety education materials, volunteer 

opportunities, event calendars, and traffic safety enforcement 

notices.

This program’s objectives are to:

ff Encourage families to plan out their routes at the beginning of 

the school year to consider alternatives to driving alone as a 

family. 

ff Encourage families to try walking, bicycling, and carpooling 

to school as well as participating in community activities and 

events that promote walking and bicycling to school.

This plan recommends back-to-school marketing for all Kern 

County schools over time.

Bicycle Trains and Walking School Buses
Bicycle Trains and Walking School Buses are organized groups 

of students who bike or walk to school under the supervision of a 

parent/adult volunteer. Parent champions take turns bicycling or 

walking along a set route to and from school, collecting children 

from designated stops along the way. School Districts can provide 

safety vests to indicate the leader(s) and create better visibility. 

Incentives for parent volunteers can include coffee at the school 

or gift cards for local shops. Bicycle Trains and Walking School 

Buses benefit communities by improving road and personal 

safety, saving money by reducing car use, reducing traffic 

congestion around the school, and reducing truancy and bullying 

for children in the groups.

Communities and school districts should work with parent 

champions to develop Bicycle Train and Walking School Bus 

programs.



SECTION 3: ACTION TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMS 395

School children win a Golden 
Sneaker for walking and biking to 
school more often

Golden Sneaker Contest
In the Golden Sneaker Contest, classrooms compete to see 

which class has the highest rate of students walking, bicycling, 

or carpooling to and from school. The class tracks how many 

students commute by these modes and calculates the percent 

of total trips by each mode. The winner of the contest receives a 

“golden sneaker” trophy, along with other incentive prizes. 

A Golden Sneaker Contest can be expanded from classroom 

competitions to intra-school competitions or district-wide 

competitions. Some schools hold celebrations for winning 

classrooms. Initiating Golden Sneaker Contests can benefit 

communities by increasing awareness of walking and bicycling 

to school, and increasing the number of students who walk or 

bicycle to school. This plan recommends school districts work 

with the schools and parent champions to create a Golden 

Sneaker Contest.

Monthly Walk and Roll Days
Walk and Roll to School Days are events encouraging students to 

try walking or bicycling to school. The most popular events of this 

type are International Walk to School Day (held in early October) 

and Bike to School Day (held in early May). Many communities 

have expanded this once-a-year event and hold monthly or 

weekly events such as Walk and Roll the First Friday (of every 

month) or Walk and Roll Wednesdays (held every Wednesday).

Holding weekly or monthly Walk and Roll to School Day promotes 

regular use of active transportation and helps establish good 

habits. Volunteers can set up a welcome table for people walking 

and bicycling. The welcome table could provide refreshments, 

incentive prizes, and an interactive poster letting students 

document their mode to school. Walking School Buses, Bicycle 

Trains, and Golden Sneaker Contests can be organized and 

promoted on these days. 

This Plan recommends that local school districts, and parent 

champions work together to promote Walk and Bike to School 

days to be held on a monthly or weekly basis. 
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Student Incentive Programs
Contests and incentive programs reward students by tracking 

the number of times they walk, bicycle, carpool, or take transit 

to school. Contests can be individual, classroom, school-wide, 

or inter-school competitions, and can be integrated with other 

programs such as Walk and Roll to School Days. This Plan 

recommends school districts work with teachers and parents to 

organize incentive programs across Kern County.

Example: 

ff Pollution Punch Card, Sonoma, CA – This is a year-round 

program designed to encourage students and families to 

consider their options for getting to school. Every time a 

student walks, bicycles, carpools, or takes transit, a school 

representative records the activity. After a certain number of 

points are reached, the student receives a prize or incentive. 

This could be particularly relevant in the Kern region, where air 

quality is often poor. 

CREATE DEMOGRAPHIC-SPECIFIC PROGRAMS
Programs that target a specific demographic group can create a 

strong sense of support and community. There are many groups 

to target, including women, seniors, people of color, and recent 

immigrants/refugees. These programs are usually best delivered 

in partnership with community organizations. Such programs 

can be formed through partnerships between Kern COG, the 

County, school districts, nonprofits, community advocates, and 

organizations like Bike Bakersfield.

Example:

ff Safe Streets for Seniors, New York City - Safe Streets for 

Seniors is a pedestrian safety initiative for seniors in New 

York City. The program studies crash data, and then develops 

and implements mitigation measures to improve the safety 

of seniors and other pedestrians, as well as all road users 

in New York City. NYC Bureau of Public Works implements 

safety improvements, such as extending pedestrian crossing 
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times at crosswalks to accommodate slower walking speeds, 

constructing pedestrian safety islands, widening curbs and 

medians, narrowing roadways, and installing new stop controls 

and signals. 

REWARD WALKING AND BICYCLING WITH EMPLOYER INCENTIVES
Regional and local jurisdictions can work to establish commute 

trip reduction programs to help employers develop incentives. 

Employer incentives should aim to reduce individuals commuting 

by car, and promote walking, transit, vanpool/carpools, and 

bicycling. Workers who use these modes would be eligible for 

rewards, discounts at participating local businesses, and other 

incentives. These programs reinforce walking and bicycling as 

positive behaviors, while businesses see increased customer 

loyalty. Programs also encourage pedestrian- and bicycle-

friendly establishments, and provide the opportunity to build 

partnerships with local businesses. This Plan recommends 

building on the efforts of the Kern Commuter Program and Rule 

9410 to encourage individual employers to implement active 

transportation incentive programs.

Example: 

ff Commute Trip Reduction Program, Seattle, WA – The 

Commute Trip Reduction (CTR) program targets workplaces 

with 100 or more full-time employees in the most congested 

areas of the state. Employers develop and manage their own 

programs based on locally adopted goals for reducing vehicle 

trips and miles traveled. 

SUPPORT LOCAL BUSINESS
Programs to support local business can encourage walking 

and bicycling by creating more appealing destinations and by 

helping people get to those destinations. Business revitalization 

programs, for example, work with residents and businesses in 

low- and moderate-income neighborhoods. They can also provide 

assistance with a variety of economic development efforts, 

including streetscape improvements. The Westwood BID keeps sidewalks 
clear of clutter and debris in 
Westwood, Los Angeles
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Additionally, Business Improvement Districts (BID) can serve as 

partners in community revitalization and economic development. 

In many communities nationwide, BIDs have been catalytic in 

transforming commercial corridors and driving local economic 

change. They assist with services such as maintenance, public 

safety, marketing, capital improvements, beautification, and 

business development. Programs that support local business 

could be formed through partnerships between regional (e.g., 

Kern County Economic Development Corporation) and local 

agencies, business owners, and community advocates.

CREATE WAYFINDING AND SYSTEM LEGIBILITY
Wayfinding signage systems help make local destinations, such 

as commercial centers and parks, more accessible by enabling 

individuals to: 

ff Easily and successfully find their way to their destination 

ff Understand where they are relative to other key locations 

ff Orient themselves in an appropriate direction with little 

misunderstanding or stress

ff Discover new places and services

Wayfinding signage provides information on direction and 

distance to key regional and local destinations. A coordinated, 

well-designed signage system improves the coherency of bicycle 

and pedestrian networks. It also provides a greater sense of 

security and comfort for users by confirming that people are on 

the correct route and are aware of how far they will have to travel 

to reach their destination. On-street bicycle wayfinding signs also 

provide visual cues to motorists that people on bikes may be 

present.

Signage should be context-sensitive; context varies from rural 

to urban, and from community to community. Often, it is useful 

for jurisdictions to develop a strategic Wayfinding Master Plan 

that coordinates with active transportation planning efforts, 

particularly if wayfinding is being considered at the regional level. 

The County (typically the Department of Public Works) can work 

with local jurisdictions to implement a program that supports 

both regional and local wayfinding. Wayfinding signage already 

exists in Bakersfield and Tehachapi.

Wayfinding helps people navigate, 
and can be aimed at people riding 
bicycles, walking, or driving
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PROVIDE OPPORTUNITIES TO REPORT PROBLEMS 
It is increasingly common for jurisdictions, like the City of 

Bakersfield, to create online forms and mobile applications (apps) 

that allow community members to report nuisances posing 

barriers to walking/bicycling. Problems might include potholes, 

illegal dumping and graffiti. Mobile apps can also provide users 

with news about road closures and upcoming events, and help 

users find their nearest library, utility provider, transit services, and 

other city services.

Example:

ff The Works, Los Angeles County, CA - The Works offers a 

one-stop solution for LA County residents to report and track 

services. Using the app, people can report potholes, graffiti, 

property violations, trail maintenance needs, and more. If the 

service is not handled by Los Angeles County, The Works will 

provide users with the appropriate contact information. 

ENFORCEMENT

ELIMINATE PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE COLLISIONS

Vision Zero Campaign
Vision Zero programs envision zero fatalities and severe injuries 

of any roadway users. Components of a Vision Zero program 

include prioritizing and organizing community safety goals, and 

facilitating the systematic implementation of actions that support 

walkability for people of all ages and abilities. With a heightened 

awareness of actions to improve the safety and comfort of all 

road users, Vision Zero would inform a community’s Capital 

Improvement Program, ongoing maintenance, and activities 

to provide access. Vision Zero in the Kern region would better 

coordinate these departments for efficiency, mutual support, and 

accountability. This Plan recommends the County of Kern and 

local jurisdictions work alongside non-profits, school districts, and 

community advocates to launch a Vision Zero program for the 

region.
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Example: 

ff Vision Zero Los Angeles, CA – Vision Zero Los Angeles is 

a commitment to eliminate all traffic deaths by 2025. As 

directed by Los Angeles’ Mayor, this citywide effort brings 

together transportation engineers, police officers, advocates, 

and policymakers to work together towards creating safer 

streets. The program focuses on protecting the most 

vulnerable road users, including children, older adults, and 

people walking and bicycling. 

PARTNER WITH POLICE TO INCREASE VISIBILITY
An enforcement strategy aims to deter unsafe behaviors of 

motorists, pedestrians, and bicyclists, and encourages all road 

users to obey traffic laws and share the road safely. Enforcement 

complements many transportation programs. Program options 

include community enforcement (pedestrian safety training) or 

law enforcement (promoting good road user behaviors). Police 

partnerships are typically focused on high-collision areas and 

other vulnerable populations.

Examples:

ff Fatality Reduction Campaign, Garden Grove, CA – In response 

to a nationwide increase of fatal crashes involving distracted 

drivers, pedestrians and bicyclists, the Garden Grove Police 

Department Accident Reduction Team was organized as part 

of a city campaign.  The GGPD-ART reaches out to commuters 

through various media outlets, presentations, and community 

meetings to educate the public on the dangers of not 

following traffic laws. 

ff Crosswalk Enforcement Program, Chicago, IL - This crosswalk 

awareness initiative involves an off-duty, undercover police 

officer posing as a pedestrian crossing at a crosswalk.  If 

oncoming drivers do not stop for a pedestrian—as required 

by law—the motorist will be pulled over by a police spotter 

further down the street. Motorists can face fines for failure to 

stop for a pedestrian in a crosswalk. 

In Chicago, police help enforce 
traffic laws at crosswalks to make 
crossing safer for people walking
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INSTALL AUTOMATED ENFORCEMENT
Automated enforcement uses cameras to capture images of 

vehicles committing traffic violations – most commonly, speeding 

and red light running. Citations are mailed to the vehicle owner. 

Automated enforcement is intended to augment – not replace – 

traditional traffic enforcement activities and addresses the public 

perception of the risk of “getting caught.” The objective is to 

deter violators, not to catch them. Signs and publicity campaigns 

warn drivers that photo enforcement is in use.

The higher cost of installing automated photo enforcement 

cameras should be considered if the County and/or local agencies 

begin to implement this and other traffic safety measures. 

Example:

ff SFMTA Automated Photo Enforcement Program, San 

Francisco, CA – This program is a combined effort of 

the SFMTA, which manages program administration and 

equipment maintenance, with support from the San Francisco 

Police Department and the San Francisco City Attorney’s 

Office. The SFMTA’s combined automated photo enforcement, 

engineering and education efforts have resulted in a significant 

drop in collisions during the past ten years. 

OFFER SAFETY TOOLS
The California Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) grant program can 

fund bicycle helmets or lights for giveaways to children at schools, 

children observed bicycling without wearing helmets, or residents 

riding without lights. Bicycle lights are required for nighttime 

riding in California and can help increase the safety of a person 

riding a bicycle. Typically, this type of program is conducted in 

partnership with local police departments.

This Plan recommends cities and the County seek an OTS 

grant and conduct helmet and light giveaways for children and 

residents who do not own bicycle lights.
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EVALUATION
Evaluation programs enable communities to measure how well 

they are meeting the goals of this Plan, and evaluation is a key 

component of any engineering or programmatic investment. It is 

also a useful way to communicate success with elected officials as 

well as local residents.

PARTNER WITH COMMUNITIES TO ASSESS WALKING AND BIKING 
CONDITIONS
An audit is an evaluation of the walking and biking environment. 

The general purpose of an audit is to identify concerns for 

pedestrians and bicyclists related to safety, access, comfort, 

and convenience. In addition to identifying problem areas, an 

audit can be used to identify potential alternatives or solutions. 

Audits can be performed by a multidisciplinary team of trained 

professionals, including engineers, planners, transportation 

researchers, pedestrian and bicycle specialists, and others, 

alongside community members. A multi-disciplinary team will 

often allow a fresh look at traffic conditions at a location or along 

a corridor. 

PERFORM CRASH ANALYSIS 
This Plan recommends that the County of Kern (e.g., Department 

of Public Works) work with local jurisdictions and stakeholders 

to form a Pedestrian Safety Task Force and a Bicycle Safety 

Task Force. The purpose of these task forces is to gather data to 

optimize the location and selection of safety improvements.

Crash analysis can help identify system issues, such as 

consistent bicycle and pedestrian crashes along major roadways. 

Systemic safety issues can be addressed by policy changes and 

implemented with safety improvements consistently over time. 

Crash analysis can also be used to understand safety issues in 

specific locations, such as a particular intersection, and help 

identify solutions to improve safety.  
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Roadway Safety Audits help assess 
bicyclist and pedestrian safety on 
roadways

PERFORM ROADWAY SAFETY AUDITS
Roadway safety audits (RSAs) are frequently used to assess 

safety concerns for people who walk and bike. The goal of the 

RSA is to use field analysis to make informed recommendations 

for safety improvements. This is best accomplished by carefully 

walking the corridor during the day to note existing conditions, 

and walking or driving the corridor at night to note lighting, 

visibility, and other safety concerns. RSAs may take place at 

specific intersections and locations, or along entire corridors. 

Safety audits should be prioritized in areas with higher crash rates 

and risk factors, and/or where street reconstruction or restriping 

is scheduled, such as Complete Streets makeovers. 

Road Safety Audits are comprised of three parts; (1) data 

collection and organization, (2) field work, and (3) report on 

findings and recommendations. The field work for many RSAs can 

be completed in one day, however RSAs on corridors more than 

two miles in length may require multiple days. 

RECORD VEHICLE SPEEDS AND TRAFFIC VOLUMES 
In areas where residents or businesses report that speeding is an 

issue, vehicle speed data should be collected to determine the 

severity of the problem. After reviewing speed data, posted speed 

limits, and functional classification of the roadway, the need for 

and applicability of traffic calming measures can be evaluated. 

Accurate speed detection devices can be purchased for less 

than $150, and speeds are easily recorded by municipal agencies 

or concerned citizens. If traffic calming measures are installed, 

vehicle speeds should be recorded again for evaluation. 

Traffic counts can help inform decision-making about potential 

complete streets improvements. Counts may indicate that certain 

roads have excess capacity to accommodate vehicle traffic, 

allowing for the repurposing of the street to accommodate 

walking, bicycling, or transit. Conducting traffic counts can 

also help identify roadways with opportunities to reconfigure 

travel lanes to include facilities for people walking and bicycling, 

improve traffic flow, and improve safety for all road users. 
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MONITOR ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION SPENDING 
Evaluation of spending can determine whether the desired 

amount of funds is allocated to bicycle and pedestrian projects. 

Municipalities should monitor how local, regional, state and federal 

funds are being spent and assess future need. To prioritize active 

transportation, spending should appropriately match the overall 

need and growth of bicycling and walking. 

Local jurisdictions should report funding on stand-alone 

pedestrian and bicycle improvement projects as well as 

infrastructure that is part of larger roadway redesigns, such 

as Complete Street projects. For these projects, funding for 

pedestrian and bike improvements (e.g., on-street bike lanes, 

sidewalks) should be isolated to make funding analysis easier. 

Infrastructure that is required by law as part of larger road 

projects, such as ADA-compliant curb ramps and push buttons, 

should not be included as separate pedestrian and bike projects 

for the funding analysis. 

Funding for non-pedestrian and bike infrastructure should also 

be evaluated, to determine whether access and safety for all 

users is improving. For example, if sidewalks are improved but 

roads are widened to accommodate more vehicles, then overall 

safety and convenience may decline. Spending on education, 

encouragement, and enforcement campaigns for people who walk 

or bike should also be evaluated by category for year-by-year 

comparisons and benchmarks.

COUNT THE NUMBER OF PEOPLE WALKING AND BICYCLING 
Understanding where people are walking and bicycling is critical 

to making improvements in local walking and bicycling networks. 

The number of people walking or bicycling can be used to 

evaluate the success of infrastructure projects, or to make data-

driven decisions on where to make improvements. Comparing 

numbers seasonally and over multiple years provides insight 

on emerging trends. In cases where demand is questioned, this 

information can support the need for improvements. Conducting 

bicycle and pedestrian counts whenever vehicles are counted 

during traffic studies is one way to integrate planning for walking 

and bicycling into existing activities. 
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Regular bicycle and pedestrian 
counts help evaluate the success of 
projects and help determine where 
improvements are needed

Counts can be conducted manually or with automatic sensors. 

Manual counts are low-cost, easy to implement, and can provide 

additional data such as gender, and percentage of riders wearing 

helmets or using bike lights. However, manual counts require 

significant volunteer time and do not provide a continual, 24-hour 

picture of usage. 

Automatic pedestrian and bike counting technology has 

advanced rapidly in recent years. In-pavement sensors, computer 

vision, infrared beams, radar, and tube counters can all detect 

people who walk and bike. However, devices vary considerably in 

terms of cost, accuracy, data collection, and ease of deployment. 

It is important to choose counting devices that are best suited for 

the type of data needed (short term or long term) and the site 

characteristics where counts will take place. 

GATHER TRAVEL SURVEYS AND USER-GENERATED TRAVEL DATA 
The American Community Survey (ACS) is the most widely 

known source of data for walking and bicycling trips, but is 

limited in scope. The ACS only reports on commute trip purpose, 

and partial trips are not recorded, so walking and bicycling 

trips are often grouped with transit on commutes with multiple 

modes. At some geographies, bike trips are grouped with “other” 

transportation modes that include taxis. 

Pedestrian and bicycle travel surveys can address the 

shortcomings of limited data from national surveys. These surveys 

can be tailored to fit the needs of local municipalities and provide 



SECTION 3: ACTION TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMS406

specific information on travel behavior. Surveys can be completed 

in-house and sent via mail to randomly selected residents. 

User-generated travel data is a rapidly emerging source of 

information on where and when people walk and bike. Most 

user-generated data is tracked and submitted via mobile phone, 

with information displayed online and shared via social media 

platforms. Nationally, Strava is a free service that provides a 

massive database on where people run and bike. While exercise-

oriented, approximately half of all Strava data points in major 

cities are commutes. The Strava “heat maps” show spatial data 

that can inform maintenance needs, planning, and improvements 

to infrastructure for people who walk and bike. 

User-generated data provides helpful information but should not 

be used as a sole indicator of demand. Many areas may have high 

demand but fewer people recording trips due to lack of safe and 

sufficient infrastructure. 

ESTABLISH PERFORMANCE MEASURES AND BENCHMARKS 
Performance measures are quantitative indicators of a plan’s 

success. Benchmarks are standards that set specific goals or 

targets for a plan. Performance measures should align with 

benchmarks, which should in turn align with specific objectives 

outlined in a plan. 

As an example, an objective may be to improve the quantity of 

bicycle parking. A performance measure would be the number 

of bicycle parking spaces. A benchmark would be to install 200 

parking spaces per year through 2020. 

Benchmarks should be: 

ff Specific 

ff Measurable 

ff Achievable 

ff Relevant 

ff Time-based 
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Benchmarks should have agencies or personnel assigned to 

achieve the goal, and a separate advisory committee should track 

outcomes for all objectives. Arranging performance measures, 

benchmarks, and the responsible agencies in a table with a 

timeline for implementation helps to monitor progress.

IDENTIFY PROGRESS WITH EVALUATION REPORTS 
Evaluation reports give an overview of progress towards 

implementing a community’s goals and benchmarks for active 

transportation. Evaluation reports may include: 

ff A recap of the community vision for people who walk and bike 

ff A description of accomplishments 

ff An update on performance measures 

ff Trends and comparisons with peer communities 

ff Results and interpretation of the findings 

ff How the findings will be shared 

A summary of the active transportation evaluation report can be 

adapted to present the findings to stakeholder groups, advisory 

committees, and council meetings. Clear reporting of failures 

and successes fosters trust that officials are following up on 

objectives. 

At the national level, the Alliance for Bicycling and Walking 

Benchmarking report is a comprehensive data resource for 

government officials, advocates, and planners to compare 

progress between cities or states. At the local level, many cities 

produce “report cards” on walking and bicycling that are updated 

annually or every few years. 



SECTION 4: IMPLEMENTATION408

SECTION 4
IMPLEMENTATION



SECTION 4: IMPLEMENTATION 409

This section presents operations and maintenance 

recommendations for the Kern region bikeway and pedestrian 

network. Maintaining the active transportation network is 

equally, if not more, important as building the system in the first 

place. Keeping infrastructure in good working order enables 

communities to derive a much larger return on their investment, 

while demonstrating their ongoing commitment to providing a 

safe and functional system for their constituents. Section 4 also 

summarizes currently-available funding sources that can help the 

region, cities, and communities implement the projects described 

in this Plan. 
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4-1: OPERATIONS & MAINTENANCE 
RECOMMENDATIONS
Regular bicycle facility maintenance includes sweeping, 

maintaining a smooth surface, ensuring that the gutter-to-

pavement transition remains relatively flush, and installing 

bicycle-friendly drainage grates. Pavement overlays are also a 

good opportunity to improve bicycle facilities. In terms of bicycle 

parking maintenance, it is important to refer to City Codes since 

most of them require the person, firm, business or corporation 

originally providing the racks to remain the owner and responsible 

for maintaining them in good condition.

The City Codes of the incorporated cities included in the Plan 

mandate that the cost to maintain the sidewalk network is 

primarily the responsibility of adjacent property owners, while 

new sidewalks should be funded by developers. Intersection 

and crossing projects will also be treated as part of the normal 

roadway maintenance program. 

In April 2017 the Road Repair & Accountability Act was adopted, 

establishing the Road Maintenance & Rehabilitation Program 

(RMRP). The act introduces a long-term transportation reform 

and funding package including new revenues to make road safety 

improvements, fill potholes, and repair local streets, highways, 

bridges and overpasses. The act will raise at least $5 billion 

when fully phased in, to make a dent in California’s maintenance 

backlog. This could provide Kern County with better maintained 

Caltrans highways and local roads.

Recommended maintenance and operations measures are listed 

in the following sections. These procedures are designed to make 

roads safer and more comfortable for bicyclists and pedestrians.
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MAINTENANCE
SWEEPING

ff Establish a seasonal sweeping schedule that prioritizes 

roadways with major bicycle routes.

ff Sweep walkways and bikeways whenever there is an 

accumulation of debris on the facility.

ff In curbed sections, sweepers should pick up debris; on open 

shoulders, debris can be swept onto gravel shoulders.

SIGNAGE

ff Check regulatory and wayfinding signage along bikeways for 

signs of vandalism, graffiti, or normal wear.

ff Replace signage along the bikeway network as-needed.

ff Perform a regularly-scheduled check on the status of signage 

with follow-up as necessary.

ff Create a Maintenance Management Plan.

ROADWAY SURFACE

ff Maintain a smooth pothole-free surface.

ff Ensure that on new roadway construction, the finished surface 

on bikeways does not vary more than 1/4-inch.

ff Maintain pavement so that ridge buildup does not occur at the 

gutter-to-pavement transition or adjacent to railway crossings.

ff Inspect the pavement two to four months after trenching 

construction activities are completed to ensure that excessive 

settlement has not occurred.

PAVEMENT OVERLAYS

ff Extend the overlay over the entire roadway surface to avoid 

leaving an abrupt edge. 

ff If the shoulder or bike lane pavement is of good quality, it may 

be appropriate to end the overlay at the shoulder or bike lane 

stripe provided no abrupt ridge remains.

ff Ensure that inlet grates, manhole and valve covers are within 

1/4-inch of the finished pavement surface and are made or 

treated with slip resistant materials.
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DRAINAGE GRATES

ff Require all new drainage grates to be bicycle-friendly, 

including grates that have horizontal slats on them so that 

bicycle tires and assistive devices do not fall through the 

vertical slats.

ff Create a program to inventory all existing drainage grates, 

and replace hazardous grates as necessary – temporary 

modifications such as installing rebar horizontally across the 

grate should not be an acceptable alternative to replacement.

GUTTER TO PAVEMENT TRANSITION

ff Ensure that gutter-to-pavement transitions have no more than 

a 1/4” vertical transition.

ff Examine pavement transitions during every roadway project 

for new construction, maintenance activities, and construction 

project activities that occur in streets.

Maintenance Activity Frequency

Inspections 
Seasonal – at beginning and end 
of Summer

Pavement sweeping/blowing
As needed, with higher frequency 
in the early Spring and Fall

Pavement sealing 5 - 15 years

Pothole repair 1 week – 1 month after report

Culvert and drainage grate 
inspection

Before Winter and after major 
storms

Pavement markings replacement As needed

Signage replacement As needed

Shoulder plant trimming (weeds, 
trees, brambles)

Twice a year; middle of growing 
season and early Fall

Tree and shrub plantings, 
trimming

1 – 3 years

Major damage response 
(washouts, fallen trees, flooding)

As soon as possible

Table 4-1: Recommended Walkway and Bikeway Maintenance Activities
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LANDSCAPING

ff Ensure that shoulder plants do not hang into or impede 

passage along bikeways.

ff After major damage incidents, remove fallen trees or other 

debris from bikeways as quickly as possible.

MAINTENANCE MANAGEMENT PLAN

ff Provide fire and police departments with a map of the system, 

along with access points to gates/bollards.

ff Enforce all trespassing laws for people attempting to enter 

adjacent private properties.

ff Develop an online tool for riders to report hazards, potholes, 

and other bicycle-related issues for the County and local 

jurisdictions to address. Ensure these requests are addressed in 

a timely manner. 

ff Provide bicycle detour routes and signs during roadway 

construction. 

OPERATIONS

ENFORCEMENT

ff Enforce speed limits and other rules of the road.

ff Work with the Sheriff’s Department, California Highway Patrol, 

and local police departments to ensure officers are trained on 

safe bicycling practices and are up-to-date on bicycle-related 

laws. 

ff Work with the Sheriff’s Department, California Highway Patrol, 

and local police departments to improve the reporting and 

analysis of bicyclist-involved collisions and bicycle theft.

IMPLEMENTATION AND DESIGN 

ff Implement on-street bicycle and pedestrian facilities 

proposed in this Plan when completing road rehabilitation and 

reconstruction projects. 

ff Design and maintain all streets so that they incorporate 

Complete Streets standards. 
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ff Adopt an accelerated pavement maintenance schedule for all 

designated existing and planned bikeways. 

ff Apply pavement stenciling to indicate detention areas at all 

traffic signals. 

ff Identify opportunities to remove travel lanes from roads 

where there is excess capacity in order to provide new or 

improved bicycle facilities. 

EVALUATION 

ff Measure air quality and reductions in greenhouse gas 

emissions that may result from a decrease in vehicular use as 

bicycle use increases. 

ff Create an annual bicycle and pedestrian count program. 

ff Regularly monitor implementation of the Active 

Transportation Plan, and review and update the recommended 

bicycle and pedestrian facilities every five years. 
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Treatment Unit Cost Estimate

Bikeway Study Unit $150,000 

Class I Shared-Use Path (Paved) Mile $900,000 

Class II Standard Bike Lanes Mile $90,000 

Class II Buffered Bike Lanes Mile $180,000 

Class III Bicycle Boulevard Mile $50,000 

Class III Bicycle Route Mile $9,000 

Class IV Cycle Track Mile $300,000 

Complete Streets Mile $575,000 

Crossing Improvements Intersection $85,000 

Corridor Improvement Mile $275,000 

Sidewalk Improvement Mile $190,000 

Table 4-1: Cost Estimates in the Implementation Framework

4-2: COST ESTIMATES
The cost estimates for bicycle and pedestrian projects are listed 

in Table 4-1. It should be noted that cost estimates will fluctuate, 

particularly over the longer time period covered by this Plan.
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4-3: POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCES
Recommended funding programs are broken down by federal, 

state, and regional/local sources. Appendix D presents a summary 

of recent expenditures for active transportation infrastructure 

throughout Kern County.

FEDERAL SOURCES
The sections below present a summary a currently-available 

active transportation funding sources. It should be noted that 

at the time of writing, future federal levels of investment, and 

the future of some programs, remain uncertain. Kern COG, the 

County of Kern, and local partners should continue monitoring the 

federal funding picture to understand the degree of the federal 

government’s commitment to assisting with the region’s future 

bicycling and walking investments.

FIXING AMERICA’S SURFACE TRANSPORTATION ACT (FAST ACT)

The FAST Act, which replaced Moving Ahead for Progress in the 

21st Century Act (MAP-21) in 2015, provides long-term funding 

certainty for surface transportation projects, meaning state and 

local governments can move forward with critical transportation 

projects with the confidence that they will have a federal partner 

over the long term (at least five years).

The law makes changes and reforms to many federal 

transportation programs, including streamlining the approval 

processes for new transportation projects and providing new 

safety tools. It also allows local entities that are direct recipients 

of federal dollars to use a design publication that is different than 

one used by their State DOT.
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FAST ACT – CONGESTION MITIGATION AND AIR QUALITY IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM (CMAQ)

The amount of CMAQ funds depends on the state’s population 

share and on the degree of air pollution. Recent revisions were 

made to bring CMAQ in line with the FAST Act legislation. There 

is a broader emphasis on projects that are proven to reduce 

PM-2.5. Eligible projects include: “Constructing bicycle and 

pedestrian facilities (paths, bicycle racks, support facilities, etc.) 

that are not exclusively recreational and reduce vehicle trips; 

(and) non-construction outreach related to safe bicycle use.” 

Studies that are part of the project development pipeline (e.g., 

preliminary engineering) are eligible for funding. “An assessment 

of the project’s expected emission reduction benefits should be 

completed prior to project selection.”

BUS AND BUS FACILITIES PROGRAM: STATE OF GOOD REPAIR

The Bus and Bus Facilities Program can be used for projects to 

provide access for bicycles to public transportation facilities, to 

provide shelters and parking facilities for bicycles in or around 

public transportation facilities, or to install equipment for 

transporting bicycles on public transportation vehicles.

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BLOCK GRANT (STBGP)

The FAST Act expanded the existing Surface Transportation 

Program (STP) into the Surface Transportation Block Grant 

Program (STBGP) which places more decision-making power 

in the hands of state and local governments. The FAST Act 

simplifies the list of uses eligible for program funds and increases 

the ways that funds can be used for local roads and rural minor 

collectors. The Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) is a 

set-aside program of this block grant. The new program requires 

55 percent of program funds be distributed within each state 

on the basis of population, compared to 50 percent under STP. 

In California, STBGP is allocated through the Regional Surface 

Transportation Program (RSTP). The TAP program is allocated 

through the Active Transportation Program.
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HIGHWAY SAFETY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The FAST Act eliminates the ability of states to shift funds 

designated for infrastructure safety programs to behavioral 

or educational activities, ensuring resources remain in 

construction-related programs. It also designates several new 

safety improvements eligible for funding including vehicle-to-

infrastructure communication and roadway improvements that 

provide separation between pedestrians and motor vehicles. 

With regards to unpaved roads, the FAST Act allows states to 

“opt out” of collecting safety inventory data for unpaved/gravel 

roads if certain conditions are met, as long as the states continue 

to collect data related to serious crashes and fatalities. It also 

requires the U.S. DOT to review data and report to Congress on 

best practices for roadway infrastructure improvements that 

enhance commercial motor vehicle safety. 

HSIP is a data-driven funding program, and eligible projects 

must be identified through analysis of crash experience, crash 

potential, crash rate, or other similar metrics. Infrastructure and 

non-infrastructure projects are eligible for HSIP funds.  Bicycle 

and pedestrian safety improvements, enforcement activities, 

traffic calming projects, and crossing treatments for active 

transportation users in school zones are examples of eligible 

projects. All HSIP projects must be consistent with the state’s 

Strategic Highway Safety Plan. In California, HSIP is administered 

by Caltrans. 

PARTNERSHIP FOR SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES

Founded in 2009, the Partnership for Sustainable Communities is 

a joint project of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the 

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), and 

the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT). The partnership 

aims to “improve access to affordable housing, provide more 

transportation options, and lower transportation costs while 

protecting the environment in communities nationwide.” 

The Partnership is based on five Livability Principles, one of 
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which explicitly addresses the need for bicycle and pedestrian 

infrastructure - “Provide more transportation choices: Develop 

safe, reliable, and economical transportation choices to decrease 

household transportation costs, reduce our nation’s dependence 

on foreign oil, improve air quality, reduce greenhouse gas 

emissions, and promote public health.” The Partnership is not a 

formal agency with a regular annual grant program. Nevertheless, 

it is an important effort that has already led to some new grant 

opportunities (including the TIGER grants).  

RIVERS, TRAILS, AND CONSERVATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

The Rivers, Trails and Conservation Assistance Program (RTCA) is 

the community assistance arm of the National Park Service. RTCA 

provides technical assistance to communities in order to preserve 

open space and develop trails. The assistance that RTCA provides 

is not for infrastructure, but rather building plans, engaging 

public participation, and identifying other sources of funding for 

conversation and outdoor recreation projects.

LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND

The Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) is a National 

Parks Service program that provides grants for planning and 

acquiring outdoor recreation areas and facilities, including trails. 

The program is administered by the California Department 

of Parks and Recreation. Funds can be used for right-of-way 

acquisition and construction. Any projects located in future parks 

could benefit from planning and land acquisition funding through 

the LWCF. Trail corridor acquisition can be funded with LWCF 

grants as well.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANTS

The Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) program 

provides money for streetscape revitalization, which may be 

largely comprised of pedestrian improvements. Federal CDBG 

grantees may “use Community Development Block Grant funds 
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for activities that include (but are not limited to): acquiring real 

property; building public facilities and improvements, such as 

streets, sidewalks, community and senior citizen centers, and 

recreational facilities; paying for planning and administrative 

expenses, such as costs related to developing a consolidated 

plan and managing Community Development Block Grant funds; 

provide public services for youths, seniors, or the disabled; and 

initiatives such as neighborhood watch programs.”  Trails and 

greenway projects that enhance accessibility are the best fit for 

this funding source. 

TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENTS GENERATING ECONOMIC RECOVERY 
(TIGER) PROGRAM

TIGER can be used for innovative, multimodal, and multi-

jurisdictional transportation projects that promise significant 

economic and environmental benefits to an entire metropolitan 

area, a region, or the nation. These include bicycle and pedestrian 

projects and the project minimum is $10 million.

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY – BROWNFIELDS PROGRAM

Assessment grants provide funding for a grant recipient to 

inventory, characterize, assess, and conduct planning and 

community involvement related to brownfields sites. Revolving 

Loan Fund (RLF) grants provide funding for a grant recipient 

to capitalize a revolving loan fund and to provide sub-grants to 

carry out cleanup activities at brownfield sites.

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY – SMART GROWTH 
PROGRAM

EPA’s Smart Growth Program helps communities improve 

their development practices and get the type of development 

they want. The Smart Growth Program works with local, state, 

and national experts to discover and encourage development 

strategies that protect human health and the environment, create 

economic opportunities, and provide attractive and affordable 

neighborhoods for people of all income levels. The Smart Growth 



SECTION 4: IMPLEMENTATION 421

Program is housed in EPA’s office of sustainable communities, 

which also coordinates EPA’s Green Building Work.

The program:

ff Conducts research

ff Produces reports and other publications

ff Provides examples of outstanding smart growth communities 

and projects

ff Works with tribes, states, regions, and communities through 

grants and technical assistance

ff Through partnerships, brings together diverse interests to 

encourage better growth and development

ff Supports education and outreach by contributing to smart 

growth online and the new partners for smart growth 

conference

STATE SOURCES

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM

With the consolidation of federal funding sources in MAP-21 

and again under the FAST Act, the Legislature has consolidated 

a number of state-funded programs centered on active 

transportation into a single program. The resulting Active 

Transportation Program consolidates the federal programs, 

Bicycle Transportation Account, the Safe Routes to Schools 

Program, and the Recreational Trails Program.  The program’s 

authorizing legislation (signed into law by the Governor on 

September 26, 2013) also includes placeholder language to allow 

the program to receive funding from the newly established Cap-

and-Trade Program in the future. The statewide competitive 

program has $240 million available through the 2020/2021 fiscal 

cycles. Under the Road Repair & Accountability Act (adopted 

April 2017), an additional $100 million will be allocated to the 

program annually for the next ten years.

The California Transportation Commission writes guidelines 

and allocates funds for the program, while the program will be 

administered by the Caltrans Division of Local Assistance. 
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STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP)

STIP funds new construction projects that add capacity to 

the transportation network. STIP consists of two components, 

Caltrans’ Interregional Transportation Improvement Program 

(ITIP) and regional transportation planning agencies’ Regional 

Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). STIP funding is 

a mix of state, federal, and local taxes and fees.  Bicycle and 

pedestrian projects may be programmed under ITIP and RTIP.

CALTRANS SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORTATION PLANNING GRANTS

Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grants are intended 

to strengthen the economy, promote equity, and protect 

the environment. The results of these grants should improve 

mobility and lead to the programming and implementation of 

transportation improvement projects. Along with a strong focus 

on transportation, these projects should also emphasize safety, 

jobs, housing, sustainable communities, and public participation.

For Fiscal Year (FY) 2016-2017, Caltrans will award approximately 

$9.8 million for the following STP Grants:

ff Strategic Partnerships ($1.5 million): the Strategic Partnerships 

Grants fund planning projects that Encourage regional 

agencies to partner with Caltrans to identify and address 

statewide/interregional transportation deficiencies in 

the state highway system; strengthen government-to-

government relationships; and, result in programmed system 

improvements.

ff Sustainable Communities ($8.3 million): the Sustainable 

Communities Grants fund transportation planning projects 

that: identify and address mobility deficiencies in the 

multimodal transportation system including the mobility 

needs of disadvantaged communities; encourage stakeholder 

collaboration; involve active public engagement; integrate 

Smart Mobility 2010 concepts; and, ultimately result in 

programmed system improvements.
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PETROLEUM VIOLATION ESCROW ACCOUNT

In the late 1970s, a series of federal court decisions against 

selected United States oil companies ordered refunds to the 

states for price overcharges on crude oil and refined petroleum 

products during a period of price control regulations. To qualify 

for Petroleum Violation Escrow Account (PVEA) funding, a project 

must save or reduce energy and provide a direct public benefit 

within a reasonable time frame. In California, Caltrans Division 

of Local Assistance administers funds for transportation-related 

PVEA projects. PVEA funds do not require a match and can be 

used as match for additional federal funds.

OFFICE OF TRAFFIC SAFETY (OTS) GRANTS

The Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) distributes grants statewide 

to establish new traffic safety programs or fund ongoing safety 

programs. OTS grants are supported by federal funding under the 

National Highway Safety Act and FAST Act. Grants are used to 

establish new traffic safety programs, expand ongoing programs 

or address deficiencies in current programs. Bicycle safety is 

included in the list of traffic safety priority areas. 

Eligible grantees are governmental agencies, state colleges, 

state universities, local town and county government agencies, 

school districts, fire departments, and public emergency services 

providers. Grant funding cannot replace existing program 

expenditures, nor can traffic safety funds be used for program 

maintenance, research, rehabilitation, or construction. 

Grants are awarded on a competitive basis, and priority is given 

to agencies with the greatest need. Evaluation criteria to assess 

need include potential traffic safety impact, collision statistics and 

rankings, seriousness of problems, and performance on previous 

OTS grants. The California application deadline is January of 

each year. There is no maximum cap to the amount requested; 

however, all items in the proposal must be justified to meet the 

objectives of the proposal.
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ENVIRONMENTAL ENHANCEMENT AND MITIGATION FUNDS

The Environmental Enhancement Mitigation Program (EEMP) 

provides grant opportunities for projects that indirectly mitigate 

environmental impacts of new transportation facilities. Projects 

should fall into one of the following three categories: highway 

landscaping and urban forestry, resource lands projects, or 

roadside recreation facilities. Funds are available for land 

acquisition and construction. The local Caltrans district must 

support the project. The average award amount is $250,000.

CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS 

The California Conservation Corps (CCC) provides labor 

assistance for projects related to natural resource management. 

Public agencies can hire a CCC team at low cost. The nearest CCC 

centers are located in San Louis Obispo, Camarillo, and Fresno.

HABITAT CONSERVATION FUND

The Habitat Conservation Fund provides funding through State 

general funds to local agencies to protect threatened species, 

to address wildlife corridors, to create trails, and to provide for 

nature interpretation programs which bring urban residents into 

park and wildlife areas. This source would be appropriate for 

recommended improvements to Class I shared-use paths.

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 3 FUNDS 

Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article III funds awarded 

annually to local jurisdictions for bicycle and pedestrian projects 

in California. These funds originate from the state gasoline 

tax and are distributed to counties based on population, with 

a competitive process administered by Kern COG for local 

jurisdictions. 
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Funds may be used for the following bicycle and pedestrian 

activities:

ff Engineering expenses 

ff Right-of-way acquisition 

ff Construction and reconstruction 

ff Retrofitting existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities, including 

signage installation and ADA compliance 

ff Route improvements such as signal controls for cyclists, 

bicycle loop detectors, rubberized rail crossings and bicycle-

friendly drainage grates 

ff Support facilities, such as bicycle parking and pedestrian 

amenities 

STATE HIGHWAY ACCOUNT

Section 157.4 of the Streets and Highways Code requires Caltrans 

to set aside $360,000 for the construction of non-motorized 

facilities that will be used in conjunction with the state highway 

system. The Office of Bicycle Facilities also administers the State 

Highway Account fund. Funding is divided into different project 

categories. Minor B projects (less than $42,000) are funded by a 

lump sum allocation by the CTC and are used at the discretion of 

each Caltrans District office. Minor A projects (estimated to cost 

between $42,000 and $300,000) must be approved by the CTC. 

Major projects (more than $300,000) must be included in the 

State Transportation Improvement Program and approved by the 

CTC. 

STATE HIGHWAY OPERATIONS AND PROTECTION PROGRAM (SHOPP)

The SHOPP program includes projects designed to maintain the 

safety and operational integrity of the state highway system. 

Most of the projects are for pavement rehabilitation, bridge 

rehabilitation, and traffic safety improvements. Other projects 

may include such things as operational improvements (e.g. traffic 

signalization) and roadside rest areas. It does not include projects 

to add through lanes to increase capacity. SHOPP projects are 

selected at the discretion of Caltrans.
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ROAD REPAIR & ACCOUNTABILITY ACT (2017)

The Road Repair & Accountability Act (2017) makes $5 billion a 

year available for transportation improvements in California. The 

act includes Complete Streets funding, as well as increased Active 

Transportation Program funding. Funds made available by the act 

will be used for projects that include, but are not limited to:

ff Road maintenance and rehabilitation

ff Safety projects

ff Railroad grade separations.

ff Complete street components, including active transportation 

purposes, pedestrian and bicycle safety projects, transit 

facilities, and drainage and stormwater capture projects in 

conjunction with any other allowable project

ff Traffic control devices

REGIONAL AND LOCAL SOURCES

DEVELOPER IMPACT FEES

As a condition for development approval, municipalities 

can require developers to provide certain infrastructure 

improvements, which can include bicycle and pedestrian projects. 

These projects have commonly provided Class II facilities for 

portions of on-street, previously planned routes and public 

spaces. They can also be used to provide bicycle parking or 

shower and locker facilities. The type of facility that should be 

required to be built by developers should reflect the greatest 

need for the particular project and its local area. Legal challenges 

to these types of fees have resulted in the requirement to 

illustrate a clear nexus between the particular project and the 

mandated improvement and cost. 
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NEW CONSTRUCTION

Future road widening and construction projects are one means 

of providing bicycle and pedestrian facilities. To ensure that 

roadway construction projects provide pedestrian and bicycle 

infrastructure where needed, it is important that the review 

process includes input pertaining to consistency with the 

proposed system. In addition, California’s 2008 Complete Streets 

Act and Caltrans’ Deputy Directive 64 require that the needs of all 

roadway users be considered during “all phases of state highway 

projects, from planning to construction to maintenance and 

repair.”

THE BAKERSFIELD CALIFORNIAN FOUNDATION

The Bakersfield Californian Foundation (BCF) has roughly 

$800,000 to distribute each year. $500,000 of which funds 

grants for two cycles:

ff Spring: where BCF donates smaller grant amounts — around 

$20,000 — to a larger number of organizations, based on a 

particular focus

ff Fall: a two-part competitive cycle, where they award amounts 

of $100,000, $50,000 and $25,000 to fewer organizations

The remaining amount — around $200,000 — is for year-round 

non-cycle grants, which are generally focused on animal welfare, 

literacy, education, and environmental / historical preservation. 

These grants also tend to be for smaller amounts. Previously, 

Bike Bakersfield was awarded $5,000 for their Downtown Bicycle 

Parking and Community Enhancement project, which added 

artistic bicycle racks in front of downtown businesses.
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SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY AIR POLLUTION CONTROL DISTRICT GRANTS & 
INCENTIVES

The San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District accepts 

applications for bicycle infrastructure projects, including Class I 

(Bicycle Path Construction), Class II (Bicycle Lane Striping), or 

Class III (Bicycle Route) projects. The program provides funding 

to assist with the development or expansion of a comprehensive 

bicycle-transportation network which will provide a viable 

transportation option for travel to school, work and commercial 

sites. Funding for this program is limited to municipalities, 

government agencies, and public educational institutions located 

within the boundaries of the district. Funding opportunities 

include:

ff Up to $150,000 per project for Class I shared-use paths

ff Up to $100,000 per project for Class II bike lanes

ff Up to $100,000 per project for Class III bike routes

KERN COUNTY AIR POLLUTION MITIGATION FUND

The Kern County Air Pollution Mitigation Fund fulfills the intent 

of a series of settlements between the Sierra Club and residential 

building developers in the Bakersfield area. As required by these 

settlements, the Fund receives air pollution mitigation fees paid 

by property developers to offset the cumulative air pollution 

impacts of new developments. With the advice of a Bakersfield-

based funding advisory board, the Rose Foundation uses these 

developer fees to support grants for projects designed to reduce 

particulate or ozone air pollution in Kern County. In 2015, the City 

of Bakersfield received $35,000 from the Rose Foundation for 

this Plan.
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PRIVATE SOURCES

BIKES BELONG GRANTS

The Bikes Belong Coalition of bicycle suppliers and retailers 

has awarded $1.2 million and leveraged an additional $470 

million since its inception in 1999. The program funds corridor 

improvements, mountain bike trails, BMX parks, trails, and park 

access. It is funded by the Bikes Belong Employee Pro Purchase 

Program. 

COMMUNITY ACTION FOR A RENEWED ENVIRONMENT (CARE)

Community Action for a Renewed Environment grants provide 

support to help communities form collaborative partnerships, 

develop a comprehensive understanding of many sources of 

risk from toxics and environmental pollutants, set priorities, 

and identify and carry out projects to reduce risks through 

collaborative action at the local level. Eligible applicants include 

local nonprofits, local government, colleges and universities. The 

grants have two funding levels: (1) $75,000-$100,000 and (2) 

$150,000-$300,000. Priorities of the CARE program include:

ff Reduce exposures to toxic pollutants through collaborative 

actions at the local level.

ff Help communities gain an understanding of all potential 

sources of exposure to toxic pollutants.

ff Work with communities to set priorities for risk reduction 

activities. 

ff Create self-sustaining, community based partnerships that will 

continue to improve the local environment.
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PEOPLEFORBIKES COMMUNITY GRANT PROGRAM

PeopleForBikes is a coalition of bicycle suppliers and retailers that 

has awarded $2.9 million in community grants and leveraged an 

additional $670 million since its inception in 1999. The community 

grant program funds bicycle paths and rail trails, as well as 

mountain bicycle trails, bicycle parks, BMX facilities, and large-

scale bicycle advocacy initiatives. Spring 2015 grant awards 

ranged between $800 and $10,000 and contributed to greenway 

and other infrastructure projects, as well as bicycle parking and 

bicycle-related programming. 

THE ROBERT WOOD JOHNSON FOUNDATION

The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation was established as a 

national philanthropy in 1972, and today, it is the largest U.S. 

foundation devoted to improving the health and health care of 

Americans. Grant making is concentrated in four areas: 

ff To assure that all Americans have access to basic health care 

at a reasonable cost 

ff To improve care and support for people with chronic health 

conditions 

ff To promote healthy communities and lifestyles 

ff To reduce the personal, social and economic harm caused by 

substance abuse: tobacco, alcohol, and illicit drugs

THE KODAK AMERICAN GREENWAYS PROGRAM

The Conservation Fund’s American Greenways Program has 

teamed with the Eastman Kodak Corporation and the National 

Geographic Society to award small grants ($250 to $2,000) to 

stimulate the planning, design, and development of greenways. 

These grants can be used for activities such as mapping, 

conducting ecological assessments, surveying land, holding 

conferences, developing brochures, producing interpretive 

displays, incorporating land trusts, and building trails. Grants 

cannot be used for academic research, institutional support, 

lobbying, or political activities.
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CORPORATE DONATIONS

Corporate donations are often received in the form of liquid 

investments (i.e. cash, stock, bonds) and in the form of land. 

Employers recognize that creating places to bicycle and walk 

is one way to build community and attract a quality work force. 

Bicycling and outdoor recreation businesses often support local 

projects and programs.  Municipalities typically create funds to 

facilitate and simplify a transaction from a corporation’s donation 

to the given municipality. Donations are mainly received when a 

widely supported capital improvement program is implemented. 

Such donations can improve capital budgets and/or projects.

VOLUNTEER AND PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS

A public-private partnership involves an agreement between 

a public agency and a private party, in which the private party 

delivers a public service or project to the public agency. Projects 

can be funded solely by the private party or through a collection 

of private monies and taxpayer dollars.

OTHER SOURCES

Volunteer programs may be developed to substantially reduce 

the cost of implementing some routes, particularly shared-use 

paths. For example, a local college design class may use such 

a shared-use route as a student project, working with a local 

landscape architectural or engineering firm. Work parties could 

be formed to help clear the right of way for the route. A local 

construction company may donate or discount services beyond 

what the volunteers can do. A challenge grant program with local 

businesses may be a good source of local funding, in which the 

businesses (or residents) can “adopt” a route or segment of one to 

help construct and maintain it.




