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Exhibit "A"

1.97 |REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2035 Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee Program 6/21/2010
LIMITS
Global Completed  [Number of| Number of | Lanes Additional/
Project Improvement Improvement Lanes Lanes Funded | Number of Cost Cost Undifferent-
Number |Street Name From To Length Miles Length Miles Striped | Proposed | by Fee |Lane-Miles Cat_desc Notes R/W Construct. Signal Cost iated Cost Total Cost Fee Funding
BAKERSFIELD RTIF FACILITY LIST (NON-CORE)*
B303 7th Standard Road Airport Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $161,400 $161,400 $161,400
B595 7th Standard Road Chester Avenue Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification $0 $0 $58,400 $58,400 $58,400
B307 7th Standard Road McCray Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $148,400 $148,400 $148,400
E125 7th Standard Road Greeley Road Santa Fe Way 1.50 2 4 2 3.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $1,561,696 $1,561,696 $1,561,696
E267 7th Standard Road SR 43/Enos Lane 1.00 2 6 4 4.0 Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $1,267,200 $1,267,200 $1,267,200
B311 7th Standard Road SR 99 1-5 3.00 Freeway Projects Advance Planning $0 $0 $5,500,000 $5,500,000 $5,500,000
B309 7th Standard Road SR 99 State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Replace EB Bridge: add WB-SB ramp $0 $0 $7,000,000 $7,000,000 $7,000,000
E159 7th Standard Road Wings Way Airport Drive 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 Lanes $520,565 $520,565 $520,565
E340 7th Standard Road Quail Creek Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E336 7th Standard Road Zachary Road Coffee Road 2 Lane Additions Add 2 Lanes, 4 to 6 Lane widening $0 $3,437,500 $3,437,500 $3,437,500
E337 7th Standard Road UPRR/SR 99 Railroad Grade Separations Grade Separation $0 $27,021,000 $27,021,000 10,361,000
E338 7th Standard Road Santa Fe Way Coffee Road 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes, 4 Lane Widening $0 $45,154,000 $45,154,000 1,203,500
E160 Airport Drive Norris Road Olive Drive 2.00 4 6 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes, BORDER $2,082,262 $2,082,262 $1,041,131
Bl Airport Drive Norris Road Expand Intersection Expand Intersection, BORDER $687,656 $687,656 $0 1,375,311 $687,656
E185 Airport Drive Olive Drive 0.50 Expand Intersection BORDER $500,000 $500,000 $250,000
B2 Airport Drive Olive Drive n/o State Road 0.60 4 6 2 1.2 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes/Expand Intersection, BORDER $0 $5,000,000 $0 5,000,000 $2,500,000
B3 Airport Drive UP RR Railroad Grade Separations Widen RR Bridge, BORDER $0 $0 $1,222,498 $1,222,498 $611,249
B450 Akers Road Pacheco Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E302 Alfred Harrell Highway China Grade Loop Fairfax Road 0.50 4 6 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 Lanes $0 $520,565 $0 $520,565 $520,565
B577 Alfred Harrell Highway Lake Ming Road Traffic Signals Install traffic signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B540 Alfred Harrell Highway West End Hart Park SR 178 5.50 2 4 2 11.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $5,726,220 $611,249 $6,337,469 $6,337,469
B158 Allen Road Ming Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E4 Allen Road Panama Lane SR 119/Taft Highway 2.00 0 2 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $2,082,262 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
E344 Allen Road SR 58/Rosedale Highway Brimhall Road 1.00 0.75 4 6 1 0.3 1 Lane Additions Add 1 lanes $130,141 $130,141 $130,141
E186 Allen Road SR 58/Rosedale Highway Expand Intersection Widen to 6 lanes $500,000 $500,000 $500,000
B4 Allen Road Brimhall Road Stockdale Highway 1.00 0.75 2 6 2 0.5 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $260,283 $0 $260,283 $260,283
B5 Allen Road Campus Park Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B6 Allen Road Chamber Boulevard Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B8 Allen Road Goose Lake Slough Canal Culverts Construct new Culvert @ Sta. 236+60 (Goose Lake) $0 $220,050 $0 220,050 220,050
B9 Allen Road Harris Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B11 Allen Road Kern River Canal Canal Bridges Construct canal bridge at Sta. 150+00 (River Canal) $0 $0 $611,249 611,249 611,249
B13 Allen Road Meacham Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B15 Allen Road Noriega Road Hageman Road 0.38 2 2 1 0.4 1 Lane Additions NB only $36,122 $121,723 $611,249 $769,094 $769,094
B16 Allen Road Noriega Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B18 Allen Road Panama Lane Ming Avenue 3.00 0 2 2 6.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $3,123,393 $0 $3,123,393 $3,123,393
B19 Allen Road Reina Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B20 Allen Road Snow Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B21 Allen Road UP RR Improve Railroad Grade Crossings|Improve grade crossing $0 $1,000,000 $0 $1,000,000 $1,000,000
E342 Allen Road N/o Rosedale Hwy Relocate Obstruction PG&E Tower Relocation, 2 Towers 1165ft North of Rosedale $0 $0 $200,000 $200,000 $200,000
E341 Allen Road N/o Rosedale Hwy Meacham Road + .36miles 0.60 2 4 1 0.6 1 Lane Additions Road widening $0 $312,339 $0 $312,339 $312,339
B574 Ashe Road Harris Road Traffic Signals Install traffic signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B541 Ashe Road Panama Lane Taft Highway 2.00 2 6 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,082,262 $0 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
E6 Ashe Road SR 119/Taft Highway Curnow Road 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $520,565 $520,565 $520,565
B24 Ashe Road Berkshire Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B25 Ashe Road Hosking Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B26 Ashe Road McKee Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B454 Berkshire Road Akers Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B455 Berkshire Road Buena Vista Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B456 Berkshire Road Mountain Ridge Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B457 Berkshire Road Mountain Vista Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B458 Berkshire Road Reliance Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B29 Berkshire Road South H Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B30 Berkshire Road South Union Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B615 Berkshire Road (Star Lake Pkwy) Sunset Spur Improve Railroad Grade Crossings|New at-grade crossing $0 $800,000 $0 $800,000 $800,000
B32 Breckenridge Road SR 184/Morning Drive Vineland Road 1.00 2 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B37 Brimhall Road Jenkins Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B41 Brimhall Road Renfro Road Allen Road 0.50 0.25 2 4 2 0.5 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes (excluding Westdale Avenue to Jenkins Road KEN664) $0 $260,283 $0 $260,283 $260,283
E172 Brimhall Road Rudd Road Renfro Road 0.50 0 2 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $520,565 $520,565 $520,565
B43 Brimhall Road Verdugo Lane Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B613 Buena Vista Road Campus Park Drive Relocate Obstruction Relocate PG&E Tower $0 $0 $273,456 $273,456 $273,456
B48 Buena Vista Road Campus Park Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B49 Buena Vista Road Harris Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B51 Buena Vista Road Pacheco Road Panama Lane 1.00 0.70 2 4 2 0.6 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 Lanes $0 $312,339 $0 $312,339 $312,339
B614 Buena Vista Road Pacheco Road White Lane 1.00 1 1.0 1 Lane Additions Add one lane $0 $520,565 $0 $520,565 $520,565
B542 Buena Vista Road Panama Lane SR 119/Taft Highway 2.00 2 4 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 Lanes $0 $2,082,262 $0 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
B53 Buena Vista Road SJRR Improve Railroad Grade Crossings|Improve grade crossing at Sta. 52+80 $0 $0 $122,250 $122,250 $122,250
B61 Calloway Drive 7th Standard Road Snow Road 1.00 2 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
E227 Calloway Drive Etchard Road 100' s/o Canal Bridges Widen Canal Crossing $300,000 $300,000 $300,000
B60 Calloway Drive Norris Road Lake Superior Drive 0.20 3 6 1 0.2 1 Lane Additions Add 1 lanes $20,000 $104,113 $0 $124,113 $124,113
B62 Calloway Drive SR 58/Rosedale Highway Holland Street 0.25 4 6 2 0.5 2 Lane Additions Widen roadway and intersection $0 $0 $5,586,000 $5,586,000 $5,586,000
B64.1 Casa Loma Drive Washington Street Fairfax Road 2.50 0 2 2 5.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $2,602,827 $0 $2,602,827 $2,602,827
E249 Centennial Cornidor (1RIP) Westside Parkway Terminus SR O9/SR 58 Freeway Projects Construct Freeway - TRIP, REGIONAL 30 $644,586,000] __ $644,586,000] __ $123,187,000
B461 Chamber Boulevard Windermere Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E170 Chase Avenue Masterson Street Comanche Drive 1.00 0 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $640,647 $640,647 $640,647
B71 China Grade Loop Manor Street Round Mountain Road 2.40 2 4 2 4.8 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $497,908 $2,498,714 $0 $2,996,622 $2,996,622
E307 China Grade Loop Round Mountain Road Alfred Harrell Hwy 1.10 2 4 4 4.4 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,290,488 $20,000,000 $22,290,488 $22,290,488
B72 China Grade Loop Round Mountain Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
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Exhibit "A"

1.97 |REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2035 Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee Program 6/21/2010
LIMITS

Global Completed  [Number of| Number of | Lanes Additional/

Project Improvement Improvement Lanes Lanes Funded | Number of Cost Cost Undifferent-

Number |Street Name From To Length Miles Length Miles Striped | Proposed | by Fee |Lane-Miles Cat_desc Notes R/W Construct. Signal Cost iated Cost Total Cost Fee Funding
B75 Coffee Road 7th Standard Road Norris Road 1.50 2 6 2 3.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $61,125 $1,561,696 $0 $1,622,821 $1,622,821
E209 Coffee Road 7th Standard Road 320' s/o Canal Bridges from 2 to 6 lanes, Widen Canal Crossing $600,000 $600,000 $600,000
E339 Coffee Road Rosedale Highway Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $0 $9,000,000 $9,000,000 $9,000,000
E342 Coffee Road Truxtun Ave Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $0 $3,000,000 $3,000,000 $3,000,000
E343 Coffee Road Stockdale Highway Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $0 $3,200,000 $3,200,000 $3,200,000
B571 Coffee Road Norris Road Relocate Obstruction Relocate PG&E transmission tower $0 $0 $273,457 $273,457 $273,457
E16 Comanche Drive Alfred Harrell Highway SR 58 6.00 2 4 2 12.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $6,246,786 $6,246,786 $6,246,786
E189 Comanche Drive SR 58 State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Widen overpass $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000
E304 Comanche Drive SR 58 Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $0 $250,000 $250,000 $500,000 $500,000
E17 Comanche Drive UPRR Railroad Grade Separations Grade Separation $0 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 $15,000,000
E217 Cottonwood Road Hosking Avenue 1700' s/o Canal Bridges pictures, Widen Canal Crossing $300,000 $300,000 $300,000
E218 Cottonwood Road Hosking Avenue 3200' s/o Canal Bridges Widen Canal Crossing $300,000 $300,000 $300,000
E216 Cottonwood Road Panama Lane 1500' s/o Canal Bridges Widen Canal Crossing $300,000 $300,000 $300,000
E163.1 [Cottonwood Road SR 58 Panama Lane 4.00 2 4 2 8.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $2,133,516 $2,133,516 $2,133,516
B8O Day Avenue Airport Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $155,100 $155,100 $155,100
B81 Day Avenue Chester Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $147,800 $147,800 $147,800
B82 Day Avenue Manor Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B83 Day Avenue McCray Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $143,200 $143,200 $143,200
B85 Edison Road Breckenridge Road Edison Highway 1.25 0 4 2 25 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $1,301,414 $0 $1,301,414 $1,301,414
B86 Edison Road SR 178 Breckenridge Road 2.50 0 4 2 5.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $2,602,827 $0 $2,602,827 $2,602,827
B148 El Toro Viejo Road BNSF RR Railroad Grade Separations Grade Separation $0 $0 $10,000,000 $10,000,000 $10,000,000
B464 Etchart Road Calloway Drive Borel Street 0.50 2 4 1 0.5 1 Lane Additions Add 1 eastbound lane & move ditch $0 $160,162 $177,507 $337,668 $337,668
B465 Etchart Road Calloway Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B468 Etchart Road Jenkins Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B466 Etchart Road Old Farm Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B87 Fairfax Road Alfred Harrell Highway Paladino Drive 1.00 2 6 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
E203 Fairfax Road Alfred Harrell Highway State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Expand Underpass, Widen Intersection $5,000,000 $5,000,000 $5,000,000
B92 Fairfax Road Highland Knolls Drive s/o Niles Street 0.26 4 6 1 0.3 Construct Medians Westside and Median, BORDER $20,139 $135,347 $0 $155,486 $77,743
E167 Fairfax Road Redbank Road Panama Lane 3.00 2 4 2 6.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $3,123,393 $3,123,393 $3,123,393
B90 Fairfax Road Redbank Road SR 58 0.75 2 4 2 15 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $780,848 $0 $780,848 $780,848
B91 Fairfax Road Redbank Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B95 Fairfax Road SR 58 State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Widen SR 58 bridge at Sta. 45+75, REGIONAL $0 $0 $1,222,498 $1,222,498 $1,068,463
B96 Fairfax Road SR 58 Off Ramps Traffic Signals Install Signals (2nd signal cost in Additional costs), State, REGIONAL $0 $250,000 $250,000 $500,000 $437,000
B97 Fairview Road Monitor Street South Union Avenue 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $13,797 $320,323 $0 $334,121 $334,121
B99 Fruitvale Avenue Downing Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B100 Fruitvale Avenue Hageman Road SR 58/Rosedale Highway 1.25 2 6 2 25 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $1,008,561 $1,301,414 $0 $2,309,975 $2,309,975
E206 Fruitvale Avenue Hageman Road Expand Intersection S.E. Corner $500,000 $500,000 $500,000
B101 Fruitvale Avenue Meany Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B102 Fruitvale Avenue Snow Road Norris Road 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $520,565 $0 $520,565 $520,565
B98 Fruitvale Avenue Snow Road 600' s/o Canal Culverts Widen Culvert @ Beardsley Canal $0 $0 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
E207 Fruitvale Avenue SR 58/Rosedale Highway Canal Bridges Widen canal 20" n/o Rosedale Highway, Widen Canal Crossing $300,000 $300,000 $300,000
E300 Gilmore Avenue Calloway Canal Canal Bridges Construct Calloway Canal Bridge $0 $0 $611,249 $611,249 $611,249
E164 Gilmore Avenue Fruitvale Avenue Landco Drive 0.86 0 2 2 1.7 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $550,956 $1,000,000 $1,550,956 $1,550,956
B489 Gilmore Avenue Landco Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E301 Gilmore Avenue RR Railroad Grade Separations New at grade crossing $0 $0 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000
B103 Gosford Road Berkshire Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B105 Gosford Road Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
E210 Gosford Road McCutchen Road 1500' n/o 4.00 2 4 Canal Bridges Widen Canal Crossing $400,000 400,000 400,000
B106 Gosford Road McKee Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B543 Gosford Road Panama Lane SR 119/Taft Highway 2.00 2 6 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,082,262 $0 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
B107 Hageman Road Allen Road 0.25 2 6 4 1.0 Expand Intersection Install Signal, Expand Intersection $0 $520,565 $190,000 $0 $710,565 $710,565
E38 Hageman Road Heath Road Rudd Road 0.50 2 3 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 additional lanes $520,565 $520,565 $520,565
E45 Hageman Road Heath Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
B109 Hageman Road Jenkins Road Allen Road 0.53 0.20 2 6 4 1.3 2 Lane Additions partial - only along non-residential frontage $16,987 $680,900 $305,625 $1,003,511 $1,003,511
B110 Hageman Road Jenkins Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B111 Hageman Road Jewetta Avenue Verdugo Lane 0.20 2 6 4 0.8 1 Lane Additions only additional RW and improvements $43,735 $416,452 $305,625 $765,812 $765,812
B112 Hageman Road Jewetta Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B473 Hageman Road Landco Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B114 Hageman Road Mohawk Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E40 Hageman Road Nord Road Wegis Avenue 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 additional lanes $520,565 $520,565 $520,565
B115 Hageman Road Old Farm Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B117 Hageman Road Renfro Road Jenkins Road 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $520,565 $0 $520,565 $520,565
B118 Hageman Road Renfro Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B119 Hageman Road Santa Fe Way Old Farm Road 0.50 2 6 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $520,565 $0 $520,565 $520,565
B581 Hageman Road Santa Fe Way Railroad Grade Separations Grade Separation $0 $0 $37,600,000 $37,600,000 6,000,000
E39 Hageman Road Wegis Avenue Heath Road 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 additional lanes $520,565 $520,565 $520,565
E46 Hageman Road Wegis Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
E335 Hageman Road Knudsen Road SR 204/Golden State Highway State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Hageman flyover $0 $68,894,000 $68,894,000 65,512,000
B125 Heath Road Brimhall Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E53 Heath Road Hageman Road SR 58/Rosedale Highway 1.00 2 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 additional lanes (recontruct existing) $1,041,131 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
E57 Heath Road Johnson Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
E59 Heath Road Kratzmeyer Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
B477 Heath Road Palm Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B126 Heath Road SR 58/Rosedale Highway Stockdale Highway 2.50 1.50 2 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 Lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B127 Heath Road Stockdale Highway Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B550 Highland Knolls Drive Monica Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B479 Highland Knolls Drive Morning Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B128 Hosking Avenue Akers Road Wible Road 0.50 0.40 2 4 2 0.2 2 Lane Additions Construct 4 lanes $0 $104,113 $0 $104,113 $104,113
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Exhibit "A"

1.97 |REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2035 Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee Program 6/21/2010
LIMITS

Global Completed  [Number of| Number of | Lanes Additional/

Project Improvement Improvement Lanes Lanes Funded | Number of Cost Cost Undifferent-

Number |Street Name From To Length Miles Length Miles Striped | Proposed | by Fee |Lane-Miles Cat_desc Notes R/W Construct. Signal Cost iated Cost Total Cost Fee Funding
B570 Hosking Avenue Hughes Lane Traffic Signals Install traffic signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B130 Hosking Avenue Monitor Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B131 Hosking Avenue South H Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B133 Hosking Avenue South Union Avenue South H Street 0.30 2 4 2 0.6 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $312,339 $0 $312,339 $312,339
B335 Hosking Avenue South Union Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B134 Hosking Avenue SR 99 State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Construct Interchange $0 $0 $35,000,000 $35,000,000 $35,000,000
B135 Hosking Avenue Stine Road Akers Road 0.50 0.25 0 4 2 0.5 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $260,283 $0 $260,283 $260,283
B136 Hosking Avenue Wible Road South H Street 0.80 0.10 2 6 4 2.8 4 Lane Additions Add 4 lanes $0 $1,457,583 $0 $1,457,583 $1,457,583
B437 Hosking Avenue Wible Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B480 Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Akers Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E72 Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Allen Road Buena Vista Road 1.00 0 2 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $1,041,131 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
E73 Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Allen Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
B484 Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Buena Vista Road Gosford Road 2.00 2 4 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,082,262 $0 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
B481 Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Buena Vista Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B482 Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Gosford Road Stine Road 2.00 0 4 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $2,082,262 $0 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
B129 Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Mountain Ridge Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B483 Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Mountain Vista Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B154 Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Progress Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B616 Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Sunset Spur Improve Railroad Grade Crossings|New at-grade crossing $0 $1,000,000 $0 $1,000,000 $1,000,000
E215 Jewetta Avenue Hageman Road Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $100,000 $500,000 $600,000 $350,000
B141 Jewetta Avenue Meacham Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B142 Jewetta Avenue Noriega Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B143 Jewetta Avenue Reina Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B144 Jewetta Avenue Hageman Road Meacham Road 0.50 0.30 3 4 1 0.2 1 Lane Additions Add 1 lanes $0 $104,113 $0 $104,113 $104,113
B145 Jewetta Avenue Snow Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E61 Kratzmeyer Road Nord Road Santa Fe Way 1.50 2 4 2 3.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 additional lanes (recontruct existing) $1,561,696 $1,561,696 $1,561,696
E65 Kratzmeyer Road Nord Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
B295 Kratzmeyer Road Olive Drive/Santa Fe Way Railroad Grade Separations Railroad Grade Separation $0 $0 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 15,000,000
E268 Kratzmeyer Road SR 43/Enos Lane 0.75 2 6 4 3.0 Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $1,561,696 $1,561,696 $1,561,696
E69 Kratzmeyer Road SR 43/Enos Lane Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
E64 Kratzmeyer Road Wegis Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
E345 Knudsen Drive Olive Drive Hageman Road 0.75 7 3 2 15 7 Lane AJdIons Construct 2 Lanes $385,704 $480,485 30 $866,269 $866,269)
B151 Masterson Street Paladino Drive Alfred Harrell Highway 1.20 0 4 4 4.8 4 Lane Additions Construct 4 lanes $0 $2,498,714 $0 $2,498,714 $2,498,714
B518 Masterson Street Panorama Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B152 Masterson Street SR 178 Alfred Harrell Highway Canal Bridges 4 box culverts & 2 bridges $0 $3,227,273 $0 $3,227,273 $3,227,273
B153 Masterson Street SR 178 Paladino Drive 0.95 2 4 2 1.9 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $328,148 $989,074 $0 $1,317,223 $1,317,223
E71 Masterson Street/Edison Road UPRR Railroad Grade Separations Grade Separation $20,000,000 $20,000,000 15,000,000
B490 McKee Road Akers Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B492 McKee Road Buena Vista Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B493 McKee Road Mountain Ridge Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B494 McKee Road Mountain Vista Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B155 McKee Road South H Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B156 McKee Road South Union Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B157 McKee Road SR 99 State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Construct Overpass $0| $11,000,000 $0 $11,000,000 $11,000,000
B617 McKee Road Sunset Spur Improve Railroad Grade Crossings|New at-grade crossing $0 $800,000 $0 $800,000 $800,000
B440 McKee Road Wible Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B496 Meacham Road Allen Road Jenkins Road 0.50 2 4 1 0.5 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $160,162 $0 $160,162 $160,162
B140 Meacham Road Jenkins Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B498 Meacham Road Renfro Road Jenkins Road 0.50 2 4 1 0.5 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $160,162 $122,250 $282,412 $282,412
B161 Ming Avenue West Beltway Allen Road 1.50 0.00 4 5 4 6.0 4 Lane Additions Construct 4 lanes - north half 2 Lanes adjacent to Berrenda Mesa $0 $3,123,393 $0 $3,123,393 $3,123,393
B164 Mohawk Avenue Calloway Canal Canal Bridges Construct Calloway Canal Bridge $0 $0 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,000,000
B166 Mohawk Avenue Hageman Road SR 58/Rosedale Highway 1.25 0 6 4 5.0 4 Lane Additions Construct 4 Lanes $0 $2,602,827 $0 $2,602,827 $2,602,827
B172 Morning Drive Alfred Harrell Highway Paladino Drive 1.80 0 6 2 3.6 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $1,874,036 $0 $1,874,036 $1,874,036
B173 Morning Drive Alfred Harrell Highway Paladino Drive Canal Bridges Construct 3 Culverts/Bridges $0 $0 $4,034,244 $4,034,244 $4,034,244
B175 Morning Drive Auburn Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B463 Morning Drive College Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B176 Morning Drive Paladino Drive SR 178 1.00 2 6 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
E346 SR 184 Edison Highway SR 58 0.50 4 6 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes 0 $520,565 0 $520,565 $520,565
B274 Morning Drive Panorama Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal 0 $0 $190,000 0 $190,000 $190,000
B177 Morning Drive SR 178 College Avenue 0.90 0 6 4 3.6 4 Lane Additions Construct 4 lanes 0 $1,874,036 0 $1,874,036 $1,874,036
B501 Morningside Drive Juniper Ridge Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B502 Morningside Drive Masterson Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B503 Morningside Drive Morning Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B504 Morningside Drive Panorama Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B611 Mount Vernon Avenue Arvin Edison Canal Canal Bridges Construct Canal Bridge $0 $0 $611,249 $611,249 $611,249
B179 Mount Vernon Avenue Casa Loma Drive Belle Terrace 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $520,565 $0 $520,565 $520,565
B610 Mount Vernon Avenue White Lane/Muller Road Panama Lane 1.50 0 6 2 3.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,561,696 $0 $1,561,696 $1,561,696
E83 Nord Avenue Noriega Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
E84 Nord Avenue Palm Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
E82 Nord Avenue Reina Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
B185 Norris Road Calloway Drive Coffee Road 1.00 0.80 2 4 0 R/W Only Only additional RW and improvements $5,232 $0 $1,222,498 $1,227,730 $1,227,730
B184 Norris Road Calloway Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B186 Norris Road Chester Avenue Manor Street 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $100,000 $320,323 $0 $420,323 $420,323
B187 Norris Road Coffee Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B188 Norris Road Fruitvale Avenue Knudsen Drive 0.84 2 4 0 R/W Only only additional RW and improvements $92,054 $0 $305,625 $397,679 $397,679
B588 Norris Road Manor Street Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification $0 $0 $95,000 $0 $95,000 $95,000
B191 Norris Road Riverlakes Drive/Quail Creek Road Traffic Signals Install Signal (50% Funded) $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $95,000
B192 Norris Road SR 99 Airport Drive 1.50 2 4 2 3.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $337,191 $960,970 $0 $1,298,161 $1,298,161
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Exhibit "A"

1.97 |REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2035 Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee Program 6/21/2010
LIMITS

Global Completed  [Number of| Number of | Lanes Additional/

Project Improvement Improvement Lanes Lanes Funded | Number of Cost Cost Undifferent-

Number |Street Name From To Length Miles Length Miles Striped | Proposed | by Fee |Lane-Miles Cat_desc Notes R/W Construct. Signal Cost iated Cost Total Cost Fee Funding
B193 Oak Street California Avenue SR 178/24th Street 1.00 4 6 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes, BORDER $1,290,958 $1,041,131 $0 $2,332,089 $1,166,044
B195 Old Farm Road Noriega Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B196 Old Farm Road Reina Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B197 Old River Road Berkshire Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B198 Old River Road Campus Park Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B199 Old River Road Harris Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B200 Old River Road Hosking Avenue/McCutchen Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B201 Old River Road McKee Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B203 Old River Road Pacheco Road Campus Park Drive 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $520,565 $0 $520,565 $520,565
B204 Old River Road Panama Lane Pacheco Road 1.00 2 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B206 Old River Road SR 119/Taft Highway Panama Lane 2.00 2 4 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,082,262 $0 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
E316 Old River Road SR 119/Taft Highway Canal Culverts Canal Crossing $0 $600,000 $0 $600,000 $600,000
E305 Old River Road SR 119/Taft Highway 0.17 Relocate Canals Relocate Canal $0 $225,000 $0 $225,000 $225,000
E264 Old River Road SR 119/Taft Highway Canal Bridges Realign Old River Road and Canal Crossing $500,000 $3,000,000 $500,000 $4,000,000 $4,000,000
B510 Olive Drive Old Farm Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B511 Olive Drive Renfro Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B214 Olive Drive Rudd Road (West Beltway) Allen Road 1.50 2 4 2 3.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 Lanes $0 $1,561,696 $645,479 $2,207,175 $2,207,175
B221 Olive Drive SR 99 Beardsley Canal 0.80 4 6 2 1.6 State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Widen SR 99 Interchange; Widen Beardsley Canal Culvert $1,613,697 $832,905 $3,602,303 $6,048,905 $6,048,905
B220 Olive Drive UP RR w/o Roberts Lane Railroad Grade Separations Grade Separation $0 $0 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 15,000,000
E347 Olive Drive Knudsen Road Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $0 $1,000,000 $0 $1,000,000 $1,000,000
B512 Olive Drive Verdugo Lane Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B609 Oswell Street White Lane Panama Lane 2.00 0 6 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,082,262 $0 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
B235 Paladino Drive Fairfax Road Morning Drive 1.25 0 6 4 5.0 4 Lane Additions Construct 4 lanes $0 $2,602,827 $0 $2,602,827 $2,602,827
B578 Paladino Drive Fairfax Road Morning Drive Relocate Obstruction Relocate PG&E transmission tower $0 $0 $273,457 $273,457 $273,457
B236 Paladino Drive Fairfax Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B237 Paladino Drive Masterson Street Alfred Harrell Highway 1.00 0 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B238 Paladino Drive Masterson Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B239 Paladino Drive Morning Drive Masterson Street 1.50 0 4 2 3.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes (Excluding Morning Drive to Cosmo KEN648) $0 $1,561,696 $0 $1,561,696 $1,561,696
B240 Paladino Drive Morning Drive Masterson Street Canal Culverts Construct 5 Culverts $0 $0 $124,695 $124,695 $124,695
B241 Paladino Drive Morning Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B242 Palm Avenue Heath Road Renfro Road 0.25 2 4 2 0.5 2 Lane Additions Only at undeveloped SR area $0 $160,162 $0 $160,162 $160,162
E165 Panama Lane Cottonwood Road SR 184/Weedpatch Highway 4.00 2 4 2 8.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 additional lanes $4,164,524 $4,164,524 $4,164,524
E89 Panama Lane Heath Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
B516 Panama Lane Mountain Vista Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E88 Panama Lane Renfro Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
E87 Panama Lane SR 43/Enos Lane Allen Road 6.00 2 4 2 12.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 additional lanes $6,246,786 $6,246,786 $6,246,786
E179 Panama Lane SR 43/Enos Lane Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
E271 Panama Lane SR 43/Enos Lane 0.75 2 6 4 3.0 Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $1,561,696 $1,561,696 $1,561,696
E182 Panama Lane West Beltway Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
B517 Panama Lane Windermere Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B591 Panama Lane Oswell Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B245 Panama Lane Allen Road Gosford Road 3.00 0.70 2 6 2 4.6 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,394,601 $0 $2,394,601 $2,394,601
B257 Panama Lane Allen Road Windermere Street Relocate Canals Relocate canal parallel w/so. riw ~ 2165' $0 $0 $695,601 $695,601 $695,601
B246 Panama Lane Allen Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B250 Panama Lane Cottonwood Road Traffic Signals Install Signal/Expand Intersection $0 $611,249 $190,000 $0 $801,249 $801,249
B251 Panama Lane Fairfax Road Traffic Signals Install Signal/Expand Intersection $0 $611,249 $190,000 $0 $801,249 $801,249
B253 Panama Lane Gosford Road Stine Road 1.00 3 6 1 1.0 1 Lane Additions Add 1 lanes $0 $520,565 $0 $520,565 $520,565
B252 Panama Lane Mountain Ridge Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B255 Panama Lane Old River Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B256 Panama Lane Reliance Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B258 Panama Lane South Union Avenue Cottonwood Road 1.00 2 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B244 Panama Lane South Union Avenue 1200' w/o South Union Avenue 1.00 4 6 2 2.0 1 Lane Additions Widen deficient section only $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B261 Panama Lane Sunset RR Improve Railroad Grade Crossings |Improve grade crossing at Sta. 186+70 (Sunset) $0 $0 $500,000 $500,000 $500,000
B266 Panama Road Cottonwood Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B267 Panama Road Fairfax Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B268 Panama Road South Union Avenue SP RR 4.50 2 4 2 9.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $4,685,089 $0 $4,685,089 $4,685,089
B269 Panama Road South Union Avenue Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification $0 $0 $95,000 $0 $95,000 $95,000
B263 Panama Road South Union Avenue 0.4 mi e/o South Union Avenue 0.9 mi e/o Relocate Canals Relocate Parallel Canal, So./side rdwy. @ Sta. 21+40 - 48+50 $0 $0 $248,473 $248,473 $248,473
B264 Panama Road South Union Avenue 0.95 mi e/o Canal Culverts Widen canal culvert at Sta. 50+30, Imp Gr Xing @ RR $0 $0 $171,150 $171,150 $171,150
B265 Panama Road South Union Avenue 2.0 mi e/o SR 184/Weedpatch Highway 0.3 mi w/o Relocate Canals Relocate parallel canal from Sta. 106+66 - 247+10 $0 $0 $1,287,657 $1,287,657 $1,287,657
B270 Panama Road SP RR SR 184/Weedpatch Highway 0.2 mi w/o 0.30 2 4 2 0.6 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $312,339 $0 $312,339 $312,339
B271 Panama Road SR 184/Weedpatch Highway Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification, State $0 $0 $125,000 $0 $125,000 $125,000
B262 Panama Road SR 184/Weedpatch Highway 0.2 mi w/o |SR 184/Weedpatch Highway 0.20 2 4 2 0.4 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $208,226 $0 $208,226 $208,226
B554 Panorama Drive Queen Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B277 Patton Way Downing Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B520 Patton Way Meany Avenue SR 58/Rosedale Highway 0.75 2 4 2 15 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $167,552 $480,485 $764,061 $1,412,098 $1,412,098
B279 Patton Way Meany Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B476 Pensinger Road Windermere Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B521 Quail Creek Road Norris Road 7th Standard Road 1.50 0 4 4 6.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $1,921,941 $0 $1,921,941 $1,921,941
E168 Redbank Road Fairfax Avenue SR 184/Weedpatch Highway 1.00 2 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 additional lanes $640,647 $171,150 $811,797 $811,797
B525 Renfro Road 7th Standard Road Olive Drive 1.50 0 4 2 3.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $1,561,696 $122,250 $1,683,946 $1,683,946
B283 Renfro Road Brimhall Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E315 Renfro Road Goose Lake Slough Canal Culverts Widen Canal Culvert South of Brimhall Road $0 $400,000 $400,000 $400,000
B284 Renfro Road Johnson Road Stockdale Highway 0.50 0.30 2 4 2 0.4 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $208,226 $0 $208,226 $208,226
B285 Renfro Road Johnson Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B287 Renfro Road Meacham Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B524 Renfro Road Olive Drive Reina Road 0.50 0 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $520,565 $0 $520,565 $520,565
B289 Renfro Road Palm Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
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Exhibit "A"

1.97 |REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2035 Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee Program 6/21/2010
LIMITS

Global Completed  [Number of| Number of | Lanes Additional/

Project Improvement Improvement Lanes Lanes Funded | Number of Cost Cost Undifferent-

Number |Street Name From To Length Miles Length Miles Striped | Proposed | by Fee |Lane-Miles Cat_desc Notes R/W Construct. Signal Cost iated Cost Total Cost Fee Funding
B290 Renfro Road Reina Road Johnson Road 3.70 1.20 2 4 2 5.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,602,827 $0 $2,602,827 $2,602,827
B560 Renfro Road Santa Fe Way/BNSF RR Railroad Grade Separations Railroad Grade Separation $0 $0 $18,000,000 $18,000,000 13,000,000
B544 Santa Fe Way Rudd Road (West Beltway) Hageman Road 2.00 2 4 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,082,262 $0 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
B594 Sante Fe Way Reina Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B313 Snow Road Allen Road Old Farm Road 0.50 3 4 1 0.5 1 Lane Additions 1 on north side $0 $260,283 $0 $260,283 $260,283
B316 Snow Road Calloway Drive Quail Creek Road 0.50 0.40 2 6 2 0.2 2 Lane Additions Add 2 Lanes $0 $104,113 $426,652 $530,765 $530,765
B317 Snow Road Calloway Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B318 Snow Road Coffee Road Fruitvale Avenue 1.00 3 6 1 1.0 1 Lane Additions Add 1 lane $0 $520,565 $500,000 $1,020,565 $1,020,565
B319 Snow Road Coffee Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B320 Snow Road Fruitvale Avenue Golden State Highway 0.35 2 6 2 0.7 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $364,396 $0 $364,396 $364,396
B321 Snow Road Fruitvale Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B323 Snow Road Jenkins Road Allen Road 0.50 0 4 4 2.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $274,382 $1,315,513 $1,315,513
B324 Snow Road Jewetta Avenue Calloway Drive 1.00 3 6 1 1.0 1 Lane Additions 1 on north side $0 $520,565 $305,625 $826,190 $826,190
B325 Snow Road Old Farm Road Jewetta Avenue 0.50 3 6 1 0.5 1 Lane Additions 1 on north side $0 $260,283 $0 $260,283 $260,283
B530 Snow Road Old Farm Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B326 Snow Road Patton Way Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B327 Snow Road Quail Creek Road Coffee Road 0.50 2 6 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $520,565 $611,249 $1,131,815 $1,131,815
B596 Snow Road Quail Creek Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B314 Snow Road Renfro Road/Jenkins Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B322 Snow Road SR 204/Golden State Highway Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B331 Snow Road Verdugo Lane Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B700 South Beltway 1-5 SR 58 25.00 0 2 2 50.0 R/W Only Acquisition of Right-of-way $20,000,000 30 $20,000,000 $20,000,000
B333 South H Street Arvin-Edison Canal Hosking Avenue 0.75 2 4 2 15 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $780,848 $0 $780,848 $780,848
B334 South H Street Hosking Avenue Taft Highway 1.00 2 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B332 South H Street Taft Highway White Lane Relocate Canals Relocate Canal $0 $1,500,000 $1,936,437 $3,436,437 $3,436,437
B338.1 |South Union Avenue Taft Highway White Lane 3.50 4 6 2 7.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes 30 $3,643,958 30 $3,643,958 $3,643,958
B607 SR 119/Taft Highway Akers Road Traffic Signals Install signals, State $0 $0 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
E112 SR 119/Taft Highway Allen Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B339 SR 119/Taft Highway Ashe Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B341 SR 119/Taft Highway Buena Vista Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B342 SR 119/Taft Highway Mountain Ridge Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B532 SR 119/Taft Highway Mountain Vista Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B344 SR 119/Taft Highway Old River Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B533 SR 119/Taft Highway Reliance Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B346 SR 119/Taft Highway Stine Road Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification, State $125,000 $125,000 $125,000
B347 SR 119/Taft Highway Wible Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B340 SR 119/Taft Highway Buena Vista Road SR 99 5.90 2 4 2 11.8 2 Lane Additions R/W & Constr. Cost Based on Program Unit Costs $0 $0 $16,800,000 $16,800,000 $16,800,000
E111 SR 119/Taft Highway I-5 Buena Vista Road 5.50 2 4 2 11.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 additional lanes $0 $12,500,000 $12,500,000 $12,500,000
E330 SR 119/Taft Highway I-5 State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Improve Interchange $0 $0 $7,000,000 $7,000,000 $7,000,000
B410 SR 119/Taft Highway SR 99 South Union Avenue 1.10 2 4 2 2.2 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,145,244 $0 $1,145,244 $1,145,244
B345 SR 119/Taft Highway SR 99 State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Improve Interchange $0 $0 $7,334,988 $7,334,988 $7,334,988
E313 SR 119/Taft Highway Stine Canal Canal Culverts Construct Canal Culvert East of Gosford Road $0 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 $1,200,000
B350 SR 178 Edison Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $250,000 $250,000
E118 SR 178 M Street Fairfax Road 5.25 6 8 2 10.5 Freeway Projects Construct freeway with interchanges , REGIONAL $0 $82,500,000 $82,500,000 $72,105,000
E278 SR 178 Miramonte Drive Rancheria Drive 0.80 2 6 4 3.2 4 Lane Additions add 4 lanes $0 $8,000,000 $8,000,000 $8,000,000
E261 SR 178 SR 204/Golden State Avenue State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Improve Connection , REGIONAL $0 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 $17,480,000
E233 SR 178 Various State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Ramp Improvements - Various Locations, REGIONAL $0 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 $17,480,000
B422 SR 178 Vineland Road State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Construct Interchange $0|  $16,962,161 $13,037,839 $30,000,000 $30,000,000
E253 SR 178 Vineland Road Miramonte Drive 4 Lane Additions Widening - add 2 Lanes, 4 to 6 $0 $86,630,000 $86,630,000 $86,630,000
E333 SR 178 (TRIP) Vineland Road Miramonte Drive 2 Lane Additions Widening - TRIP_add 2 Lanes, 2 to 4 $0 $36,512,000 $36,512,000 $19,075,000
E251 SR 178 (TRIP) Morning Drive State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Construct interchanges - TRIP $0 $58,787,000 $58,787,000 $6,743,000
E259 SR 178/24th Street (TRIP) Buck Owens Boulevard M Street Freeway Projects Roadway Widening - TRIP , REGIONAL $0 $34,040,000 $34,040,000 $13,965,646
E258 SR 178/24th Street (TRIP) Oak Street SR 99 Expand Intersection Interchange Improvements - TRIP $0 $19,025,000 $19,025,000 $2,182,000
B369 SR 184/Kern Canyon Road Chase Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $250,000 $250,000
B587 SR 184/Kern Canyon Road Mesa Marin Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal, STATE $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $250,000 $250,000
B555 SR 184/Kern Canyon Road Monica Street Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $250,000 $250,000
B370 SR 184/Kern Canyon Road Morning Drive SR 178 2.50 2 6 2 5.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,602,827 $0 $2,602,827 $2,602,827
B371 SR 184/Kern Canyon Road Vineland Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $250,000 $250,000
B358 SR 184/Morning Drive Breckenridge Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $250,000 $250,000
B359 SR 184/Morning Drive Edison Highway Niles Street 1.25 2 6 4 5.0 4 Lane Additions Add 4 lanes $0 $2,602,827 $0 $2,602,827 $2,602,827
B361 SR 184/Morning Drive Eucalyptus Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $250,000 $250,000
B357 SR 184/Weedpatch Highway Hermosa Road 0.54 mi n/o Canal Culverts Widen canal box culvert at Sta. 187+00 $0 $0 $134,475 $134,475 $134,475
B363 SR 184/Weedpatch Highway Panama Road SR 58 5.80 2 4 2 11.6 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $6,038,560 $0 $6,038,560 $6,038,560
B282 SR 184/Weedpatch Highway Redbank Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B366 SR 184/Weedpatch Highway SR 58 E/B & W/B Ramps Traffic Signals Install Signal, State 2 Signals $0 $0 $250,000 $250,000 $500,000 $500,000
B364 SR 184/Weedpatch Highway UP RR Railroad Grade Separations Construct grade separation at Sta. 335+40 $0 $0 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 15,000,000
B367 SR 184/Weedpatch Highway White Lane/Muller Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $250,000 $250,000
B368 SR 184/Weedpatch Highway Wilson Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $250,000 $250,000
E235 SR 204/Golden State Avenue Airport Drive SR 178 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes, REGIONAL $0 $30,000,000 $30,000,000 $26,220,000
E310 SR 204/Golden State Avenue Calloway Canal Canal Bridges Widen Canal Bridge, REGIONAL $0 $0 $600,000 $600,000 $524,400
E309 SR 204/Golden State Avenue Carrier Canal Canal Bridges Widen Canal Bridge, REGIONAL $0 $0 $600,000 $600,000 $524,400
E312 SR 204/Golden State Avenue Chester Avenue State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Bridge Widening, REGIONAL $0 $0 $6,000,000 $6,000,000 $5,244,000
E311 SR 204/Golden State Avenue Kern River Kern River Bridges Widen River Bridge 2 lanes .2 Miles, REGIONAL $0 $0 $8,000,000 $8,000,000 $6,992,000
E236 SR 204/Golden State Highway F Street State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Construct interchange, REGIONAL $0 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 $17,480,000
E266 SR 43/Enos Lane -5 EB Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
E269 SR 43/Enos Lane -5 EB 0.25 2 6 4 1.0 Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $520,565 $520,565 $520,565
E265 SR 43/Enos Lane -5 WB Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
E270 SR 43/Enos Lane -5 WB 0.25 2 6 4 1.0 Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $520,565 $520,565 $520,565
E273 SR 43/Enos Lane SR 58/Rosedale Highway 1.00 2 6 4 4.0 Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $2,082,262 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
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Exhibit "A"

1.97 |REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2035 Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee Program 6/21/2010
LIMITS

Global Completed  [Number of| Number of | Lanes Additional/

Project Improvement Improvement Lanes Lanes Funded | Number of Cost Cost Undifferent-

Number |Street Name From To Length Miles Length Miles Striped | Proposed | by Fee |Lane-Miles Cat_desc Notes R/W Construct. Signal Cost iated Cost Total Cost Fee Funding
E272 SR 43/Enos Lane Stockdale Highway 1.00 2 6 4 4.0 Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $2,082,262 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
E142 SR 43/Enos Lane Stockdale Highway Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
E107 SR 58 Cottonwood Road Fairfax Road 2.00 6 8 2 4.0 Freeway Projects Construct freeway with interchanges, REGIONAL $16,000,000 $16,000,000 $12,920,000
B373 SR 58 Real Road Cottonwood Road 3.00 0.50 4 8 4 10.0 Freeway Projects Add 2 lanes, REGIONAL $0| $40,000,000 $40,000,000 $80,000,000 $64,600,000
E234 SR 58 Various State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Ramp Improvements - Various Locations, REGIONAL $20,000,000 $20,000,000 $17,480,000
B379 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Enos Lane Gibson Road Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification $0 $0 $95,000 $124,988 $219,988 $219,988
E102 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Driver Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B382 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Enos Lane Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B383 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Fruitvale Avenue Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification, State $125,000 $125,000 $125,000
B385 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Gibson Street Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification, State $125,000 $125,000 $125,000
E103 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Greeley Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B386 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Heath Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
B389 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Landco Drive Traffic Signals Signal Modification, State $125,000 $125,000 $125,000
B390 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Mohawk Street Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B391 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Nord Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B394 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Renfro Road Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification, State $125,000 $125,000 $125,000
E105 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Superior Road Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B601 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Verdugo Lane Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification, State $125,000 $125,000 $125,000
E104 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Wegis Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $250,000 $250,000 $250,000
B375 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Allen Road Calloway Drive 2.00 4 6 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions R/W & Constr. - Future $8,819,000 $0 $8,819,000 $8,819,000
B381 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Enos Lane (SR 43) Allen Road 6.00 2 4 2 12.0 2 Lane Additions R/W & Constr. Future $0 $40,000,000 $40,000,000 $40,000,000
E256 SR 58/Rosedale Highway (TRIP) Gibson Street Calloway Drive 3.26 4 6 2 6.5 2 Lane Additions add 2 lanes Widen Roadway - TRIP $0 $20,840,000 $20,840,000 $2,390,000
B377 SR 58/Rosedale Highway (TRIP) SJVRR Railroad Grade Separations Grade Separation @ Landco (W/o Landco Drive) - Future TRIP $0 $0 $20,000,000 $20,000,000 $15,000,000
B395 SR 65/Porterville Highway James Road 7th Standard Road 2.25 2 4 2 4.5 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $2,205,000 $0 $2,205,000 $2,205,000
E110 SR 99 7th Standard Road Rosedale Highway 1.25 mi n/o 3.50 6 8 2 7.0 Freeway Projects Freeway widening $49,000,000] $49,000,000 $34,300,000
B396 SR 99 Olive Drive SR 204/Golden State Highway 0.50 6 8 2 1.0 Freeway Projects Widen for additional ramp lanes at Olive Drive $0 $5,500,000 $5,500,000 $5,500,000
B397 SR 99 South H Street N/B Off Ramp Traffic Signals Install Signal, State $0 $0 $250,000 $0 $250,000 $250,000
E334 SR 99 Snow Road State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Construct Interchange, UPRR Grade Separation $0 $0 $75,000,000 75,000,000 $70,000,000
E232 SR 99 Various State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Ramp Improvements - Various Locations, REGIONAL $0 $20,000,000 20,000,000 $17,480,000
B398.2 |SR 99 Wilson Road White Lane 1.00 6 8 2 2.0 Freeway Projects Add 2 lanes, REGIONAL $0| $10,000,000 $0 10,000,000 $6,650,000
E178 SR 99 White Lane SR 119/Taft Highway 3.60 6 8 2 7.2 Freeway Projects Freeway widening $36,000,000 36,000,000 $25,200,000
B399 Stine Road Berkshire Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B400 Stine Road Hosking Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B401 Stine Road McKee Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
E94 Stine Road SR 119/Taft Highway Curnow Road 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $520,565 $520,565 $520,565
B403 Stine Road Taft Highway Panama Lane 2.00 0.75 2 4 2 2.5 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,301,414 $0 $1,301,414 $1,301,414
E181 Stockdale Highway Greeley Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $190,000 $190,000 $190,000
B404 Stockdale Highway Heath Road Renfro Road 1.00 2 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B405 Stockdale Highway Nord Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 190,000 190,000
B406.1 |Stockdale Highway Renfro Road New Stine Road 5.75 4 6 2 115 Construct Medians Re-construct Median $0 $700,000 $0 700,000 700,000
B408 Stockdale Highway SP RR Improve Railroad Grade Crossings|Improve RRX @ Buttonwillow $0 $0 $122,250 $122,250 $122,250
B409 Stockdale Highway West Metro Boundary Heath Road 4.50 2 4 2 9.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $4,685,089 $0 $4,685,089 $4,685,089
E318 Truxtun Avenue BNSF RR Chester Avenue 2.00 4 6 6 12.0 2 Lane Additions add 2 lanes, REGIONAL $0| $40,000,000 $0 $40,000,000 $34,960,000
B414 Verdugo Lane Meacham Road Rosedale Highway 0.50 2 4 0 1 Lane Additions East side $0 $0 $305,625 $305,625 $305,625
B415 Verdugo Lane Meacham Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B416 Verdugo Lane Noriega Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B418 Verdugo Lane Reina Road Traffic Signals Tnstall Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B419 Vineland Road Edison Highway Eucalyptus Drive 0.75 2 4 2 15 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $780,848 $0 $780,848 $780,848
B420 Vineland Road Eucalyptus Drive Pioneer Drive 0.25 2 4 2 0.5 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $260,283 $0 $260,283 $260,283
B556 Vineland Road Highland Knolls Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B557 Vineland Road Paladino Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B580 Vineland Road SR 178 Paladino Drive 1.00 0 6 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Arterial $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B424 Vineland Road SR 184/Kern Canyon Road SR 178 1.00 0 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B423 Vineland Road SR 184/Morning Drive Pioneer Drive 1.00 0 2 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B425 Vineland Road SR 58 Edison Highway 0.20 2 4 2 0.4 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $208,226 $0 $208,226 $208,226
B421 Vineland Road UP RR Railroad Grade Separations Grade Separation $0| $18,000,000 $18,000,000 $13,000,000
E231 West Beltway (TRIP) 7th Standard Road SR 58/Rosedale Highway 4.00 0 4 4 16.0 Freeway Projects Construct expressway - Future Trip $0 $77,980,000 $77,980,000 $75,510,000
E245 West Beltway Pacheco Road Westside Parkway 4.00 0 4 4 16.0 Freeway Projects Construct Expressway $0 $88,680,000 $88,680,000 $88,680,000
E243 West Beltway Taft Highway Pacheco Road 1.00 0 4 4 4.0 Freeway Projects Construct Expressway $0 $54,750,000 $54,750,000 $54,750,000
E151 West Beltway SR 58/Rosedale Highway WSPW Freeway Projects Construct Expressway $0 $52,760,000 $52,760,000 $52,760,000
E260 West Beltway Westside Parkway State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Construct local interchanges $30,000,000 $30,000,000 $30,000,000
B514 West Ming Collector Windermere Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B162 Westside Parkway Phase 1 SR 58/Rosedale Highway Truxtun Avenue 1.25 0 6 4 5.0 Freeway Projects Construct 6 lanes, River/Canal/RR & Widening $0 $0 $40,690,000 $40,690,000 $0
E331 Westside Parkway Phase 2 Mohawk Street Coffee Road Freeway Projects Construct freeway with interchanges $0 $0 $100,580,000 $100,580,000 $0
B426 Westside Parkway Phase 3 (TRIP) Coffee Road Calloway Drive Freeway Projects Construct Freeway $0 $0 $47,060,000 $47,060,000 $15,000,000
E177 Westside Parkway Phase 4 (Future TRIP) [Mohawk Street Truxtun Avenue Future Freeway Alignment Construct freeway with interchanges - Future Trip , REGIONAL $0 $33,820,000 $33,820,000 $0
E319 Westside Parkway Phase 5&6 Heath Road / Stockdale Hwy Calloway Drive Freeway Projects Construct Fwy $0 $0 $111,620,000 $111,620,000 $37,000,000
B536 White Lane Allen Road West Beltway 1.00 0 4 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B536.1  |White Lane Buena Vista Road Windermere Street 0.50 0 4 1 0.5 1 Lane Additions Construct 1 lane $0 $260,283 $0 $260,283 $260,283
B427 White Lane Allen Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B575 White Lane Lily Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B538 White Lane Windermere Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B432 White Lane/Muller Road Cottonwood Road Fairfax Road 3.20 0 4 2 6.4 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes (S 1/2 Cottonwood Road to Washington Street) $0 $3,331,619 $0 $3,331,619 $3,331,619
B604 White Lane/Muller Road Cottonwood Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B435 White Lane/Muller Road Fairfax Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B605 White Lane/Muller Road Oswell Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B442 Wible Road SR 119/Taft Highway Panama Lane 2.00 0.70 2 6 2 2.6 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,353,470 $0 $1,353,470 $1,353,470
B446 Administration Computer Tracking System Computer Tracking System (City & County) $0 $0 $244,500 $244,500 $244,500
B444 Beltway Planning Advance Planning/Studies Advance Planning/Studies $0 $0 $2,444,996 $2,444,996 $2,444,996
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REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2035 Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee Program 6/21/2010 Exhibit "A
LIMITS
Global Additional/
_ Completed Number of| Number of Lanes X
Project Improvement Improvement Lanes Lanes Funded | Number of Cost Cost Undifferent-
Number |Street Name From To Length Miles Length Miles Striped | Proposed | by Fee |Lane-Miles Cat_desc Notes R/W Construct. Signal Cost iated Cost Total Cost Fee Funding
B447 Freeways Freeway Projects Freeway R/W $11,202,044 $0 $0 $11,202,044 $11,202,044
B445.1 |Gap projects $0 $16,596,329 $16,596,329 $16,596,329
B448 Transit Costs $0 $0 $0 $0
Total 581.1 Total Cost/Fee Funding *  $3,008,065,239 $1,849,029,327
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Exhibit "A"

1.97 |REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2035 Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee Program 6/21/2010
LIMITS

Global Completed  [Number of| Number of | Lanes Additional/
Project Improvement Improvement Lanes Lanes Funded | Number of Cost Cost Undifferent-
Number |Street Name From To Length Miles Length Miles Striped | Proposed | by Fee |Lane-Miles Cat_desc Notes R/W Construct. Signal Cost iated Cost Total Cost Fee Funding
BAKERSFIELD RTIF FACILITY LIST (CORE)*
E160 Airport Drive Norris Road Olive Drive 2.00 4 6 2 4.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes, BORDER $2,082,262 * $1,041,131
Bl Airport Drive Norris Road Expand Intersection Expand Intersection, BORDER $687,656 $687,656 $0 * $687,656
E185 Airport Drive Olive Drive Expand Intersection BORDER $500,000 * $250,000
E237 34th Street Extension Chester Avenue F Street 0.28 0 4 4 1.1 4 Lane Additions Construct 4 Lanes, REGIONAL $30,000,000 * $3,780,000
E306 34th Street Extension UPRR Railroad Grade Separations Grade Separation, REGIONAL $0 $0 $20,000,000 * $2,520,000
B2 Airport Drive Olive Drive n/o State Road 0.60 4 6 2 1.2 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes/Expand Intersection, BORDER $0 $5,000,000 $0 * $2,500,000
B3 Airport Drive UP RR Railroad Grade Separations Widen RR Bridge, BORDER $0 $0 $1,222,498 * $611,249
B31 Bernard Street Haley Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B44 Brundage Lane Quantico Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B45 Brundage Lane SR 58 W/B Off Ramp to Cottonwood Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B46 Brundage Lane Sterling Road Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B54 California Avenue Edison Highway Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B55 California Avenue Oak Street A Street 0.50 2 3 1 0.5 1 Lane Additions Widening south side $64,548 $260,283 $0 $324,831 $324,831
B64.2 Casa Loma Drive Cottonwood Road Washington Street 0.50 0 4 4 2.0 4 Lane Additions Construct 4 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $0 $1,041,131 $1,041,131
B65 Casa Loma Drive Cottonwood Road Traffic Signals Install Signal/Construct Expanded Intersection $0 $1,833,747 $190,000 $0 $2,023,747 $2,023,747
B63 Casa Loma Drive Madison Street 0.25 mi e/o Canal Culverts Widen canal culvert at Sta. 38+50 $0 $0 $48,900 $48,900 $48,900
B66 Casa Loma Drive South Union Avenue Cottonwood Road 1.00 2 4 2 2.0 Improve Railroad Grade Crossings|Improve grade crossing at Sta. 1+42 $0 $1,041,131 $122,250 $1,163,381 $1,163,381
B582 Casa Loma Drive Union Avenue Modified Traffic Signals Signal Modification $0 $0 $95,000 $0 $95,000 $95,000
E249 Centennial Corridor (TRIP) Westside Parkway Terminus SR 99/SR 58 Freeway Projects Construct Freeway - TRIP , REGIONAL $0 $644,586,000 * $0
B77 Columbus Street Alta Vista Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B281 Cottonwood Road Planz Road Traffic Signals Install Signal/Expand Intersection $0 $611,249 $190,000 $0 $801,249 $801,249
E163.2  [Cottonwood Road SR 58 Panama Road 6.00 2 4 2 12.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $1,097,751 $1,097,751 $1,097,751
B79 Cottonwood Road SR 58 E/B Off Ramp Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B84 East Belle Terrace Cottonwood Road Traffic Signals Install Signal/Expand Intersection $0 $305,625 $190,000 $0 $495,625 $495,625
B92 Fairfax Road Highland Knolls Drive s/o Niles Street 0.26 4 6 1 0.3 Construct Medians Westside and Median, BORDER $20,139 $135,347 $0 * $77,743
B95 Fairfax Road SR 58 State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Widen SR 58 bridge at Sta. 45+75, REGIONAL $0 $0 $1,222,498 * $154,035
B96 Fairfax Road SR 58 Off Ramps Traffic Signals Install Signals (2nd signal cost in Additional costs), State, REGIONAL $0 $250,000 $250,000 * $63,000]
B137 Hughes Lane Ming Avenue Terrace Way 0.75 0 2 2 1.5 2 Lane Additions Construct 2 lanes $1,633,869 $480,485 30 $2,114,354 $2,114,354
E400 Madison Street Arvin-Edison Intake canal Canal Bridges Construct canal bridge $611,249 30 $611,249 $611,249]
B171 Monterey Street Alta Vista Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B180 Mount Vernon Avenue SR 58 W/B Ramp Trafic Signals Tnstall Signal 30 30 $190,000 30 $190,000 $190,000
B183 Niles street Brentwood Drive Traffic signals Tnstall Signal 30 30 $190,000 30 $190,000 $190,000
E224 Oak Street 21st Street 2.50 Expand Intersection Expand Intersection $500,000 $500,000 $500,000
B193 Oak Street California Avenue SR 178/24th Street 1.00 4 6 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes, BORDER $1,290,958 $1,041,131 $0 * $1,166,044
E226 Oak Street/Wible Road Ming Avenue 2.50 Expand Intersection $500,000 $500,000 $500,000]
B208 Old Stine Road Ming Avenue Belle Terrace 0.50 2 4 2 1.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $403,424 $320,323 $0 $723,748 $723,748|
B209 Old Stine Road Stine Canal Canal Culverts Widen canal culvert (Stine Road) $0 $0 $97,800 $97,800 $97,800
B222 Oswell Street SR 178 Brundage Lane 2.00 4 6 2 4.0 Construct Medians Median Reconstruction $0 $2,082,262 $0 $2,082,262 $2,082,262
B223 Oswell Street SR 58 Ramps Traffic Signals Install Signals, State $0 $500,000 $250,000 $0 $750,000 $750,000
B272 Panorama Drive Alta Vista Drive Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B593 Panorama Drive Columbus Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B413 Panorama Drive University Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B276 Panorama Drive Wenatchee Avenue Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
B337 South Union Avenue SJRR Improve Railroad Grade Crossings |Improve grade crossing at Sta. 265+16 (SJ RR) $0 $0 $122,250 $122,250 $122,250
B338.2  [South Union Avenue White Lane Casa Loma Drive 1.50 4 6 2 3.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,561,696 $0 $1,561,696 $1,561,696
E118 SR 178 M Street Fairfax Road 5.25 6 8 2 105 Freeway Projects Construct freeway with interchanges , REGIONAL $0 $82,500,000 * $10,395,000
E261 SR 178 SR 204/Golden State Avenue State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges |Improve Connection , REGIONAL $0 $20,000,000 * $2,520,000
E233 SR 178 Various State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Ramp Improvements - Various Locations, REGIONAL $0 $20,000,000 * $2,520,000
E259 SR 178/24th Street (TRIP) Buck Owens Boulevard M Street Freeway Projects Roadway Widening - TRIP , REGIONAL $0 $34,040,000 * $2,013,354
E235 SR 204/Golden State Avenue Airport Drive SR 178 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes, REGIONAL $0 $30,000,000 * $3,780,000
E310 SR 204/Golden State Avenue Calloway Canal Canal Bridges Widen Canal Bridge, REGIONAL $0 $0 $600,000 * $75,600
E309 SR 204/Golden State Avenue Carrier Canal Canal Bridges Widen Canal Bridge, REGIONAL $0 $0 $600,000 * $75,600
E312 SR 204/Golden State Avenue Chester Avenue State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Bridge Widening, REGIONAL $0 $0 $6,000,000 * $756,000
E236 SR 204/Golden State Avenue F Street State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Construct interchange, REGIONAL $0 $20,000,000 * $2,520,000
E311 SR 204/Golden State Avenue Kern River Kern River Bridges Widen River Bridge 2 lanes .2 Miles, REGIONAL $0 $0 $8,000,000 * $1,008,000
B372 SR 204/Union Avenue Brundage Lane Expand Intersection Signal Modification/Expand Intersection $0 $0 $95,000 $1,833,747 $1,928,747 $1,928,747
E107 SR 58 Cottonwood Road Fairfax Road 2.00 6 8 2 4.0 Freeway Projects Construct freeway with interchanges, REGIONAL $16,000,000 * $1,088,000
B373 SR 58 Real Road Cottonwood Road 3.00 0.50 4 8 4 10.0 Freeway Projects Add 2 lanes, REGIONAL $0[ $40,000,000 $40,000,000 * $3,400,000
E234 SR 58 Various State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Ramp Improvements - Various Locations, REGIONAL $0 $20,000,000 * $2,520,000
E232 SR 99 Various State Hwy Bridges, Interchanges [Ramp Improvements - Various Locations, REGIONAL $0 $20,000,000 * $2,520,000
B398.2 [SR 99 Wilson Road White Lane 1.00 6 8 2 2.0 Freeway Projects Add 2 lanes, REGIONAL $0| $10,000,000 $0 * $350,000
B406.2 [Stockdale Highway New Stine Road Oak Street 1.25 4 6 2 2.5 Construct Medians Median reconstruction $0 $1,301,414 $0 $1,301,414 $1,301,414
E318 Truxtun Avenue BNSF RR Chester Avenue 2.00 4 6 6 12.0 2 Lane Additions add 2 lanes, REGIONAL $0 $40,000,000 * $5,040,000
B412 University Avenue Haley Street Traffic Signals Install Signal $0 $0 $190,000 $0 $190,000 $190,000
E320 Westside Parkway Phase 4 (Future TRIP) |Mohawk Street Truxtun Avenue Freeway Projects Construct Tie-in from WSPW to Truxtun Avenue, REGIONAL $0 $0 $33,820,000 * $0
B441 Wible Road Ming Avenue Brundage Lane 1.00 4 6 2 2.0 2 Lane Additions Add 2 lanes $0 $1,041,131 $1,222,498 $2,263,629 $2,263,629
B445.2 |Gap projects $0 $6,627,350 $6,627,350 $6,627,350

Total 77.6 Total Cost/Fee Funding * $31,126,112 $84,558,525

658.7
*Note: Total cost for all REGIONAL projects shown in Non-Core section. Grand Totals: $3039191352* $1,933,587,852
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ATTACHMENT A: TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE SURVEY FORM

Name of Agency: ﬂrﬂd/ OF Eﬂ’ KE.”:S F ]27-:_7)
Title of Fee Program: KEMQLMMZZD__[M&/_MMM

Program Approval Date: 7 - ll s %04
Program Sunset Date: N:/ A

Total Value of Program: Based on General Plan avallable acreage $
Capital List Cost Estimate: Based on Capital Transportation Needs $ J/’ 123 fs g ‘l/. 752
Estimate of Single-Family Housing based on adopted General Plan: [Acreage by residential density type]
Estimate of Commercial Development based on adopted General Plan: [Acreage by commercial type]

PROGRAM REVENUE HISTORY AND SCHEDULE INFORMATION

Annual Recelpts for'3 years:
$ ’5¢ [ Z / ) 44[ amount collected for calendar year 2017 as published in budget

$ 13,731 amount collected for calendar year 2018 as published In budget
$ 5, 33'3 34 amount collected for calendar year 2019 as published in budget

Urban Core Fee Per Household: $ 7‘ 74 ] cost per single famlly residential unit
Outlying Area Fee Per Household: $ /2, & 20 cost per single family residentlal unit

Commerclal Fee for Urban Core: $_Var th cost per square foot of development
Commerclal Fee for Outlying Area: $ VM"!Q $ cost per square foot of development

b Attached: Adopted ordinance of latest Transportation impact Fee Schedule
B~ Attached: Most recent copy of Nexus Study
o Attached: Most recent copy of Improvement List tled to Fee Schedule

Other comments:

Contact Name: ﬂyk w_ Stm VL!;]L.L/ &
Contact Phone #: 232 4L~32994
Contact E-Mail: Vétuvrbue O baletrsfo dd cre y o ls

Signature: -7’2—— WC/

Date: 2 /f /20




084-09

RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
BAKERSFIELD ADOPTING THE 2007-2035 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE FACILITIES LIST AND
FEE SCHEDULE, PHASE IV AND ADOPTING THE NEXUS
REPORT.

WHEREAS, Chapter 15.84 of the Bakersfield Municipal Code implemented a
Transportation Impact Fee program for new development in order for new development
to bear a proportionate share of the cost of the new or expanded transportation facilities
required by such development; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 15.84 of the Bakersfield Municipal Code requires that the
Fee schedule be evaluated to account for changes in the Regional Transportation
Facilities List, changes in cost estimates for the various projects on the list, and any
other items which would change new developments' proportionate share of the cost of
the Regional Transportation Facilities List; and

WHEREAS, Chapter 15.84 of the Bakersfield Municipal Code further requires
that the fee schedule adopted by the City Council be adjusted annually by the
Construction Cost Index; and

WHEREAS, both the Facllities List and the Fee Schedule of the Transportation
Impact Fee Program have been re-evaluated to include a new planning horizon year of
2035; and

WHEREAS, the transportation network has been updated to include the latest
development and land use trends through December of 2007; and

WHEREAS, all developments which vest after the effective date of this
Resolution will be subject to the Phase IV Transportation Impact Fee; and

WHEREAS, this change to the Transportation Impact Fee is statutorily exempt
from CEQA pursuant to section 15276 of the State CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, the fees collected do not involve the commitment to any specific
project which may result in a potentially significant physical impact on the environment;
and

WHEREAS, a public hearing before the City Council was advertised and held
June 24, 2009 and the City Council finds as follows:

. All required public notices have been given. Hearing notice was published
per Government Code Sections 66018 and 6062 (a).
AK,
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2. The provisions of CEQA and City of Bakersfield CEQA Implementation
Procedures have been followed. This change to the Transportation Impact Fee
program is statutorily exempt from CEQA pursuant to section 15276 of the State
CEQA Guidelines.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council of the City of Bakersfield
as follows:

1. The above recitals are true and correct and incorporated herein.

2. The Transportation Impact Fee Facilities List, Phase |V set forth as Exhibit
“A," is hereby approved and adopted.

3. The fee schedule for Phase |V set forth as Exhibit "B" is hereby approved
and adopted.

4, The nexus report for Phase 1V set forth as Exhibit “C" is hereby approved
and adopted.

5. This Resolution shall become effective 60 days after its adoption.

000
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| HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing Resolution was passed and adopted by the

Council of the City of Bakersfleld at a regular meeting thereof held on _JuL 07 2008

by the following vote:

g k=l
COUNCILMEMBER CARQ-&I. BENI-‘I?M. WEIR, COUE’H. HAI"@N. SULLIVAN, S

NOES: COUNCILMEMBER

ABSTAIN: COUNCILMEMBER WO,

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBER VAP \X

N 4. WLty

CITY CLERK and Ex Officio
Council of the City of Bake

APPROVED __ JUL 07 2008

By

HARVEY L. HALL
Mayor

APPROVED AS TO FORM:
VIRGINIA GENNARO
City Attorney

By W%

ROBERT M. SHERFY
Deputy City Attorney

Attachments: Exhibit “A”
Exhibit “‘B”
Exhibit “C"

mps

S:\PROJECTS\TIF\Phase 4\Adoption Documents\June 24\Resolution.DOC
-Page 3 of 3 Pages -

BAK,
c;‘ &
&

(& ]
ORIGINA

g

e



Exhibit "A"

it e

L

i lﬁl‘.‘ ﬂﬁ*h = = é'ﬂ"‘ H:-' Hﬂ' =
!! b fd=] Il I L] Jed - betbal fed [=psbd | el
i O R TR
i

1.97 ' REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2038 Metropalitan Bakersfield ortation Im

il fr'ri"‘rr‘rrﬂ[ i

| I i ol | IR || | IR 3| (Tleleh| [0
i ! 1 '|I-' i _1 Bl gld] I: :. 'I. 1 .I, __.il;' il IR g ! 1P
i i 3 it r e Rt L ol e il
H ) A el | =" : r R B ;E-,F.-r: bl g ,'I- : 11 [HF 1m
3011 i FLE ..._.__-.._. SRR LR IR AR IR | LE BT bl B S e i L
i “ B I ] IAMELE
N R R I e T 8L AT
| 1

s sl



é

AL
Ll

flﬁlp i
db
!

- AT umAcpY!
il L Er.d
1 W
5] i1
T -] L. i H
T f” =i ED :
I <
[ 1]
11 BY
- HE LTl
D - =
1
i3
A ) 15 e v
DL [i)
o i
7]
O8R!
rii =T L
I -
L2l ; L4
0}
[ 520
i)
T o]
L1 =1
5 i
= i
i
] -3 43
- = i
R 1800 pNe] | oD Mg | Snawuoy ] C— =3 ~ e el ] 78 = “~—
~RIARLIPUN 00 L ~] ~——ry -] pacid) || pve——— Dafou
| PPy — | g — P e
sumr
BT ] ‘eoctizia o004 L plegsiseg STOZ-R00T Ad - 1SN SILUIYA NOWLY LHOISNYHL TWHOIDTH|26°}




ﬁwm % Ledd 2161 3 - ALAPZ KNAIRUSNO0G LOKPYY EAILISLOFOUNS
RGO
I3
B T :
I
i}
-
T
2
] m 1
(73 0590
i "0
[ oot
L] L
(] L
Eid &1
[23 =l
g [7) o)
50 —
050
|13 .-.r
CIF =T
— S0
B —%70 —
T — 4 &I e
] 11 T s L |
'00x: iy
1
1
e ] (12 L0
w o |
i3 T T I L.
oy | o3 M, .ﬁouu.ﬂ. D, .ﬁ.L.u.oau hﬂ 260p “l.l__._! [t pﬂ — ) | - [T e =
uoREPY | o mguy - — W Lo

SLen
V. HQIYx3 st 514 oo 1ol LORPGOTLEI] DISIayeg URo00 NS STOZ-E00Z Ad - LS S3ALLNDVA NOLLYLEO4SNvEL TWNOIDaHE| 26L |




¥ e T T, M, B P T, T
Il vl AL L L R L T T L
q i
CRERR RN R
-.' ~0-NR- Rl R
_|. I 515N i | (SRS E R
-'!l 13|
el | [ IE st
3 Sy

i

ll!|

H ﬂ i i

|

REGIOMAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2035 Metropolitan

[1.97]

i

Dy
L




00 050 [. 33
[i4
 E— [C1}
[0
— =0
|||.| S0
L1 i E‘
5 o e
=0 HL S
'l
=
===
L
1
T [ i)
% -4
13 [TYY
X . T
. oL 056
5 Z
-3
. .
s Lo -
_L1. I L
D oL mo) pamy fsid o =3 ) || pemdeg | poapy | mmpy et | e f Ry S JOQERW
| ueyTUN moD won o oy - ovary | wmspemstm | pasirardey peload
P —y A (- — PR [ o)
s s SUAM
woi Wi 003 FoRdi] UoHTHOdEURIL plegaioyey Uey 150onon SE0Z-800Z Ad - 1ST1 S3LUTIOYE NOLLYINOJSNVIL TYNOIDDI|/6') |




HO
[+]
=1
Q Lpesey oty - AL ooV HAS
% scozive
22R20'607 SeZ'ser'enrcs Opun es.i3807 o, 1es moay
WE
R ﬂ
1
0 13 = ‘Snsaw uraxh
, =
r
e _
L]
=i 2
WE k
H—t+1+ 2,
e =
g >
T ] 5]
13 ¥ [
= : —
=i i i
Bl a2 060
£73 ps ¥ ook A
5 z 2 Nn 1
ISIES i T
4 "
4 i 1
'J ey 900 M0, WD porn !So.'nws uﬂ -l llslﬂ“hm ‘-l“hll SEpy DoV | Sy w— 0] —— I.allnﬂ“
iat FETIT; n!.m..... 19
.. e e 3 Pedi) UohTodeURIL PIaysIaNeq UEIO0NEN GE0Z-200Z Ad - LEM E2UIMIOYL NOUWINOJCAII TWNOIOTY 26°) |




'g‘“'

B
%

$3039191352°

Cast
.3
Grand Totais:

Mmmnmmms_m
7

L]

LT

N | [<] | L | b ke [ |t 1 - b} ble] | nslel | s
E]

l! 14 | I+ 4| SURRE | b SHEEE o= el | felute | o
i!} ) o | e jr-{ - ) o | =Y P e |= pad R o el el &

W AR

=
i
=
=
=
i)
-—r

i
i
i

1 1 1l |
o (] ! (w19 el d m 1
44 1 EERAL i i I i ]
e A P (1= Hr AN 1 B F |
HER AL Qe 2R 3 red LT e T 11
FEap e 2 "rF’.i!:i_:"-l"' LT e

1
o 3

mao NMdopion

iyl oS e TR R At s B R M )
I \JI|I \HI it r

III 'i | ll X . :1 i

I | 4 i, J [r n E| &1 § i 1

[ 1.97|REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES LIST - FY 2008-2035 Metropolitan Eskersfald Transportation Impact Fee

"Noge* Tatsl cost forall REGIONAL propacts shown in Non-Con secon.

——

E&

BAKERSFIELD RTIF FACILITY LIST (GORE]
T e | .|.. el ™
e s
e g

t P | e el
e ;e

o et N ST
- _ i o o S e
o i




<FIELD
&
6002/21/9 V608150 /09 183USHIOA UOREINOED 834 SI0-UON\PZ SUNMSIUSWNo0Qq Uojdopwy aseYd\HI NS LOIrOEd S
L9 uqiyx3y
oczs [logzs 623 Aprys [enpiapul A Apms enpwipul Agf] Aprys jenpiaput AQ 1900 2 ' "bs 000°000'}
928 lloozs 6€23 Apnys fenpiaipul Aql| Apms enpwpus Aglf Apnis enpiapul Ag Y "bs 666°666-000°005
£ecs lleozs 1£28 Aprgs [enpiaipul Agjl Apmas enpiaipul Agli Apras [enpialpul Aq ‘Y4 "bs 666'66¥-000°00%
€€T$ leozs 2€T% Apngs [enpiapur Aqfl Apms enpiapur Agjl Aprgs fenpinipul Aq "4 *bs 666'66£-000°00€
o123 licves 6123 Apnys [enpiaipul Aqj| Apms Enpiapul Agj| Apmis enpiaipul Aq ) ‘bs 666°662-000°002
819 ll1ozs 081$ Aprys fenpiaipul Aqjl Apms enpiaipul Aqjf Apnis fenpiaipul Aq ‘Y "bs 666'661-000°001
918 llesL s 021$ 9€1$ €618 orLs 3 ‘bs 666'66-000'05
OLLS lirzLs LLLs 6218 il6018 9018 3 ‘bs 666'67-000'0L
8.8 |EED3 6.8 +9% | 693 298 3 "bs 000°0L JSpUN
IVIDHIWNOD TAV.LIY
IS1$ JiviN Jiw/N v N [N 1NSNNMZA0D/ONEnd
G/1$ llesLs 8/18 6619 Il 0z¢ [vzis Jor0 ® Y “bs 000002
£91$ lireLs 5918 1218 |l zsLe B 4 "bs 666'661-000°00L
EVLS 1oL SrL$ 0zL$ |5 I LS - "bs o00°001 Jepun
IVIDNINWOD 301440
98LS 1z$ 6818 801 GGES 0818 : INE 1 Y3H
£12'9% LL'YS 9eZ'v3 61298 L6e'cs ATAVI-LINW
0/8'218 S'eL$ 72445 856219 £55°68 990'.$ Q3HOV1L3A ‘ATINVd 3T1ONIS
BN =N IdAL SN ANV
1INN ¥3d AUNN ¥3d LINN ¥3d AU ppe M
334 334 =) wauR) weumy uauny
Al ¥seyd A @seyd N 3seyd 1 eseyd il eseyd In oseyq
oneN 2002/6/01 Pa3dopy A3iD RQuno) uey piRYsIaEg pjeysaxeg

eaJy 9109)-LUON

ORIGINAL




600¢/21/9
'8 Hqiyxy

4
<

eF\ELD

&
V60ZE0 A0S 193YSHOA UOREINOED 894 SI0D\pZ SUNMsiuswnoog uondopwiy 9seUd\4iI\SLOIrOUd\'SYp ALD

Zvis oSl orLs Apmis [enpiaipul Al Apmis [enpiAlpur Aq JoAno 2 Y 'bs 000°000°)
Zris 9G1$ orLs Apnys enpiaipul Aqj| Apris fenpiaipul Aq "y "bs 666°666-000'00S
Wi [E153 geLs Apnis fenpiaput Agll Apnis fenpiaipul Aq "} "bs 666°'66¥-000°00F
LS ¥S1$ gelLs Aprys enpiaipul Aqf] Apngs [enpiaipul A 34 "bs 666'66£-00000€
0EL$ £71$ 8zZL$ Apnis fenpiaipur Aqll Apnis [enpiaipul AQ '3 "bs 666°662-000°002
2018 gLls 9018 Apnis jenpiaipul Aqjl Apms [enpiaiput Aqjf "} "bs 666'661-000°00}
1018 oL1$ 66$ 298 Sl$ 4 'bs 666'66-000'0S
29$ z.8 co¢ 6+8 £68 "4 'bs 666'6¥-000°01
| Lt$ 1G$ T3 0£$ £c$ "33 "bs 000°01 J3pUn
TVIOUIWWOD VLT

56$ I VYN| VNIVN VN LNINNNIAOD/OIENd
901$ 9L1$ poL$ 88% Il 288 1aro g 'y bs 000°002
863 8018 168 818 il 228 34 "bs 666°661-000°001
98% ¥6$ 688 658 [ sos 7 "bs 000001 JoPuUN

LUNN¥3d || uNn¥3d 1INN ¥3d
334 334 _ 334 waund waund
A 9seyd || A1eseyd _ Al eseyd 1l eseud i eseyd
onsp 800Z/6/01 paydopy A1 Kunod wey pleyssoNeg

TVIDUINNOD 3J13440

dAL 35N ANV

ealYy 2109

ORIGINAL



Transportation Impact Fee — Phase IV

Fee Update Background and Nexus Report
June 16, 2009
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Transportation Imp.ct Fee — Phase IV
Fee Update Background

BACKGROUND

The Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee was adopted by both the City
Council and the County Board of Supervisors in 1992. The original impetus for this
Transportation Impact Fee Program is the Bakersfield Metropolitan 2010 General Plan
Circulation Policy Statement No. 39:

“Require new development and expansion of existing development to pay
or participate in it's pro rala share of the costs of expansions in area-wide
transportation facilities and services which it necessitates. "

This Impact Fee is a development fee and the procedures laid out by the State of
California in Government Code Section 66000 et.seq. were followed in the adoption
process. As originally developed in the City, the fee program consists of an ordinance to
implement the fee on new development, and a Resolution adopting the Regional
Transportation Facilities List and a Transportation Impact Fee Schedule. In the County,
the Regional Transportation Facilities List and a Transportation Impact Fee Schedule
were adopted by ordinance. The original Facilities List included some of the facilities
needed to maintain a Level of Service of “C* or better for new growth or to prevent the
degradation of roads which are currently below Level of Service “C”. The Fee Schedule
set forth the fees to be collected from new development to mitigate the need for the
facilities. When first adopted, the facilities list included only those projects which were
considered too large for individual developers to fund and construct on their own.
However, additional mitigation was needed on a case-by-case basis to account for the
local component of the traffic needs. This local component had to be determined by
individual traffic studies for each project.

The fee program was updated in 1997 to eliminate the need for individual traffic studies
to determine the local component of the traffic needs, and the facilities list was expanded
to include many roadway segments and traffic signals. The funding of these items was
the most common requirement of the local traffic studies, and their inclusion in the
facilities list eliminated the need for these studies.

Phase lll Update

In 2002-2003, both City and County staff was tasked with a comprehensive update of the
Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee program to extend the program out
to a new horizon year- 2020 — the Phase 11l update. In doing so, the socioeconomic data
for the updated model was updated for the base year of 1998 and the horizon year of
2020 and was thoroughly reviewed by City and County staff and the Kern Council of
Governments (KCOG). The Land Use base map used was the Land Use adopted for the
2010 General Plan Update. The new facilities that were required to maintain a Level of
Service of “C” or better were determined and were added to a new Facilities List. The

Page 2 of 15
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Transportation Imp..ct Fee - Phase IV
Fee Update Background

various components that go into the computation of the fee schedule were reviewed and
updated.

Phase IV Update

In 2007 — 2008, after a period of unprecedented growth, City and County staft’ were
instructed to once again update the Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee
program. The same steps were followed as in the 2002-2003 update:

A new horizon year was determined — 2035. This horizon year is consistent with
the General Plan Update process now underway. However, this fee update is on a
slightly faster schedule.

The base year of 2006 for the traffic model was used.

The socioeconomic data ~ both households and employment — was updated for
the base year of 2006 and the horizon year of 2035. This data was reviewed by
City and County Planning staff and the staff at KCOG as well as the Kem
Regional Transportation /Land Use Modeling Subcommittee (KRTMC) of the
Kern COG Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC),

o The Kern Regional Transportation/Land Use Modeling Subcommittee is
made up of representatives from Kern County, Kern COG, the City of
Bakersfield, the City of Shafter, CalTrans, McIntosh and Associates and
others.

The KCOG model was updated and validated for the new horizon year and
growth figures.

Using the updated model results, the transportation facilities necessary to support
the growth with a Level of Service “C” as mandated by our General Plan were
determined.

The new network as determined above was verified through new model runs by
Kem COG

The costs of the projects on the final Transportation Impact Fee Facilities network
were determined.

The amount of the fee based on the above and other variables was determined.
(See the discussion in the following section, “Development of Fee™)

Throughout the process, multiple informational meetings were held with
stakeholder groups such as the HBA, the Board of Realtors, the Chamber of
Commerce, etc.

Periodic updates were given to the City Council’s Planning and Development
Committee.

This paper documents the assumptions, equations, and values necessary to update both
the facilities list and the fee schedule.

Page 3 of 15



Transportation Impact Fee - Phase IV
Fee Update Background

DEVELOPMENT OF FEE

The Transportation Impact Fee pays for the construction of both regional and local
facilities that are required to maintain a Level of Service “C” for the Metropolitan
Bakersfield transportation system. Only those facilities required by new development as
allowed by the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan in effect on December 14, 2007
are covered by this Transportation Impact Fee Program.

The fee schedule was developed bascd upon the fact that different types of land uses will
place different demands on the regional transportation system. Those types of uses
whose impact on the road system is greater will pay a higher fee. The relative impact of
the various land uses is determined based upon trip rate, trip length and the percentage of
new trips — a number that represents those trips that are to that land use only, and are not
shared or linked together with trips to other land uses.

These fees are imposed on new development through the application of the
Transportation Impact Fee Ordinance and are collected at the building permit stage for
any development that produces additional vehicular trips over that attributable to the land
in its pre-existing condition — before the new development is in place. The fees are
placed in a separate interest bearing account, per the requirements of GC 66000 et seq,
and are only used to construct those facilities that are listed on the Facilities List.

Traffic Model

The traffic model is a computer model using CUBE software from Citylabs of Oakland,
California. The model is operated and maintained by KCOG under the authority and
direction of a Memorandum of Understanding between KCOG, the County of Kern, the
City ot Bakersfield, and CalTrans. This Memorandum of Understanding sets forth the
rules for the distribution, operation and maintenance of the model. The model is updated
every 3 to 5 years. It is based on the existing and future road network, and currently
contains approximately 1700 “traffic analysis zones”, or “TAZ’s”. The TAZ is a
geographic area usually bounded by segments of the model road network. KCOG
modelers use general plan land use information and historic trends for that geographic
area to generate the number and type of trips for each TAZ. The model then uses this
information to “load” the boundary road network segments. Run for the year 2035, the
model uses the TAZ information to determine the traffic loads on the road segments
expected to be in place in the year 2035. This information yields an approximation of the
Level of Service that we would expect to see on each of the tuture road segments.

Facilities List
The transportation network needed for the horizon year of 2035 was derived after several
iterations. Assumptions were made as to which of the lanes for the roadways were going

to be complete by the horizon year, and the traffic model was used to determine which of

Page 4 of 15



Transportation Im)..ct Fee — Phase IV
Fee Update Background

those additional lanes was necessary to maintain a Level of Service “C”. The criteria as
to whether to add a segment to the facilities list were as follows:

1.

p.r

If the LOS on any link is C or better in 2006, and is also C or better in 2035, do
not add any lanes to the Phase IV list

If the LOS on any link is C or better in 2006 and is worse than C in 2035 — add
the necessary lanes to bring the LOS in 2035 to C or better.

If the LOS is worse than C on any link in 2006, add lanes only as necessary to
keep the same LOS in 2035.

If no road exists on the link in 2006, and 2035 shows 2 or more lanes needed for
LOS C or better, add the appropriate lanes.

The dedication of rights-of-way is a requirement under the City and County
subdivision and development ordinances. Therefore, only certain rights-of-way
will be included in the facilitics list. Where “gap” projects that the City or County
will be required to construct, and money needs to be available to pay for the
additional right-of-way that may be required, a line item will be added to cover
these costs.

If the link already has lanes on the Phase III list, keep the Phase III lanes on that
segment in the Phase IV list and update the Phase III construction cost and, where
applicable, the right-of-way and other costs (unless noted otherwise).

If the land is Industrial or Commercial and the full improvements are not in place,
get additional travel lanes (if necessary), but not the remaining improvements
(curb, gutter, sidewalk, parking lane) — businesses must pay for their frontage
improvements.

A copy of the Facilities List map is attached as Exhibit C.1.

Cost Assumptions

The cost assumptions are as follows:

1

2.

Road Construction Costs:
a. Arterial $520,565 per lane mile
b. Collector $320,323 per lane mile
¢. Removal of both existing arterial lanes in the wrong position (no median
allowance): $25/CY for roadway excavation to a depth of 2 feet (including
disposal) and replace with topsoil at $10/CY — 20* x 2’ x 1’ x $35/CY
assume $52/LF
See Exhibit C.2 for backup for the arterial and collector costs.
Miscellaneous Costs:

a. Railroad Grade Separation: $10 to 35 million Ea,
b. Traffic signal $ 190,000 Ea.
¢. State Traffic Signal $ 250,000 Ea
d. At-grade RR Crossing $ 400,000 Ea.
e. Canal Crossing $ 500,000 Ea.
f. Kern River Bridge $ 4,000,000 Ea.
g. Widen Intersection $ 500,000 Ea.

Page 5 of 15
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Transportation Im)...ct Fee — Phase IV
Fee Update Background

FEE EQUATION

This is a brief outline of the modified equation used to determine the Transportation
Impact Fee Schedule and the development of the various constants and variables. For an
in-depth discussion of the unmodified equation (Gas Tax version), see “ Metropolitan
Bakersfield - TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT FEE - Final Report” by Omni-
Means Engineers Planners dated February, 1991. The use of this fee equation establishes
the relationship between the amount of the fee for each land use type and the cost of the
public facility attributable to the land use type.

The equation is as follows:

Attributable New Travel = [(Annual Average Daily Traffic (ADT) X Average Trip
Length) / 2] X % New Trips

New Lane Miles of Roads = Attributable Travel / Capacity Per Lane

Total Cost = New Lane Miles Of Road X Total Program Costs/Number of Lane Miles

Impact Fee = Total Cost

The constants and variables for the equation are the “ADT Trip Rate”, the “Average Trip
Length”, the “% New Trips”, the “Capacity Per Lane” and the “Cost per Lane Mile of
Road”. Also needed to develop the total number of trips for each land use category is the
number of new units (or square footage) from the base year of 2006 to the design year of
2035.
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Transportation Imy...ct Fee - Phase IV
Fee Update Background

“ADT Trip Rate”

The constants for “ADT trip rate” are determined from the data in the Institute of
Transportation Engineers “Trip Generation”, 7" Edition for each of the land use types in
the fee schedule. These land use types are:

Single Family Detached Housing (Land Use 210)

Apartment (Land Use 220)

General Heavy Industrial (Land Use 120) — used for Service Industrial also
General Light Industrial (Land Use 110)

General Office Building (Land Use 710) — generalized as Office Commercial
Public/Government (Land Use 522) — generalized as Junior/Middle School
Shopping Center (Land Use 820) — generalized as Retail Commercial

Nk W=

Attached are excerpts from the Trip Generation manual for the various land uses. The
following table summarizes the trip rates:

y

<

MULTI-FAMILY
l. Bl § a4 SR S LR s X

SINGLE FAMILY, DETACHED

HEAVY/LIGHT INDUSTRIAL
OFFICE COMMERCIAL
Under 100,000 aq. ft. 4| 13.34
100,000-199,999 sq. ft. 5| 1215
200,000 sq. ft. & over 6| 11.37
PUBLIC/GOVERNMENT 7| 13.78
RETAIL COMMERCIAL
Under 10,000 sq. ft. 8 | 162.03
10,000-49,999 sq. ft. 9| 103.50
50,000-99,999 sq. ft. 10| 756.10
100,000-199,999 sq. ft. 11| 58.93
200,000-299,999 sq. ft. 12 | 49.28
300,000-399,099 sq. ft. 13| 43.80
400,000-499,999 eq. ft. 14 | 40.12
500,000-099,899 sq. ft. 15| 33.55
1,000,000 sq. ft. & over 16 | 30.33
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Transportation Imjp..ct Fee — Phase IV
Fee Update Background

“Average Trip Length”

The average trip length is determined from the Kern Council of Government’s trattic
model. The model provides estimates of average trip length in minutes by trip purpose
and the average speed of system-wide trips. The trip rate times the trip length in minutes
divided by the average speed yields the trip length in miles.

“% New Trips”

The following is excerpted from the Omni-Means report.

Many land uses, while attracting traffic, generate little if any new traffic (other than
attracting traffic to a particular location). There are several reasons for this. First, the
multiple purpose trip will tend to attract traffic to particular locations without generating
new traffic. Second, the capturing of an existing trip, such as stopping for a quart of milk
on the way home from work, will not result in additional travel. Third, diverting a trip
which already existed (such as taking the long way home from work to shop) will place
limited new travel on the road system. Take, for example, the convenience store and the
service (gas) station. The typical visit to these establishments is not a primary trip,
especially during the peak hour, but rather are trips made by individuals who are going
elsewhere, such as home or work.,

An example may help. Let’s assume there is an individual driving from work to home.
Assume that this individual stops at the day care center to pick up a child, a convenience
store to get milk and a setvice station for gasoline. How many trips have been made?
According to the standard methodology of transportation engineering, a total of four (4)
trips have been made, with eight (8) trip ends.

Leaving work

Entering the day care center
Leaving the day care center
Entering the convenience store
Leaving the convenience store
Entering the service station
Leaving the service station
Arriving home

O 0O O0OC0CO0OO0O0O0

If we were to apply an average trip length of 7.1 miles to these trips, the result would be
28.4 miles of travel, a vast over-statement of actual travel. This over-statement is
corrected in impact fee analysis in two ways. First, a percentage reduction factor (% new
trips), for trips to particular land uses which do not place additional travel on the roads,
and second, to adjust the trip lengths for non-residential land uses which more accurately
reflect the travel patterns of trips visiting those land uses. The first, % new trips, is
included in the Table below. The second, adjusted trip lengths, are also included in the
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Transportation Im)...ct Fee - Phase IV
Fee Update Background

Tablc below. Both of these adjustments are ultimately madc on the basis of professional
judgment. Such judgments, however, are based upon information provided in Trip
Generation, several articles in the “ITE Journal”, information obtained from a study
performed for Brevard County, Florida adopted by ordinance by the City of Titusville,
available at hitp://www.titusville.com/Files/63-132.pdf and specifically upon an article
which appears in the May, 1984, issue of “Public Works”. Thesc articles were guides to
the establishment of the % new trips.

TYPE AVG. %
NO. TRIP NEW
LENGTH

SR -E@"ﬂ

TR s o 0
e ’#}:’?‘&vﬁg"

[
U S

LANDUSETYPE

“SINGLE FAMILY, DETAGHED
MULTLFAMLLY _

HEAVYILIGHT INDUSTRIAL

OFFICE COMMERCIAL

Under 100,000 sq. ft. 4 11.05 092%
100,000-199,999 sq. ft. 5 11.056 92%
200,000 8q. ft. & over 6 11.06 | 92%
PUBLIC/GOVERNMENT 7 11.06 | 92%
RETAIL COMMERCIAL

Under 10,000 sq, ft. 8 1.50 | 48%
10,000-49,999 sq. ft. 9 320 48%
50,000-99,999 sq. ft. 10 4.89 64%
100,000-199,999 sq. ft. 11 7.77 64%
200,000-299,999 sq. ft. 12 9.43 64%
300,000-3099,999 sq. ft. 13 11.08 ] 72%
400,000-499,999 sq. ft. 14 1109 | 72%
500,000-909,999 sq. ft. 15 11.09 | 75%
1,000,000 sq. ft. & over 16 11.09 | 75%

A review of the KCOG model has indicated that these trip figures are still reasonably
accurate.

BAK,
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Transportation Im),..ct Fee — Phase IV
Fee Update Background

“Capacity Per Lane”

This constant is derived in part from the facilities list, and can be considered iterative
until the final list is determined. The average daily per lane capacity of each of the
roadway types for a Level of Service C is weighted by the number of lane miles of each
type of facility. The capacity per lane is as follows:

1. Freeways 20,000 per lane (80% of total 25,000 capacity)
2, Expressway 9,600 per lane (80% of total 12,000 capacity)
3. Highway (State) 8,000 per lane (80% of total 10,000 capacity)
3. Arterials 8,000 per lane (80% of total 10,000 capacity)
4, Collectors 6,000 per lane (80% of total 7,500 capacity)

The number of lane miles for each of the roadway types is determined from the facilities
list. The capacity per lane is shown in the following table:

Per Lane Lane % Lane Weighted

Roadway Type Capacity Miles Miles Average
Collector 6000 36.40 5.54% 332.1
Arterial 8000 427.98 65.08% 5206.6
Highway (State) 8000 8.50 1.29% 103.4
Expressway 9600 36.00 5.47% 525.5
Freeway 20000 148.72 22.62% 4523.1

657.60 100.00% 10690.76

“Number of Units”

Residential trip generation constants are in “ADT/unit” or *“Peak trip/unit” units. The
number of units for single family residential and multi family residential categories come
from the KCOG data for the socioeconomic input for the traftic model. The number of
new units in the period from 2006 to 2035 is 128,000 single family residences and 16,629
multi-family residences.

The non-residential trip generation constants are in “ADT/1000 SF” units. The number
of 1000’s SF for non-residential uses are derived as follows:

Assumption #1
The increase in total employment (jobs) in Metropolitan Bakersfield between 2006 and

2035 from the Kern COG Model was used to determine the number of future jobs. This
increase is anticipated to be 176,200 total jobs.
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Transportation Im,...ct Fee — Phase IV
Fee Update Background

Assumption #2

The number of jobs in each employment category (retail, office commercial, service
industrial, light industrial, heavy industrial) was determined from the Kern County
Forecast Targets for the Kern Regional Transportation Model adopted July 2005:

Retail = 41,666 jobs

Office Commercial = 109,934 jobs
Light Industrial = 12,059 jobs
Heavy/Service Industrial = 12,541 jobs

Assumption #3
The original assumptions regarding employees per acre and percent building per acre

(from City Planning Department) were used to determine future square footage to be built
by employment type. These assumptions are as follows:

Type Employees/Acre % building
Retail 17 25
Office Commercial 34 25
Industrial (Al 10.5 20

These factors were then used as follows:

Retail:
[41,666 jobs / (17 jobs/acre)] x 43,560 sq. feet/acre X 25% bldg = 26,690,766 Sq. Feet

Office Commercial:
[109,934 jobs/(34 jobs/acre)] x 43,560 sq. feet/acre x 25% bldg = 35,211,205 Sq. Feet

Light Industrial:
[12,059 jobs / (10.5 jobs/actre)] x 43,560 sq. feet/acre x 20% bldg = 10,005,217 Sq. Feet

Heavy/Service Industrial:
[12,541 jobs / (10.5 jobs/acre)] x 43,560 sq. feet/acre x 20% bldg = 10,405,754 Sq. Feet

Q%AK%

o
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Transportation Imy,«ct Fee — Phase IV
Fee Update Background

In addition, these numbers are apportioned to the Core Area and the Non-Core Area and
to the square footage sub-set.

These figures are summarized in the following table:

Per Unit or
Per Square Foot
TYPE
NO Total Core Non-Core
Units or Units or

LAND USE TYPE

SINGLE FAMILY, DETACHED
MULTI-FAMILY

20, 410 o7 |

HEAVYILIGHT INDUSTRIAL 687 003 19 723 968
OFFICE COMMERCIAL

Under 100,000 sq. ft. 4| 19,014,051 1,672,196 | 17,441,856
100,000-199,989 sq. ft. 5 7,922,522 655,082 | 7,267,440
200,000 sq. ft. & over 6 4,753,613 303,049 | 4,360,484
PUBLIC/GOVERNMENT 7 3,621,120 201,147 | 3,220,973
RETAIL COMMERCIAL

Under 10,000 8q. ft. 8 3,300,766 764,944 | 2,635,822
40,000-49,999 eq. ft. 9 6,300,000 1,460,010 | 4,839,990
50,000-99,990 eq. ft. 10 1,260,000 280,684 960,316
100,000-199,999 sq. ft. 11 1,750,000 405,568 | 1,344,442
200,000-299,999 sq. ft. 12 2,090,000 484,352 | 1,605,648
300,000-399,999 sq. ft. 13 2,080,000 484,352 | 1,605,648
400,000-499,999 sq. ft. 14 2,210,000 512,162 [ 1,697.838
500,000-899,999 sq, ft. 15 1,700,000 393,971 1,308,029
1,000,000 sq. ft. & over 16 6,000,000 1,390,485 | 4,609,515

An additional complication is the impact that “vesting rights” for subdivisions will have
on this program. As of April 23, 2008, there were 229 maps with 35,716 vested lots
within the City of Bakersfield and 49 maps with 3,071 vested lots within the
unincorporated area of Metropolitan Bakersfield, for a total of 278 maps with 38,787 lots
that have vested under a previous impact fee (Of these, 1,023 lots are in the Core Area).
Until the tentative maps expire or the vesting rights of the recorded maps expire, these
lots will be paying their traffic impact fees at a lower rate when they pull their building
permits. It is difficult to predict exactly how many of these “vested” lots will pull
permits in any one year. In the City of Bakersfield portion of these 35,716 lots, 1016 lots
in 13 subdivisions will lose their vesting rights by the end of the year. Pleasc note that
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Transportation Im)...ct Fee - Phase IV
Fee Update Background

140 lots within these 13 subdivisions have already pulled their permits and paid their fees
at their “vested” level. This number will increase as the year goes forward.

The impact of “vested rights” has not been accounted for in any of the previous
Transportation Impact Fee programs (Phases I through III). Because of the current
economic climate, an estimated of 25% of the vested lots is assumed to retain vested
rights through the building permit stage. So, the base numbers for single family
residential units for the Core and Non-Core areas would be 5561 - 256 = 5,305 and
122,439 - 9,441 = 112,998, respectively. Because of the considerable lag in time
between the recording of a final map and the development of a commercial area, vesting
rights have very little effect on the non-residential permits. Therefore, no reduction in the
projected square footages of commercial or industrial projects was assumed.

These modified figures are summarized in the following table:

Per Unit or
Per Square Foot
(With 25% vested lots)

Core Non-Core
Units or
SQFT ,

Total
Units or

SINGLE FAMILY, DETACHED

_MULTI-FAMILY

b, 420 ) 4 L e 8
HEAVY/LIGHT INDUSTRIAL 3 19,723,96
OFFICE COMMERCIAL
Under 100,000 sq. ft. 4| 19,014,051 1,672,196 | 17.441.855
100,000-199,999 8q. ft. 5 7,922,522 655,082 | 7,267,440
200,000 sq. ft. & over 6 4,753,513 393,049 | 4,360,464
PUBLIC/GOVERNMENT 7 3,521,120 291,147 | 3,229,973
RETAIL COMMERCIAL
Under 10,000 sq. ft. 8 3,300,766 764944 | 2,535,822
10,000-49,999 sq. ft. 9 6,300,000 1,460,010 | 4,839,890
50,000-99,999 sq. ft. 10 1,250,000 289,684 960,316
100,000-199,999 sq. ft. 11 1,750,000 406,568 | 1,344,442
200,000-209,999 sq. ft. 12 2,090,000 484,352 | 1,605,648
300,000-399,999 8q. ft. 13 2,090,000 484,362 | 1,605,648
400,000-499,999 &q. ft. 14 2,210,000 512,162 | 1,697,838
§00,000-999,999 sq. ft. 15 1,700,000 393,971 1,306,029
1,000,000 sq, ft. & over 16 6,000,000 1,390,485 | 4,609,515
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Transportation Imy.«ct Fee - Phase IV
Fee Update Background

In consideration of futurc growth within the limits of the Metropolitan Bakersfield
General Plan area through the year 2035, we believe that new residential and commercial
development will generate an increase in traffic that requires corresponding capital
facilities necessary to accommodate the anticipated increase. New residential and new or
intensified commercial development will create an additional burden on the existing
capital facilities that must be mitigated proportionately. If additional capital facilities are
not added as development occurs, the existing facilities will not be adequate to serve the
community. This could result in adverse impacts, thereby creating an inadequate traffic
safety and transportation network. Consequently, we believe there to be a reasonable
relationship between the need and use of the Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation
Impact Fee Program and new development as follows:

1, There is a reasonable relationship between the need for traffic safety/capital
upgrade projects and the type of development project on which the fee will be imposed
since new development throughout the City will increase trips on local, citywide, and
regional roads, leading to the need for more traffic signals, additional turn lane signals,
and other improvements. Further, there is a reasonable relationship between the need for
the traffic safety/capital facilities projects and the type of development project on which
the fee will be imposed since each new development project will add to the incremental
need for new safety or capital upgrade projects in order to meet public safety standards
and the General Plan-mandated Level of Service requirement.

2. There is a reasonable relationship between the need for transportation projects and
the type of development project on which the fee will be imposed since new development
will increase trips on local, citywide, and regional roads, leading to a potential
deterioration level of service thereby creating the need for additional roadway capacity.
The Metropolitan Bakersfield’s General Plan establishes a service standard for traffic
congestion as LOS “C” on all street corridors. New development will lower this level of
service unless improvements are made.

3. The determination of how there is a reasonable relationship between the use of the
Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee and the type of development project
on which the fee is imposed is set forth in more detail within this document (see Exhibit
B).

4, To prevent the above-referenced undesirable consequences, and to reduce the
impacts of new development upon capital facilities, the capital facilities must be
constructed, at a rate that will accommodate the expected growth within the Metropolitan
Bakersfield General Plan area.

5. The Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee established by this
document will be imposed upon development projects for the purposes of mitigating the
impact of the development on the ability of the City of Bakersfield and County of Kern to
provide specified capital facilities as shown in Exhibits A.
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Transportation Impuct Fee - Phase IV
Fee Update Background

6. The City of Bakersfield and County of Kern have identified the development
potential of Metropolitan Bakersfield from the Year 2006 until Year 2035 through traffic
modeling provided by Kern Council of Governments. Traffic modeling and engineering
judgment determined the extent of capital facilities required to serve and accommodate
new development as detailed on the Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee
Facilities List (see Exhibit A). The facilities list provides a summary of the portion of
each improvement category’s costs that can be funded by new development.

7. The categories covered by the facilities list that will be funded by the
Metropolitan Bakersfield Transportation Impact Fee which are limited to (1) traffic
safety/capital upgrade projects; (2) expansion of existing capital facilities; and (3)
expansion of the transportation network. These facilities are needed to promote and
protect the public health, safety and general welfare within Metropolitan Bakersfield, to
facilitate orderly urban development, to maintain existing levels of service, and to
promote cconomic and social well being.

S:\PROJECTS\TIF\Phase 4\County Adoption\May 12 08\_FInal_Exhibit C Nexus 051908.doc
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Cost Assumptions
Transportation Impact Fee - Phase |1V

Arterials  / S Quantity _ Unit Cost Total Cost
Assumed Cross Section Thickness (ft)
Roadway Excavation 22 5163cy $15.00 $77.440
Base 08 1877c¢cy $40.00 $75,093
AC 0.5 22087 tons $60.00 $137,808
| Remove Existing Roadway 0.5  684cy $18.00 $12,320
|Expansion Thickness (ft)
Roadway Excavation 2.2 1964 cy $15.00 $29,456
Base 0.8 714 cy $40.00 $28,563
AC 0.5 874tons $60.00 $52,418]
Median-Curb 5012 If $12.00 $60,144
Subtotal $473,241
Contingency 10% $47,324
Arterlal Cost per Lane/Mile $520,665)
6 Lane Arterlal Cost Per Mile . $2,167,128
[Collector h Quantity  Unit Cost Total Cost
Assumed Cross Section Thickness (ft)
Roadway Excavation 1.85 4341 sqft $15.00 $65,120
Base 0.7 1643 sqft $40.00 $65,707
AC 04 1837tons $60.00 $110,246
Remove Existing Roadway 05 587 cy $18.00 $10,560
Expansion Thickness (ft)
Roadway Excavation 1.85 713 cy $15.00 $10,689
Base 0.7 270 cy $40.00 $10,785
AC 04 302 tons $60.00 $18,006
Subtotal $291,203
Contingency 10% $29,120
Collector Cost per Lane/Mlle $320,323
4 Lane Collector Cost Per Mile $1,281,294
[Feoway
I $4,000,000
Exhibit C.2 qghkg&
S:\PROJECTS\TIF\Phase 4\Adoption Documents\June 24\Exhibit C2 6/11/2009 € (S) Qz..
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Ch. 15.84 Transportation Impact Fee | Bakersfield Municipal Code Page 1 of 8

Chapter 15.84
TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE

Sections:
15.84.010 Short title.
15.84.020 Purpose.
15.84.030 Definitions.
15.84.040 Imposition of transportation impact fee.
15.84.050 Computation of transportation impact fee.
15.84.060 Payment of fee.
15.84.070 Use of funds.
15.84.080 Refund of fee paid.
15.84.090 Exemptions and credits.
15.84.100 Appeal.

15.84.010 Short title.

This chapter shall be known and may be cited as the Transportation Impact Fee Ordinance. (Ord. 4150 § 1, 2003;
Ord. 3736 § 1, 1996; Ord. 3513 § 1, 1993; Ord. 3429 § 1, 1992)

15.84.020 Purpose.

A. This chapter is intended to implement and be consistent with the most recent update of the Metropolitan
Bakersfield General Plan.

B. The purpose of this chapter is to regulate the use and development of land so as to assure that new
development bears a proportionate share of the cost of capital expenditures necessary to provide a regional
transportation system consistent with the Circulation Element of the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan. (Ord.
4150 § 1, 2003; Ord. 3736 § 1, 1996; Ord. 3513 8 1, 1993; Ord. 3429 § 1, 1992)

15.84.030 Definitions.

Whenever used in this chapter, unless a different meaning clearly appears from the context, the words set out in
this section shall have the following meanings:

“Administrator” means the city public works director or designee.

The Bakersfield Municipal Code is current through Ordinance 4998, passed November 6, 2019,
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“Building permit” means an official document or official certification which authorizes the construction, alteration,
enlargement, conversion, reconstruction, remodeling, rehabilitation, erection, demolition, moving or repair of a
building or structure within the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Area. In the case of a change in use or
occupancy of an existing building or structure, the term shall specifically include certificates of occupancy, as those
terms are defined in the California Building Code as may be adopted by the city council.

“Capital improvements"” means transportation, planning, preliminary engineering, engineering design studies, land
surveys, right-of-way acquisition, engineering, permitting and construction of all the necessary features for any
transportation facility projects including, but not limited to:

1. Construction of new through lanes;

2. Construction of new turn lanes;

3. Construction of new frontage or access roads;

4. Construction of new bridges and widening;

5. Construction of new drainage facilities in conjunction with new roadway construction;

6. Purchase and installation of traffic signalization (including both new and upgrading signalization);
7. Construction of curbs, medians and shoulders in conjunction with new roadway construction;

8. Relocating utilities to accommodate new roadway construction;

9. Other capacity increasing improvements, such as transportation systems measures.

"Construction Cost Index” means the ENR Annual Construction Cost Index (Los Angeles) as published by
Engineering News Record, McGraw-Hill Cos.

“Expansion of the capacity of a road” means all road and intersection enhancements and includes, but is not
limited to, extensions, widening intersection improvements, upgrading signalization and improving pavement
conditions.

“Fee payer” means a person commencing a land development activity which generates or attracts traffic and who
is applying to the city for the issuance of a building permit for a type of land development activity specified in the
current resolution adopting the transportation impact fee schedule, regardless if the fee payer owns the land
which is to be developed.

“Land development activity generating traffic’ means any change in land use, or any construction or expansion of
buildings or structures, or any change in the use of any building or structure that attracts or produces vehicular
trips as determined by the administrator.

“Level of service (LOS)” means a qualitative measure that represents the collective factors of speed, travel time,
traffic interruption, freedom to maneuver, safety, driving comfort and convenience and operation costs provided
by a highway facility under a particular volume condition as set forth in the 1985 (or current edition) Highway
Capacity Manual.

The Bakersfield Municipal Code is current through Ordinance 4998, passed November 6, 2019,
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“Major residential facilities” means only multi-family complexes consisting of ten or more individual units
constructed under one permit.

“Regional Transportation Facilities List” means those projects in the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan area
which are included in the adopted Capital Improvement Plan annually updated by the city council. These facilities
constitute some of the regional facilities needed to maintain a LOS C or prevent the degradation of roads which
are currently below LOS C as shown in the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan—Circulation Element.

“Site-related improvements” means capital improvements and right-of-way dedications for direct access
improvements to the development in question. Direct access improvements include, but are not limited to, the
following:

1. Site driveways and roads;

2. Median cuts made necessary by those driveways or roads;

3. Right turn, left turn, and deceleration or acceleration lanes leading to or from those driveways or roads;
4. Traffic control measures for those driveways or roads;

5. Access or frontage roads not identified on Regional Transportation Facilities List.*

“Transportation impact fee schedule” means the schedule of fees imposed on various land use types which is
annually adopted by resolution of the city council. This fee schedule contains the fee per living unit for residential
land use types and the fee per trip for nonresidential land use types. (Ord. 4150 § 1, 2003; Ord. 3736 § 1, 1996;
Ord. 3513 § 1, 1993; Ord. 3429 8 1, 1992)

* Editor's Note: The Regional Transportation Facilities List, referred to herein, has not been codified but may
be found in the office of the city clerk attached to Ordinance No. 3429.

15.84.040 Imposition of transportation impact fee.

A. Except as provided in Section 15.84.090 of this chapter, any person who applies to the city for the issuance of
a building permit to make an improvement to land for one of the uses which is specified in the current resolution
adopting the transportation impact fee schedule, and which will generate or attract additional traffic, shall be
required to pay a transportation impact fee in a manner and amount set forth in this chapter provided that the
land development activity is consistent with the designations of the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan.

B. In the case of structures, mobile homes, or recreational vehicles which are moved from one location to
another, a transportation impact fee shall be collected for the new location if the structure, mobile home or
recreational vehicle is a type of land development listed in the current resolution adopting the transportation
impact fee schedule, regardless of whether transportation impact fees have been paid at the old location, unless
the use at the new location is a replacement of an equivalent use at the new location. If the structure or mobile
home so moved is replaced by an equivalent use within five years, no transportation impact fee shall be assessed
the replacement use. If replaced within ten years, fifty percent of the otherwise applicable fee shall be paid. If

The Bakersfield Municipal Code is current through Ordinance 4998, passed November 6, 2019.
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replaced after ten years, one hundred percent of the otherwise applicable fee shall be paid. In every case, the
burden of establishing past payment of transportation impact fee or equivalency of use rests with the fee payer.

C. Nothing in this chapter shall exempt land development from the requirements of the site plan review policy
regarding major retail projects adopted by City Council Resolution No. 111-83.

D. Inthe event of development that necessitates a general plan amendment, the transportation impact fee shall
be as established in subsection A. Any additional local mitigation measures or fees for facilities (not provided for in
the facilities list and therefore not a part of the transportation impact fee) shall be established by independent
study which shall be based on the actual impacts of said development. The independent study shall measure the
impact of the development in question on the road system by following the prescribed methodologies and
formats for the study established by the administrator. Any local mitigation fees shall be adjusted annually by the
annual Construction Cost Index.

E. Each fiscal year, the administrator shall present to the city council a proposed fee schedule as defined in
Section 15.84.030. The fee schedule shall be adjusted annually by the annual Construction Cost Index. Also, the fee
schedule shall be evaluated to account for changes in the Regional Transportation Facilities List, changes in cost
estimates for the various projects on the list, and any other item which would change new developments
proportionate share of the cost of the Regional Transportation Facilities List. This fee schedule shall be adopted by
a resolution of the city council following a noticed public hearing. (Ord. 4532 § 1, 2008; Ord. 4150 § 1, 2003; Ord.
4069 § 1, 2002; Ord. 3736 § 1, 1996; Ord. 3513 § 1, 1993; Ord. 3429 § 1, 1992)

15.84.050 Computation of transportation impact fee.

A. The following rules shall govern the computation of the fee:

1. The reference in the schedule to square feet refers to the gross square footage of each floor of a building
measured to the exterior walls, and not usable, interior, rentable, noncommon or other forms of net square
footage.

2. When more than one land use type is proposed within the same structure (i.e., an office as part of an
industrial complex), each land use type will be calculated separately and the total of the various uses will be
assessed.

3. Ifthe type of development activity for which a building permit is applied is not clearly specified on the
current fee schedule as adopted by resolution, the administrator shall use the fee applicable to the most
nearly comparable type of land use on the above referenced fee schedule. The administrator shall be guided
in the selection of a comparable type by the report titled “Trip Generation: An Information Report,” Institute of
Transportation Engineers (latest edition). If the administrator determines that there is no comparable type of
land use on the above fee schedule, then the administrator shall determine the fee by:

a. Using traffic generation statistics from the above-named sources; and

b. Applying the formula set forth in subsection B of this section,

The Bakersfield Municipal Code is current through Ordinance 4998, passed November 6, 2019.
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4. When a change of use, redevelopment or modification of an existing use requires the issuance of a
building permit, the transportation impact fee shall be based upon the net increase in the impact fee for the
new use as compared to the previous use. However, should the change of use, redevelopment or modification
result in a net decrease, no refunds or credits for past transportation impact fees paid shall be made or
credited. The administrator shall follow the same procedure to determine “increase” as is outlined above for a
determination “increase” as is outlined above for a determination of “comparable use.”

B. The transportation impact fee for residential uses shall be as specified in the current resolution adopting the
transportation impact fee schedule. The computation of nonresidential fee will utilize the following formula:

Transportation Impact Fee = ADT x Units x Fee per Unit where the ADT is Average Daily Traffic per one thousand
square feet, acre or unit listed; “Units” is the land use rate (number of one thousand square feet, number of acres,
number of units); and “Fee per Unit” is the established fee for each Unit proposed. The established “Fee per Unit”
to be used in computing the required fee is specified in the current resolution adopting the transportation impact
fee schedule.

C. Where there is any question regarding the land use and corresponding ADTs, the administrator shall make the
determination regarding the appropriate ADT. (Ord. 4150 § 1, 2003; Ord. 3736 § 1, 1996; Ord. 3513 § 1, 1993; Ord.
34298 1,1992)

15.84.060 Payment of fee.

A. For all projects, the fee payer shall pay the transportation impact fee required by this chapter and any
required local mitigation fee to the appropriate city department, as determined by the administrator, at the time
of issuance of a building permit.

B. Inlieu of cash, the transportation impact fee may be paid by the use of credits which are created in
accordance with the provisions of Section 15.84.090 of this chapter.

C. All funds collected pursuant to this ordinance shall be deposited into the appropriate transportation impact
fee trust fund and used solely for the purposes specified in this chapter. (Ord. 4532 § 1, 2008; Ord. 4150 § 1, 2003;
Ord. 3736 § 1, 1996; Ord. 3513 § 1, 1993; Ord. 34298 1, 1992)

15.84.070 Use of funds.

A. Funds collected from transportation impact fees shall be used for the purpose of capital improvements to
transportation facilities associated with the “Regional Transportation Facilities List.” Such improvements shall be of
the type as are made necessary by the new development. No funds shall be used for periodic or routine
maintenance. Funds shall be used exclusively for capital improvements within the city or for projects outside the
city but within the Bakersfield Metropolitan General Plan area which are a direct benefit to the city.

B. In the event that bonds or similar debt instruments are issued for advanced provision of road capital
improvements for which transportation impact fee may be expended, impact fees may be used to pay debt

The Bakersfield Municipal Code is current through Ordinance 4998, passed November 6, 2019.
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service on such bonds or similar debt instruments to the extent that the facilities provided are of the type
described in subsection A above.

C. Each fiscal year, the administrator shall present to the city council a proposed update to the capital
improvement plan for road construction projects as set forth in Section 15.84.030(C). Such plan shall indicate the
approximate location, size, time of availability and estimates of cost for all improvements to be financed with
transportation impact fees. Such plan shall be updated by the city council at a noticed public hearing as required
by Government Code Section 66002. (Ord. 4150 § 1, 2003; Ord. 3736 § 1, 1996; Ord. 3513 § 1, 1993; Ord. 3429 § 1,
1992)

15.84.080 Refund of fee paid.

Any funds not expended or encumbered by the end of the calendar quarter immediately following five years from
the date the transportation impact fee was paid shall be refunded to the then current owner or owners of lots or
units of the development project or projects on a prorated basis, pursuant to the provisions of Government Code
Section 66001. (Ord. 4532 § 1, 2008; Ord. 4150 § 1, 2003; Ord. 3736 § 1, 1996; Ord. 3513 §1,1993; Ord. 3429 § 1,
1992)

15.84.090 Exemptions and credits.

A. The following shall be exempted from payment of the transportation impact fee if claimed at the time of
application for a building permit:

1. Alterations or expansion of an existing building or use of land where no additional living units will be
produced over and above those in the existing use of the property, the use is not changed, and where no
additional vehicular trips will be produced over and above those produced by the existing use.

2. Construction of accessory buildings or structures which will not produce additional vehicular trips over
and above those produced by the principal building or use of the land.

3. The replacement of a lawfully permitted building, mobile home or structure, the building permit for which
was issued on or before the effective date of the ordinance codified in this chapter or the replacement of a
building, mobile home, or structure that was constructed subsequent thereto and for which the correct
transportation impact fee, which was owed at the time the building permit was issued, was paid or otherwise
provided for, with a new building, mobile home, or structure of the same use and at the same location,
provided that no additional vehicular trips will be produced over and above those produced by the original
use of the land.

4. Abuilding permit for which the transportation impact fee thereof has been or will be paid or otherwise
provided for pursuant to a written agreement, zoning approval or development agreement which, by the
written terms thereof, clearly and unequivocally was intended to provide for the full mitigation of such impact

The Bakersfield Municipal Code is current through Ordinance 4998, passed November 6, 2019.
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by enforcement of the agreement, zoning approval or development order, and not by the application of this
chapter.

5. A building permit which does not result in any additional generation or attraction of traffic as determined
by the administrator.

B. Transportation fee credits may be granted under the following procedures and when proper claims are made
at the time of application for a building permit.

1. Credit requests for construction of any facility included in the Regional Transportation Facilities List
require:

a. A project description in sufficient detail; and

b. A complete cost estimate consistent with the unit costs established by the Regional Transportation
Facilities List; and

¢. Any additional support data required to permit the administrator to evaluate the request.

2. Credit requests for land dedication included in the Regional Transportation Facilities List require:
a. A deed to convey title to the appropriate governmental body; and
b. Atitle report prepared within sixty days of submission thereof; and

c. A complete cost estimate consistent with the unit costs for rights-of-way established by the Regional
Transportation Facilities List.

3. Notwithstanding the above, no credit for rights-of-way shall be granted unless said rights-of-way are
specifically included in the Regional Transportation Impact Facility List or, when a part of a city capital project
(i.e., eminent domain or rights-of-way negotiation).

4. Notwithstanding the above, no credit shall be given for local roads or payments to special assessment or
taxing districts.

5. Determination of whether a capital improvement will be approved for credit purposes lies exclusively with
the administrator, unless the improvement is required under state or city development approval, in which
case credits shall be given to the extent required by law.

C. Credits granted under this section shall not exceed the actual documented costs, or, the facility’s Regional
Transportation Facilities List total cost, whichever is less.

D. Unless provided for pursuant to a city approved transportation impact fee credit agreement, credits for
construction shall be created when the construction is completed and accepted by the appropriate governmental
body for maintenance, credits for land dedication shall be created when title to said land has been accepted by the
city, and the total credit granted for any one development shall not exceed the total transportation impact fees
attributable to that same development. (Ord. 4150 § 1, 2003; Ord. 3736 § 1, 1996; Ord. 3513 § 1, 1993; Ord. 3429
§1,1992)

The Bakersfield Municipal Code is current through Ordinance 4998, passed November 6, 2019.
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15.84.100 Appeal.

Any decision made by the city administrator in the course of administering this chapter may be appealed to the
city council by filing a written notice of appeal with the city clerk. The written notice of appeal shall set forth the
grounds of the appeal and shall be filed within ten calendar days after the decision of the city administrator. The
cost to file a notice of appeal with the city clerk shall be as set forth in Chapter 3.70 of the Bakersfield Municipal
Code. The city council may, upon said hearing, sustain, modify, reject or overrule the decision of the city
administrator, which decision shall be final and conclusive. (Ord. 4150 § 1, 2003; Ord. 4085 § 1, 2002; Ord. 3736
§1,1996; Ord. 3513 § 1, 1993; Ord. 3429 § 1, 1992)

The Bakersfield Municipal Code is current through Ordinance 4998, passed November 6, 2019.

Disclaimer: The city clerk has the official version of the Bakersfield Municipal Code. Users should contact the city
clerk for ordinances passed subsequent to the ordinance cited above.

City Website: bakersfieldci
City Telephone: (661) 326-3000
~ode Publishing C

The Bakersfield Municipal Code is current through Ordinance 4998, passed November 6, 2019.
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ATTACHMENT A: TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE SURVEY FORM

Name of Agency: Ci '{'\f O,C Te hﬁf‘ L\O«Dl
Title of Fee Program: Tep -f--?a c Mityasin a-n Fop,
Program Approval Date: <) le\i\) 2, &OOL;

Program Sunset Date:

Total Value of Program: Based on General Plan available acreage $ Q ?34 ’7(/3 ??
Capital List Cost Estimate: Based on Capital Transportation Needs $ G S( Q—‘ "'ﬂf L{ 2 l‘l
Estimate of Single-Family Housing based on adopted General Plan: [Acreage by res1dent|al density type] AHacheof

Estimate of Commercial Development based on adopted General Plan: [Acreage by commercial type] MCV?:M

PROGRAM REVENUE HISTORY AND SCHEDULE INFORMATION

Annual Receipts for 3 years: ’.f_;s ol
$ 49-1'. 299  amount collected for ealendaryear 2017 as published in budget
$_53 8&9 amount collected for calendar year 2018 as published in budget

$ é, ) & ‘ﬂ 7 amount collected for calendar year 2019 as published in budget

Urban Core Fee Per Household: $_A 595 2~ cost per single family residential unit

Outlying Area Fee Per Household: $ N t 5 cost per single family residential unit
Commercial Fee for Urban Core: $ [0 g‘ © S cost per square foot of development

Commercial Fee for Outlying Area: §$ N / X cost per square foot of development

PLEASE CHECK THE FOLLOWING LIST TO INDICATE DOCUMENTS INCLUDED WITH THIS FORM

?’» Attached: Adopted ordinance of latest Transportation Impact Fee Schedule
0 Attached: Most recent copy of Nexus Study
0 Attached: Most recent copy of Improvement List tied to Fee Schedule

Other comments:

Contact Name: ‘\J\/\"f S«:u—wss.z«_

Contact Phone #: (66() 877 - 2Zoc
Contact E-Mail: U\LsJ,\L_oSsa <3 *f‘LLqu'p'.c.‘FJl\a“- Conn

Signature: — <~ I

Date: T-l&- 7202
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The City recognizes that the State requires land zoned at a minimum of 20 units per acre to meet the very low and low income housing
allocation. The City has adequate vacant land and housing opportunities within the T-4 District, which has a maximum allowable density of 35
units per acre, to accommodate the remaining 191 units in these categories. As shown in Table 5-1 and Table 5-2, a realistic capacity for T-4
zone is 3,164 units assuming the parcels are only built to 70 percent capacity and at a conservative density of 20 units per acre.

TABLE 5-1:  VACANT LAND INVENTORY TOTALS
NUMBER OF | ALLOWABLE GP DESIGNATION | ACRES MAX REALISTIC | EXISTING | INFRASTRUCTURE ON-SITE
PARCELS DENSITY CAPACITY UNIT USE CAPACITY CONSTRAINTS
(UNITSIACRE) (UNITS) CAPACITY
R-1 365 1 per lot T2.5 N 365 365| Vacant Unknown none
Subtotal Low Density 365 91 365 365
R-2 56 12 T3 20 241 166 | Vacant | Water Available
Sewer Service
will need to be
[ : extended
T-3 5 12 T3 44 530 366 | Vacant Unknown none
Subtotal Med Density 61 64 771 532
R-3 1 16 T4 1 16 11| Vacant Water/Sewer none
_ avaiIabIe_
T-4 15 20 T4 229 4,586 3,164 | Vacant Water/Sewer none
| available
T-45 10 20 T4.5 1 29 20| Vacant Water/Sewer none
B available
Subtotal High Density 26¢ 232 4,630 3,195
Totals 452 387 5,767 4,092
Source: City of Tehachapi, 2015

Table 5-2 shows the residential capacity of high density sites with a minimum lot size of one acre. This indicates that while there are 10 parcels zoned T-4 5,
there are no parcels greater than one acre and here is one parcel zoned R-3 but it does not meet the minimum density requirements, and therefore the T-4.5
and R-3 parcels are not assumed to accommodate very-low and low-income housing.

The City recently updated the Zoning Ordinance to be consistent with the updated General Plan 2035. The new Zoning Ordinance includes a form-based code,
and addresses density and residential zones. With the new Zoning Ordnance,sites located within transect zones allow densities of 20 units per acre or more,
depending on building type and zone. For more information see Chapter 6, Constraints.
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EXPANSION EXISTING CONDITIONS BuiLbout
CATEGORY 2009 2035 CHANGE FROM BaSELINE

Northern Foothills 2-10
West Tucker 1, 3, 4 BWELLINGS 3,116

Central 1 Cihutanive BAWELIINGS 5,319 2,012

South 6 - 10

TABLE 2-2.1: DEVELOPMENT POTENTIAL

PopULATION 8,328
Cunuranive PORULATION 14,200 5,372

Northern Foothills
Willow Springs 2 - 4 : ciaL JOFFICE 1,187,112
CumLknive COMMERGUL] OEFICE 2,026,265 766,493

{NDUSTRIAL 1,176,613 |
CuntaTive INBUSTRIAL 2,008,345 759,714

e ——

ACRICHITHRAL 7,834.20 5,420.45 -2,413.75
215.44 422.00 206.56 -|
|

327.20 327.20 0

Expansion: Undeveloped areas are

typically but not always at Tehachapi’s 81.36 152.85 Ao ‘

edges. Expansion areas typically

require the most in terms of infrastruc- 454.83

ture while physically extending the e 1:439.73

town. Development in these areas is

to be planned as complete neighbor- HOUSEHOLD SIZE FACTOR = 2.67

hoods, districts or corridors per the
amount of appropriate transect desig-
nations identified in Table 2-1.

AVERAGE ANNUAL RATE OF GROWTH = 0.02

Development Potential: The above figures are maximums and provided to disclose what amount of
development potential is possible to the year 2035. All development is subject to compliance with all
applicable requirements including an annual growth management audit to track growth and the availabil-
ity of services such as water supply.

January 2012 TEHACHAP!, CALIFORNIA 2103
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RESOLUTION NO. 37-06 69

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF
THE CITY OF TEHACHAPI AUTHORIZING
IMPLEMENTATION OF TRANSPORTATION
IMPACT FEES

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Tehachapi has considered a report
and study prepared by Kern County which demonstrates that the current roadway
network in the City of Tehachapi will not be able to handle the traffic associated with the
anticipated growth in the area (the “Kern County Model”); and

WHEREAS, City staff has reviewed the Kem County Model and thereby
independently verified and validated same; and

WHEREAS, by comparing the Kemn County Model to the City of Tehachapi
General Plan, City staff has forecasted the areas of commercial, residential and
industrial development to be built by the year 2030 and the roadway network necessary
to maintain a level of service “C” in the area (the “Facilities List”); and

WHEREAS, utilizing the Institute of Traffic Engineers manual for trip generation
rates, City staff has calculated the fee per unit for residential development, and the fee
per square foot for non-residential (industrial, office commercial, retail commercial)
development; and

WHEREAS, in order to cumulatively address traffic impacts caused by new
development in the City, the City Council desires to establish a traffic impact fee; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing on adoption of this resolution and the impact fees
referred to herein was set and held by the City Council on July 3, 2006 at a meeting
held at the Kern County Veterans Hall located at 125 East “F” Street, Tehachapi,
California; and

WHEREAS, the Kern County Model as well as all materials supplementary
thereto and all background data referenced therein were available for public inspection
and review at the City Clerk’s office of the City of Tehachapi for a period of at least ten
(10) days prior to the public hearing and mailed notice was given at least fourteen (14)
days prior to the public hearing to any interested person who filed a written request with
the City for mailed notice of the public hearing; and

WHEREAS, the public hearing was also noticed pursuant to and in compliance
with Government Code Section 6062(a), and was held as a part of a regularly
scheduled meeting of the City Council of the City of Tehachapi; and

WHEREAS, the City Council finds as follows:

A. The purpose of these fees is to finance the Facilities List to reduce the
impacts of increased demand on the City's roadway network caused by new
development within the City of Tehachapi.

B. The fees collected pursuant to this resolution shall be used to finance the
public facilities described in the Facilities List including, without limitation, transportation
planning, preliminary engineering, engineering design, land surveys, right-of-way
acquisition, engineering, permitting and construction of all the necessary features for
any ftransportation facility projects including, but not-limited to construction of new
through lanes, new turn lanes, new frontage or access roads, new bridges and
widening new drainage facilities in conjunction with new roadway construction,
purchase and installation of traffic signalization (including both new and upgrading
signalization), construction of curbs, medians, sidewalks, bicycle paths and shoulders in
conjunction with new roadway construction, relocating utilities to accommodate new
roadway construction, and other capacity increasing improvements, such as
transportation systems measures.

C. After considering the foregoing and the testimony received at the public
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hearing, the City Council approves the Kern County Model and the Facilities List and all
improvements described herein and therein and incorporates such herein, and further
finds that future new development will generate additional demand on the City's
roadway network.

D. It is important and necessary to provide for additional roadway facilities
which have not been constructed, funded, or acquired, or have been constructed but
new development has not contributed to its fair share towards the facilities costs, or has
been constructed and needs to be improved.

E. The facts and evidence presented establish that there is a reasonable
relationship between the need for the described public facilities and the impacts of new
development for which the corresponding fee is charged.

F. The cost estimates set forth in the Kern County Model are reasonable
cost estimates for constructing, funding, or acquiring these facilities, and the fees
expected to be generated by new development will not exceed the total of these costs.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF TEHACHAPI AS FOLLOWS:

1. That the foregoing recitals and findings are true and correct.

2. That the City Council hereby adopts and approves the Kern County Model
and the Facilities List and same is incorporated herein and the City Council further finds
that new development in the City will generate additional demands on the City’s
roadway network and will contribute to the impact upon such facilities or create the
need for new such facilities.

8l That the City Council hereby establishes the traffic impact fees described
in Exhibit “A” attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof entitled
“Proposed Transportation Impact Fee (Tehachapi Core Fee)’.

4, That the City Council hereby establishes the traffic impact fees described
in Table 1a of Exhibit “A-1" attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereol
entitled “Proposed Transportation Impact Fee (Tehachapi Regional Fee)”.

51 That the City Council approves the computation of non-residential fees
utilizing Table 2 and the formula set forth in Exhibit “B” attached hereto and by this
reference made a part hereof.

PASSED AND ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of
Tehachapi held on the 3rd day of July, 2006, by the following vote:

AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS: _GRIMES, HAND, TEEL, VERNON

NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS: _NONE

ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS: SMTH

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS: _yNONE.

ED GRIMES, Mayor of the City of
Tehachapi, California
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ATTEST:

/\Qﬂ',bz;—b —)é/\f% L)
DEBBIE BROWN,

Deputy City Clerk of the City of Tehachapi,
California

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was duly and regularly adopted by the
J City Council of the City of Tehachapi at a regular meeting thereof held on 3™ day of July
2006.

DEBBIE BRO%L
I Deputy City Clerk of the City of Tehachapi, California
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EXHIBIT “A”

Table 1b: Tehachapi Core Fee
PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE

" Land Use

Proposed Fee

Residential

Single Family Residential Units

$2,952 (per Dwelling Unit)

| Multi-Family Residential Units

$2,073 (per Dwelling Unit)

Non-Residential

Industrial

$109 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

Office Commercial:
H Under 100,000 sq. ft

$90 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

100,000 — 199,999 sq. ft

$90 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

200,000 sq. ft & over

$90 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

Retail Commercial:

Under 10,000 sq.ft

$22 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

10,000 — 49,999 sq. ft

$39 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

50,000 — 99,999 sq. ft

$55 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

100,000 sq. ft & over

Minimum of $55 (per ADT per
1,000 sf)
Based upon analysis
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EXHIBIT “A-1”

Table 1a: Tehachapi Regional Fee
PROPOSED TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE

Land Use

Proposed Fee

Residential

—————

Single Family Residential Units

$4,772 (per Dwelling Unit)

Multi-Family Residential Units

$3,351 (per Dwelling Unit)

Non-Residential

Industrial

$176 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

Office Commercial:

Under 100,000 sq. ft

$145 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

100,000 —- 199,999 sq. ft

$145 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

200,000 sq. ft & over

$145 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

Retail Commercial:

Under 10,000 sq. ft

$36 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

10,000 — 49,999 sq. ft

$62 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

50,000 - 99,999 sq. ft

$89 (per ADT per 1,000 sf)

100,000 sq. ft & over

Minimum of $89 (per ADT per
1,000sf)
Based upon analysis

69
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EXHIBIT “B”

“ The computation for non-residential fees will utilize the following formula:

Transportation Impact Fee = ADT x Units x Fee per Unit
where the "ADT" is Average Daily Traffic per 1,000 square feet, acre or unit listed;
"Units" is the land use rate (number of 1,000 square feet, number of acres, number of
units); and "Fee per Unit" is the established fee for each "Unit" proposed. Table 1 is the
established "Fee per Unit" to be used in computing the required fee. ADT is listed in

Table 2.
TABLE 2
| COUNTY OF KERN METROPOLITAN BAKERSFIELD
TRANSPORTATION IMPACT FEE
AVERAGE DAILY VEHICLE TRIP RATES (ADT)
FOR NON-RESIDENTIAL USES
Land Use Generator ADT PH ADT PE ADT PER
Type 1,000 § ACRE | UNIT LISTED
RETAIL:
Free Standing
5&6 Supermarket
| 5&6 Discount Club
5&6 Discount Store
| 5&6 New Car Dealer
5&6 Convenience Market
|> 5&6 Convenience Market /Gasolir 241/pump™*
5&6 Hardware/Paint Store
5&6 Building Materials and Lumbs
5&6 Furniture and Carpet Store
5&6 Plant Nursery (Garden Cente

SHOPPING CENTER - GENERAL:

5 Under 10,000 SF

10,000 - 49,999 SF

50,000 - 99,000 SF

100,000 - 199,999 SF

200,000 - 299,999 SF

300,000 - 399,999 SF

||| O

Over 400,000 SF Subject to

SHOPPING CENTER:

5&6 Specialty Retail Center (Strip
5&6 Apparel Store
INDUSTRIAL/MANUFACTURING:

Free Standing

General Manufacturing
Warehouse
Industrial Park

Light Industry

Heavy industry

WWlW|Wwlw|w

Mini-warehouse, incl. Storagé
Containers

OFFICE - COMMERCIAL:

4 Under 100,000 SF

CITY OF
TEHACHAPI
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4 100,000 - 199,999 SF
4 200,000 - 399,999 SF
Over 400,000 SF Subject to
OFFICE:
4 Government
4 Single Tenant Office Building
4 Medical
4 Clinic
I RESTAURANT:
5&6 Quality - 1 hr. Or longer turng
I» 5&6 High Turnover (Sit-Down)
5&6 Fast Food without Drive-thru
5&6 Fast Food with Drive-thru
L 5&6 Beer Bar/Drinking Place
| FINANCIAL:
58&6 | All Facilities |

PARKS AND RECREATION:

5&6 Golf Course
5&6 Bowling
5&6 Recreational Community Cet|
5&6 Health Club
5&6 Racquet Club
| HOSPITAL:
5&6 General 12/Bed
4 Convalescent/Nursing 3/Bed
EDUCATIONAL:
4 Colleges/Trade Schools 2.4/Student
4 Junior/Community Colleges 1.3/Student
4 High School 1.4/Student
4 Elementary/Jr. High School 1.1/Student
4 Day Care Center 4.7/Student
4 Libraries '
AIRPORT:
58&6 | Local Airport |
HOTEL/MOTEL.:
5&6 Hotel* (w/Restaurant, Meet.§ 9/occ. Room
5&6 Motel (W/Restaurant Only) 10/occ. Room

MISCELLANEOUS:

5&86 Service Station 181/pump™*
5&6 Service Station w/Convenien 194/pump**
5&6 Theaters 1.8/seat
5&6 Auto repair (no Fuel Pumps)

5&6 Self-Serve Car Wash 108/car/bay
5&6 Church

5&6 Jail (Short Term) 7/employee
5&6 Truck Terminal
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Use higher number of total trips where more than one criterium is given for trip rates

(e.g., per 1,000 SF and per acre)

*No additional fee charged for restaurants, offices, etc., if they are an integral part of the structure
**A “pump” is considered to be a single dispenser unit

I
[ NOTES:
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Tehachapi Core

1 8.5 7.00 A0%] 958 54 39.2%| 5 2674.726.79 [ $ 2760155 2763005 267458400

2 6.72) 7.00 A00% 528 4230 29, 17.9%| 5 1.21 s 156016 | § 198000 | & 129832000

3 98] 380 65%| 489,000 5403 BADS 3 10200 | 5 347.15088

5 150 240 B5%| 210,000 3278 B3 3 BADD | & 2151BA00

5 1838 05| 500%| 185,000 35 A7 527 2100 (8 15.00

E) A5 75 504 323,500 33,452 79,297 3600 [ § 1.205.351.00

10 75,4 250 50, a2 5947 BESS S 38123100

==
TOTAL= 165,384 100% § 6821,444.24 $ 6,634,743.88
NOTES:
* ESTIMATED REVENUE
{1) (ADT TRIP RATE) X (LNITS OR SO. FT, {1,000'5])
12) [AVG TRIP LENGTH?Z] X (% NEW TRIPS) X (TOTAL Estimated Trips) 200 3,000 000 300,000 D00 )
{3) (Estimated TRAVEL (per Land Use Type))i(Total Estimited TRAVEL) 63,1 355 316 3 18.4 41
(4) (Aliocation Faclor) X (Tetal Program Cos() 85645 1098 B32 500 450 7255
(5 [{Cost Aioeation){Units or SOFT (1,000'2))J(ADT TRIP RATE (for Fee por ADT Land Use ONLY)) 3 5200|% Zoo|s 21005 10g00 | S 84005 52100
1] ﬁaﬁwumummmmmm = =
5341 354,00 | S2305800 51327200 561 B00.00 $36.540.00 $117,260.00

(7} (FEE (Rounded))

i
38

X {Uifa or SQFT {1,000')) X {ADT TRIP RATE

{for "Fee par ADT™ Land Uss ONLY)

i 180
t : X
T M,
] —
0 ¥ W"—W
e
a3 T
6%
0%
2 0% 3
T
TR0 46 3
20% .n.soe_us
1]
3
‘. h. T
Toow
[l )
L o
= gL
=




" 7a5% | $34.281,919.45 | oT3

G2%[ S 421781023 S 371740800

1% S 1,867 26
3%| S 82825202

TOTAL= 607,747 100% $46,028,555.76 $ 465,025,794.19

NOTES;

~ ESTIMATED REVENUE

(1) (ADT TRIP RATE) X (UNITS OR SQ. FY. (1,000's))

(2) [AVG TRIP LENGTH/2] X (% NEW TRIPS) X (TOTAL Estimated Trips)

(3) (Estimated TRAVEL (per Land Use Type))/(Total Estimated TRAVEL)

(4) (Allocation Factor) X (Tatal Pragram Cost)

(5) ((Cost Allacation)/(Units or SQFT {1,000's)V(ADT TRIP RATE (for "Fee per ADT" Land Use ONLY})

(6) (FEE per UNIT ar ADT) rounded to nearest whole Dollar
(7) (FEE (Rounded)) X (Units or SQFT (1,000's)) X (ADT TRIP RATE (for "Fee per ADT" Land Lise GNLY)]

T

) 2178000

3 Al 0O
3 A2 T
204 2 2 3 - E] ¥
15 14000000
i F] F] m:%m 3 1,780,000.00
e — ¥ veio0ao0
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Rosamond- TIF



LIMITS SEGMENT| NUMBER [ NUMBER COST ESTIMATE
STREET - of LANES | of LANES | FUNDED COST COST SIGNAL ADDITIONAL TOTAL
NAME STRIPED |PROPOSED| by FEE NOTES RIW. CONSTRUCT. COST COST COST FUNDING

Avenue A 10th Street West 30th Street West 2.00 2 6 $528, 000 $2,048, OOO $520,000 $3,096,000 $3,096,000
Avenue A SP RR Temporary at-grade crossing $100,000 $100,000 $100,000
Avenue A SR 14 Ramps Install Signals $0 $0 $300,000 $0 $300,000 $300,000
Avenue A 10th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $100,000 $100,000
Avenue A Sierra Highway Install Signal $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $100,000 $100,000
Avenue A 20th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $100,000 $100,000
Avenue A 30th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $100,000 $0 $100,000 $100,000
Avenue A SR 14 0.04 2 6 4 |Widen Interchange $240,000 $2,677,000 $0 $438,000 $3,355,000 $3,355,000
Dawn Road SR 14 0.05 2 4 2 |Widen Interchange $0 $2,820,000 $0 $468,000 $3,288,000 $3,288,000
Dawn Road SR 14 Ramps Install Signals $0 $0 $300,000 $0 $300,000 $300,000
Rosamond Boulevard |Edwards AFB Sierra Hwy 1.30 2 4 2 $400,000 $470,000 $0 $180,000 $1,050,000 $1,050,000
Rosamond Boulevard |W/o Edwards AFB Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard _[10th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard _[15th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard | Sierra Highway SR 14 0.50 4 6 2 $220,000 $435,000 $0 $360,000 $1,015,000 $1,015,000
Rosamond Boulevard |SR 14 2 6 4 |Widen Interchange 0 $1,628,000 $0 $257,000 $1,885,000 $1,885,000
Rosamond Boulevard [SR 14 Ramps Modify Signals $0 $0 $80,000 $0 $80,000 $80,000
Rosamond Boulevard _|Eagle Way 35th Street West 0.85 2 5 3 $635,000 $435,000 $0 $180,000 $1,250,000 $1,250,000
Rosamond Boulevard _[30th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard _[35th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard _[35th Street West 45th Street West 1.00 2 5 3 $600,000 $300,000 $0 $180,000 $1,080,000 $1,080,000
Rosamond Boulevard _[35th Street West 45th Street West 1.00 Median Improvments $0 $100,000 $0 $0 $100,000 $100,000
Rosamond Boulevard _[40th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard _[45th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard _[45th Street West 65th Street West 2.00 2 3 1 $0 $400,000 $0 $180,000 $580,000 $580,000
Rosamond Boulevard [45th Street West 65th Street West 2.00 3 5 2 $650,000 $920,000 $0 $180,000 $1,750,000 $1,750,000
Rosamond Boulevard _|45th Street West 65th Street West 2.00 Median Improvments $0 $300,000 $0 $0 $300,000 $300,000
Rosamond Boulevard |50th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard _|55th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard |60th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard _|65th Street West Install Signal $0 $0 $120,000 $0 $120,000 $120,000
Rosamond Boulevard _|Sierra Highway 35th Street West 1.35 Median Improvements $0 $320,000 $0 $0 $320,000 $320,000
Willow Avenue SR14 New Interchange $750,000 $5,080,000 $0 $920,000 $6,750,000 $6,750,000
Willow Avenue SR 14 Ramps Install Signals $0 $0 $300,000 $0 $300,000 $300,000
10th Street West Avenue A Rosamond Boulevard| 3.00 2 $792,000 $1,536,000 $0 $280,000 $2,608,000 $2,608,000
30th Street West Avenue A Rosamond Boulevard| 3.00 4 $0 $256,000 $0 $31,000 $287,000 $287,000
TOTALS $4.815,000 $19,825,000 $2,700,000 $4,454,000 $31,794,000 $31,514,000
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City of Delano

List of Projects of Regional Significant:

1. Traffic Signal at Lexington Street & Garces Highway (SR-155)
2. Traffic Signal at High Street & Garces Highway (SR-155)
3. Woollomes Bridge Widening
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