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EXECUTI VE SUMMARY

This report presents theonformity Analysis for the 287 Federal Transportation Improvement
Program(2027 FTIP) andthe 2026 Regional Transportation PlIg2026 RTP). Kern Council of
Governmentss the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPOIKemn County
California, and is responsible for regional transportation planning.

The Clean Air Act Section 176(c) (42 U.S.C. 7506(c)) and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) transportation conformity regulations (40 CFR 93 Subpart A) require that each new RTP
and TIP be demonstrated to conform to the State Implementation BRrbéore the RTP and

TIP are approved by the MPO or accepted by the U.S. Department of Transportation TD@T).
analysis demonstrates that the criteria specified in the transportation conformity regulations for a
conformity determination are satisfied twe2027 FTIP and the 206 RTP, a finding of conformity

is therefore supported’he2027 FTIP, the2026 RTP, andthecorrespondin@onformity Analysis
wereapproved byKern Council of GovernmentBolicy Boardon September 172026 Federal
approval is anticipad on orbefore Decemberl6, 2026 FHWA/FTA last issued a fiiding of
conformity for the2027 FTIP and the 206 RTP, as amended if applicablen Decembed 6, 202.

OnJune 12, 2025, President Trump sigjoéat resolutions of disapproval under f@engressional

Review Act (CRA)for preemption waivers that the EPA had previously issued pursuant to Clean

Air Act (CAA) Section 209, including for the Advanced Clean Trucks (ACT), Z&rossion

Airport Shuttle, HeawyDuty Vehicle Engine Emission Warranty and Maintenance Provisions

(Warranty Phase 1), and Healduty Omnibus (Omnibus) regulationsEach resolution provided

that the corresponding waiver fdshal/l have no for
preempted by the CAA, meaning that California was no longer able to enforce or attempt to enforce

the regulations, and that estimditemissions reductions attributed to the regulations could not be

used for the CAA purposes of transportation conformity. The estinmatadsion reductions

attributed to theseegulations were included raseline calculationsf@ al i f or ni aés EMFAC?2
model, whichwas the only emissions model approved for transportation conformity and SIP

emission inventory purposeSertain San Joaquin Valley State Implementation Plans (SIPs) that

were pending EPA revievincluding the 2022 Ozone SIP (2015 standardiild no longer meet

federal requirements since they included estimated emission reductions attributed to the
disapproved regulations. In response, CARB developed and submitted to the ERAdeff

adjustment factors that removed estimated emissionsitseatfibuted to ACT, Zer&mission

Airport Shuttle, Warranty Phase 1, and Omnibus regulations from EMFAC2021. On November 21,

2025, EPA approved the affiodel adjustment factors. As such, EMFAC2021 with the adjustment

factors was approved as theelstapproved method for modeling emissions available in California,

per 40 CFR 93.111

CARB has revised the 2022 Ozone SIP (2015 standard) inuthmerof 2026to0 meet the new
federal requirments described abgvEPA action is pending at this tim&iven theuncertainty
associated with the timing dederal approval othe 2022 OzoneSIP (2015 standard)the
conformity analysis for the 2027 FTIP and 2026 RTP assumes two potential options: Option 1
new 2015 ozone standard budgetsnot become effective in time of FTIP/RTP approval;, and
Option 2i EPA will act on the revised 2015 ozone budgets by December 16, 2026, which is when
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the current FTIP/RTP expiréA conformity demonstration is provided for both optioas
documented belowhowever, the final conformity analysis adoptedd®yOG relies on Option 1
given that federal action on the 2022 Ozone SIP revisions (2015 stawiithrddt occur by
December 16, 2026

The 2027 FTIP and the 206 RTP have been financially constrained in accordance with the
requirements of 40 CFR 93.108 and consistent with the U.S. DOT metropolitan planning
regulations (23 CFR Part 450). A discussion of financial consdrantt funding sources is
included in the appropriate documents.

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

CONFORMITY REQUIREMENTS

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

The conformity regulation applies nationwide to
transportatiorrelated criteria pollutants for which the area is designated nonattainment or has a

mai ntenance planodo (40 CFR 9 3lleyl(@ Portions Bareofjis nt | y, t
designated as nonattainment with respect to Federal air quality standards for ozone, and particulate

matter under 2.5 microns diameter (PM2.5); and has a maintenance plan for particulate matter

under 10 microns in diameter (PM)). Therefore, transportation plans and programsher

nonattainment areas fakern County area must satisfy the requirements of the Federal
transportation conformity regulation.
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Figure 1- Air Pollution Control Districtsinthe Kern Region
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In addition to the San Joaquin Valley planning area, Kern County also includes three other non
attainment areas (1) the federally designated Mojave Desert (Eastern Kern), (2) portions of the
Indian Wells Valley Planning Area, and (3) the portion of tlen Soaquin Valley PMO
nonattainment area that lies within the Kern County Air Pollution Control Districhdebeen
labeled as the East Kern PM) Area (or PM10 SliverThe Mojave Desert (Eastern Kern) area is
currently designated as nonattainment for the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS)
for 2008 and 2015-8our ozone; whereas the Indian Wells Valley Planning area is designated as a
maintenance area for RD. The Kern COG transportation plans and programs also satisfy the
requirements of the transportation conformity regulation for these nonattainment areas.

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

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

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

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

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

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

CONFORMITY TESTS

The conformity tests specified in the Federal transportation conformity regulation are: (1) the
emissions budget test, and (2) theerim emission test. For the emissions budget test, predicted
emissions for the TIP/RTP must be less than or equal to the motor vehicle emissions budget
specified in the approved air quality implementation plan or the emissions budget found to be
adequate for émsportation conformity purposes. If there is no approved air quality plan for a
pollutant for which the region is in nonattainment or no emission budget has been found to be
adequate for transportation conformity purposes,itierim emission test applies. Chapter 1
summarizes the applicable air quality implementation plans and conformity tesiofa, PM

10, and PM2.5.

RESULTS OF THE CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

A regional emissions analysis was conducted fory#aes2027, 2029 2031,2032 2035,2037,
2046 and 2049 as applicableto eachpollutant. All analyses were conducted using the latest
planning assumptions and emissions nhotlee major conclusions dtie Conformity Analysisfor
the2027 FTIP and 2@6 RTPare:

1 For 2008 8hourozone, the total regional ewad vehiclerelated emissions (ROG and NOXx)
associated with implementation ofetB027 FTIP andthe 2@6 RTP for all years tested are
projected to be less than thpprovedemissions budgets specified2026 Updates to Motor
Vehicle Emissions Budgets for the 75 parts per billion Ozone State Implementati¢2tR2ian
SIP Update)The conformity tests fa2008ozone are therefore satisfied.

1 For 2015 8hourozone, the total regional enad vehiclerelated emissions (ROG and NOx)
associated with implementation oetB027 FTIPandthe 2@6 RTP for all years tested are
projected to be less than theprovedemissions budgets specifigdboth the2026 Updates to
Motor Vehicle Emissions Budgets for the 75 parts per billion Ozone State Implementation Plan
(Option 1)and the2026Extreme Ozone SIP Revisi@ption 2) The conformity tests fa2015
ozone are therefore satisfied.

1 For PM10, the total regional vehicielated emissions (PMI0O and NOx) associated with
implementation of the027 FTIP and the 206 RTPfor all years tested are either (1) projected
to be less than the approved emissions budgets, or (2) less than the emission budgets using the
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approved PMLO and NOx trading mechanism for transportation conformity purposes from the
2007 PM10 Maintenance Plan (as revised in 2015)

1 For the 199724-hour PM2.5 standard the total regional omoad vehiclerelated emissions
associated with implementation of th@27 FTIP and the 206 RTPfor the analysis years are
either (1) projected to be less than the approved emission budgets, or (2) less than the emission
budgets using the approved PM2.5 and NOx trading mechanism for transportation conformity
purposes from th€018 Plan for the 1997, 2006, and 20PM?2.5 Standards (2018 PM2.5
Plan) for the 1997 PM2.24-hour serious area requirement®020 attainment year)he
conformity tests fothe 199724-hourPM2.5 standard are therefore satisfied.

1 For the 1997annual PM2.5standard the total regional ofroad vehiclerelated emissions
associated with implementation of th@27 FTIP and the 206 RTPfor the analysis years are
projected to be less thahe approvedemission budgetdom the 2021revision tothe 2018
Plan for the 1997, 2006, and 20PM2.5 Standards (2018 PM2.5 Plafjr the 1997 annual
PM2.5 serious area requireme@§23 attainment yearYhe conformity tests fothe 1997
amual PM2.5 standard are therefore satisfied.

1 For the 2006 2hour PM2.5 standard, the total regionatroad vehiclerelated emissions
associated with implementation of th@27 FTIP andthe 2@6 RTPfor the analysis years are
either (1) projected to be less than the approved emission budgets, or (2) less than the emission
budgets using the approved PM2.5 and NOx trading mechanism for transportation conformity
purposes from th&018 Plan for the 1997, 2006, and 20PM2.5 Standards (2018 PM2.5
Plan). The conformity tests for the 2008/2.5standard are therefore satisfied.

1 Forthe2012 annuaPM2.5 standar@moderate and serioyshe total regional onoad vehicle
related emissions associated with implementation o2@# FTIP and the 226 RTPfor the
analysis years are either (1) projected to be less than the approved emission budgets, or (2) less
than the emission budgets using the approved PM2.5 and NOx trading mechanism for
transportation conformity purposes frahe 2018 Plan for the 1997, 2006, and 20P212.5
Standards (2018 PM2.5 Plafgr 2012 PM2.5moderatearea requirements

The 2027 FTIP andthe 2@6 RTP will not impede and will support timely implementation of the
TCMs that have been adopted as part of applicable air quality implementation plans. The current
status of TCM implementation is documented in Chapter 4 of this report.

Regional emissions analyses were also conductezD®z 2037,2046 and 204 for the Eastern
Kern ozone area and 2022037,2046 and 2049 for the Indian Wells Valley PMO area. No
emissions analysis was completed for the portion of the SJM P Kkonattainment area that is
under Kern County Air Pollution Control District jurisdictiofgst Kern PMLO Area)

1 For Mojave Desert (Eastern Kern) ozone (2008 and 2015 standards), the total regroadl on
vehiclerelated emissions (ROG and NOXx) associated with implementation of tAeZ(R
and the 208 RTP for all years tested are projected to be less than the approved emissions
budgets specified in the Eastdfern 2017 Ozone Plan. The conformity tests for ozone are
therefore satisfied.

1 For Indian Wells Valley PMLO, the total regional vehiclelated emissions associated with
implementation of the 20ZTIP and the 202RTP for all years tested are projected to be less
than the approved emissions budgets from the Indian Wells Valley Secereafl®M10
Maintenance Plan. The conformity tests for-BMare therefore satisfied.
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1 For the portion of the SJV PO nonattainment area that is under the jurisdiction of the Kern
County APCD (East Kern PNO Area), the interim emissions test is satisfied for all years

since the transportation projects and planning assumptions in bdgthethet i on o6 and fdAbase

scenarios are the same. In accordance with Section 93.119(g)(2), the emissions predicted in
the Aactiond scenari o are not greater than
such analysis years. The conformity $efsir PM-10 are therefore satisfied.

REPORT ORGANIZATION

The report is organized into six chapters. Chapter 1 provides an overview of the applicable Federal
and State conformity regulations and requirements, air quality implementation plans, and
conformity test requirements. Chapter 2 contains a discussioe ¢dtdst planning assumptions

and transportation modeling. Chapter 3 describes the air quality modeling used to estimate emission
factors and mobile source emissions. Chapter 4 contains the documentation required under the
Federal transportation conformitsegulation for transportation control measures. Chapter 5
provides an overview of the interagency requirements and the general approach to compliance used
by the San Joaquin Valley MPOs. The results of the conformity analysis for the TIP/RTP are
providedin Chapter 6.

Appendix E includes public hearing documentation conductetie@?026 RTP on May 8, 2026

andthe 2027 FTIP and theorrespondingConformity Analysis onJune 1, 2026 Comments
received on the conformity analysis and responses made as part of the public involvement process
are included in Appendix F.

t he
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CHAPTER 1
FEDERAL AND STATE REGULATORY REQUI RE

The criteria for determining conformity of transportation programs and plans under the Federal
transportatiorconformity regulation (40 CFR Parts 51 and 93) and the applicable conformity tests
for the San Joaquin Valley nonattainment areas are summarized in this s&t@onformity
Analyss for andthe 2027 FTIP and 2@6 RTP wasprepared based on these criteria and tests.
Presented first is a review of the development ofifiicable conformity regulation and guidance
procedures, followed by summaries of conformity regulation requirements, air quality designation
status, conformity test requirements, and analysis yeatisis@€onformity Analysis.

Kern Council of Governments the designated Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) for
Kern Countyin the San Joaquin Valley. As a result of this designakiem Council of
Governmentgprepares the TIP, RTP, and associated conformity analyses. The TIP serves as a
detailed four yeafFY 2026/271 2029/30) programming document for the preservation, expansion,

and management of the transportation system. TA@RUP has a 2@thorizon that provides the
long-term direction for the continued implementation of the freeway/expresswayaglavell as
improvements to arterial streets, transit, and travel demand management programs. The TIP and
RTP include capacity enhancements to the freeway/expressway system commensurate with
available funding.

A. FEDERAL AND STATE CONFORMITY REGULATIONS

CLEAN AIR ACT AMENDMENTS

Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act (CAA, 1990) requires that Federal agencies and MPOs not
approve any transportation plan, program, or project that does not conform to the approved State
Implementation Plan (SIP). The 1990 amendments to the Clean Aaxpahded Section 176(c)

to more explicitly define conformity to an implementation plan to mean:

AConformity to the plan's purpose of eliminat
of violations of the national ambient air quality standards and achieving expeditious

attainment of such standards; and that such activities will not (i) cause or dentibu

any new violation of any standard in any area; (ii) increase the frequency or severity

of any existing violation of any standard in any area; or (iii) delay timely attainment of

any standard or any requirgtterim emission reductions or other milestones in any

area. o

Section 176(c) also provides conditions for the approval of transportation plans, programs, and
projects, and requirements that the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgate
conformity determination criteria and procedures no later than Novemb&99E,
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FEDERAL RULE

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

1991 for carbon monoxide, ozone, and particulate matter ten microns or less in diamet&).(PM

EPA subsequently promulgated the Conformity Final Rule in the November 24 F&@@8al
Register(EPA, 1993). The 1993 Rule became effective on December 27, 1993. The Federal
Transportation Conformity Final Rule has been amended several times from 1993 to present. These
amendments have addressed a number of items related to conformity lapsegegoass and

other related issues to streamline the conformity process.

EPA published the Transportation Conformity Rule PM2.5 and PM10 Amendments on March 24,
201Q the rule becameffectiveon April 23, 2010(EPA, 2010% This PM amendments final rule
amends the conformity regulation to address the 2006 PM2.5 national ambient air quality standard
(NAAQS). The final PM amendments rule also addressespuitanalyses in PM2.5 and PM10

and carbon monoxide nonattainment andihteaance areas.

On March 14, 2012, EPA published thHeransportation Conformity Rule Restructuring
Amendmenisffective April 13, 2012 (EPA, 2042 The amendments restructure several sections
of the rule so that they apply to any new or reviS@éd\QS. In addition, several clarifications to
improve implementation of the rule were finalized.

On March 6, 2015, EPA publishdthplementation of the 2008 National Ambient Air Quality

Standards for Ozone: State Implementation Plan Requirerieaitsule (effective April 6, 2015),

which shifted the San Joaquin Valley 2008 Ozone Standard attainment date from December 31,

2032 to July 20, 203¢EPA, 2015)EPAGs March 2015 ozone i mpl ement ¢
the 1997 Ozone Standard for transportation conformity purp@seSebruary 16, 2018, the U.S.

Court of Appeals ruled against parts of the EPA¢
revocation of the 1997 o0 zZarce sdtian cdhagrbldweeerdi i tr reemerne
according toTransportation Conformity Guidance for the South Coast Il Court Degision
nonattainment areas witkisting2008 ozone conformity budgedse not required to addretgwe

1997 ozone standarflsr conformity purposes

On December 6, 2018PA publishedthe Implementation of the 2015 National Ambient Air

Quiality Standards for Ozone: Nonattainment Area State Implementation Plan Requirimaénts

rule, effective February 4, 2019EPA, 2018) The rule clarified that nonattainment areas must
continue to demonstrate conformity to the 2008 ozone standards

On August 242016 EPA publishedits Final Ruletitled Implementing National Ambient Air
Quality Standards for Fine Particles: State Implementation Plan Requirema&nt®rding to the
implementation rule, areas designated as nonattainment for the 1997 PM2.5 standards, must
continue to demonstrate conformity to these standards until attainment (EPA, 2016).
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MULTI -JURISDICTIONAL GUIDANCE

EPA reissued Guidance for Transportation Conformity Implementation in -luisdictional

Nonattainment and Maintenance Areas in July 2RA, 2012c) This guidance updates and
supersedes thgutulsdiz0044namoel giui dance (EPA, 200
substance of the guidance on how nonattainment areas with multiple agencies should conduct
conformity determinations. This guidanepplies to the San Joaquin Valley since there are

multiple MPOs within a single nonattainment area. The main principle of the guidance is that one

regional emissions analysis is required for the entire nonattainmentHoe®ver, separate

modeling and conformity documents may be developed by each MPA®. Transportation

Conformity Guidance for 2015 Ozone NAAQS Nonattainment Areas released in20d8e

incorporates the 2012 Mudfiurisdictional Guidance by reference.

Part 3 of the guidance applies to nonattainment areas that have adequate or approved conformity
budgets addressing a particular air quality standard. This Part currently applies to the San Joaquin
Valley for ozone and PMO. The guidance allows MPOs toake independent conformity
determinations for their plans and TIPs as long as all of the other subareas in the nonattainment
area have conforming transportation plans and TIPs in place at the time of each MPO and the
Department of Transportation (DOT) confity determination.Alternatively, the mult
jurisdictional guidance allows MPOs to makégoat conformity demonstration using one area

wide budgetDOT will issue its conformityetermination on the TIPs/RTPs at the same time.

With respect to PM2.5, th&ransportation Conformity Rulée PM2.5 and PM10 Amendments
published on March 24, 201Queibdcrcitvehnal Ongaoi pal
into the rule. The Rule allows MPOs to madther joint oindependent conformity determinations

for their plans and TIPg all of the other subareas in the nonattainment area have conforming
transportation plans and TIPs in place at the time of each MPO and DOT conformity determination.

B. CONFORMITY REGULATION REQUIREMENTS

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

1) Conformity Test® Sections 93.118 and 93.119 specify emissions tests (budgatterich
emissions) that the TIP/RTP must satisfy in order for a determination of conformity to be found.
The final transportation conformity regulation issued on July 1, 2004 requires a submitted SIP
motor vehicle emissions budget to be found adequate or appbgvE®A prior to use for
making conformity determinations. The budget must be used on or after the effective date of
EPAGs adequacy finding or approval

2) Methods / Modeling:

Latest Planning Assumptiods Section 93.110 specifies that conformity determinations must

be based upon the most recent planning assumptions in force at the time the conformity analysis
begins. This is defined as fAthe point at whi
propogd transportation plan or TIP on travel and/or emissions. New data that becomes
available after an analysis begins is required to be used in the conformity determination only if

a significant delay in the analysis has occurred, as determined throughgemiey

10
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consul tati on oLat¢sEghaAning d&<urhpidng relied upon in this conformity
analysis are documented in Chapter 2.

Latest Emissions Modeds Section 93.111 requires that the latest emission estimation models
specified for use in SIPs must be used for the conformity analysRA has approved
EMFAC2@1 for conformity useonNovemberl5, 2@2, and the final rule started the twear

grace period to transition to the new emissions model for use in conformity demonstrations.
On NovembeR1, 2025, EPA approveaff-model adjustment factothat removed estimated
emissions benefits attributed to ACT, Zdfmission Airport Shuttle, Warranty Phase 1, and
Omnibus regulations from EMFAC2021 in response Qalifornia preemption waiver
disapproval EMFAC2®1 with off-model adjustment factomsill be used inthis conformity
analysisasdocumented in Chapter 3.

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

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

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

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

The TIP, RTRtheir amendmentgnd corresponding conformity determinations puepared by
each MPO. Copies of thieaft documents are provided to member agencies and others, including
FHWA, Federal Transit Administration (FTA), EPA, Caltrans, CARB, and the Air District for
review. The conformity analysis isequired to be publicly available and an opportunity for public
review and comment is provideern Council of Governmentopted consultation process and
policy for conformity analysis includes3®-day comment period followed by a pubtieeting

C. AIR QUALITY DESIGNATIONS APPLICABLE TO THE SAN
JOAQUIN VALLEY

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

Kern Council of Governments located in the federally designated San Joaquin Valley Air Basin.
The borders of the basin are defined by mountain and foothill ranges to the east and west. The
northern border is consistent with the county line between San Joaquin and Sacrametnts.Coun
The southern border is less defined, but is roughly bounded by the Tehachapi Mountains and, to
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some extent, the Sierra Nevada range. Qdwformity Analysk forthe2027 FTIPand 226 RTP
includes analyses of existing and future air quality impacts for each applicable pollutant.

The San Joaquin Valley is currently designated as nonattainment for the National Ambient Air
Quality Standard (NAAQS) for-Bour ozone (revoked 1992008and 201%tandard), particulate

matter under 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5) (1997, 2006 and 2012 standards); and has a
maintenance plan for particulate matter under 10 microns in diametet @RPM

State Implementation Plans have been prepared to address ozehe dpill PM2.5:

1 The 2016 Ozone Plan (2008 standard) was adopted by the Air District on June 1612016
subsequently adopted BYRB on July 212016 EPAfound the new ozone budgets adequate
onJune 29, 2017 (effective July 14, 201IR)response to recent court decisions regarding the
baseline RFP yea€ARB adopted the revised 2008 ozone conformity budgets as part of the
2018 Updates to the California Stdtaplementation Plaf2018 SIP Update)n October 25,
2018. EPA approved the 2016 Ozone Plan and the budgets on March 25, ZO&@. in
response to federal CRA actions, CARB adoptieel 2026 Updates to Motor Vehicle
Emissions Budgets for the 75 parts per billion Ozone State ImplementatioorEanch 26,
2026.EPA proposed approval of the new 2008 ozone SIP budgets on July 9, 2026. Final
approval is anticipated in early October 2026 with an effective date prior to December 16,
2026

I Option 2:2022 OzondPlan(2015 standardyas adopted by CARon January 26, 2023 and
subsequently submitted for EPA reviel.response to federal CRA actions, CARB adopted
2026 Extreme Ozone SIP RevisimmJuly 23, 2026. EPA action isot expected in 2026
Therefore, this option was not necessary for the final conformity analysis.

1 The 2007 PMLO Maintenance Plan (as revised in 2015) was approved by EBAlIYSB,
2016(effectiveSeptember 30, 2016).

1 The 2016 PM2.5 Plan and portions of the 2018 PM2.5 Plan (2012 Standard, moderate) was
approved by EPA on November 26, 2021 (effective December 27, 2021).

1 The 20B PM2.5 Plan wagartially approved by EPA oduly 22, 2020(effective as of
publication inclusive of the revised conformity budgets and trading mechawisthe 2006
24-hr PM2.5standardThen on November 26, 2021, EPA partially disapproved the original
SIP submittal dealing with 1997 annual PM2.5 nonattainntemesponseCARB submitted
a 2021 revision to the 2018 PM2.5 Plan demonstrating attainment by ZD23anuary 28,
2022 EPA approve@018 PM2.5 Plan portiotlealing withthe 199724-hour PM2.5 standard
and determined that the SJV attained $tandard by thédecember 312020, deadline
(effective February 28, 2022). Mecember 14, 202EPAapprovedhe1997 annual PM2.5
budgetsand trading mechanisifor attainment year 2022ffectiveJanuaryl6, 2024 Note
that CARBwithdrew2018PM2.5 Plarportions dealing with 2012 serious PM2.5 standards
on October 27, 2022hereforemoderate area budgets continue to apgy. November 16,
2024, EPA finalized its approval to extend the attainment deadline for the 1997 annual PM2.5
standards by one year to December 31, 2024.
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EPAOGs Mar c tuleilnplemgntirfgitha 2008 Ozone Standard also revoked the 1997 Ozone

Standard for transportation conformity purposes. This revocation became effective April 6, 2015.
OnFebruary 16, 2018, the U.S. Court of Appeals

|l mpl ementation Rule related to the revocation o
backsl i di ngHowevergaocording ta thmanspartation Conformity Guidance for the

South Coast Il Court Decisigmonattainment areas with existing 2008 ozone conformity budgets

are not required to address the 1997 ozone standards for conformity purposes.

EPA designated the San Joaquin Valley nonattainment area for the 2008 Ozone Stéedave

July 20, 2012. Transportation conformity applies one year after the effective date (July 20, 2013).
Feder al approval for the eight SJV MPO6s 2008 O
received on July 8, 2013.

On June 4, 2018 EPA published final designations
nonattainment for 2015 ozone with an attainment deadline of 2038, effective August 3, 2018.
Transportation conformityapplies oneyear after the effective date or August 3, 2019 is

important to note that th2015 ozone standartbnattainment area boundary for the San Joaqu

Valley isexactly the same as the nonattainment area boundary 20@8eozonetandard.

In addition, on May 4, 2016, the Eastern portion of Kern County, the Mojave Desert, was
designated nonattainment for the 2008 o0ozone stan
date July 20, 2018. ARB adopted the Eastern Kern 2017 Ozone PlagptmamBer 28, 2017
including a request to reclassify the area to 0
On July 5, 2018, EPA approved the reclassifica
attainment deadline of 2021. On June 25, 204 Bhstern Kern 2017 Ozone Plan was approved

by EPA (effective July 26, 2021). On May 15, 2021, CARB sent a letter to EPA requesting
voluntary reclassification request for Eastern |
2008 ozone standard witaw attainment date of 2026. EPA approved the reclassification request

in June, effective July 7, 2021.

On June 4, 2018, EPA issued final desi-gnations
attainment for the 2015 ozone standard with an attainment date of 2024. On May 15, 2021, CARB

sent a letter to EPA requesting voluntary reclassification requesagberfa Kern for the 2015 8

hour ozone standard from fimoderateodo to fiseriousdc
EPA approved the bump up on October 28, 2021. It is important to note that the 2015 ozone

standard nonattainment area boundary faté&ra Kern is exactly the same as the nonattainment

area boundary for the 2008 ozone standard.

On November 13, 2009, EPA published Air Quality Designations for the 200@@4PM2.5
standard, effective December 14, 2009. Nonattainment areas are required to meet the standard by
2014, transportation conformity began to apply on December 14, @dllanuary 20, 2016 EPA
publishedDesignation of Areas for Air Qualiti?lanning Purposes; California; San Joagu

Valley; Reclassification aSerious Nonattainment for the 2006 PM2.5 NAA®@Slizing SJV
reclassification to Serious nonattainment effective February 19, 2Rb6attainment areas are
required to meet the standasl expeditiously as practicable, but no later thacember 31, 2@

It is important to note that the 2006-B4ur PM2.5 nonattainment area boundary for the San
Joaquin Valley is exactly the same as the nonattainment area boundary for the 199 arial
standard.
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EPAGs nonattainment area designations for the n
April 15, 2015. Conformity for a given pollutant and standard applies one year after the effective

date (April 15, 2016). It is important to note that the 2012 B\M2andards nonattainment area

boundary for the San Joaquin Valley are exactly the same as the nonattainment area boundary for

the 1997 annu@M2.5standard.

On July 29, 2016 EPA released itEinal Rulefor Implementing National Ambient Air Quality
Standards for Fine ParticlesAccording to the implementation rule, areas designated as
nonattainment for the 1997 PM 2.5 standards, must continue to demonstrate conformity to these
standards until attainmemt the San Joaquin Valley, the 1997 standards (boetio24 and annual)
continue to apply.

D. CONFORMITY TEST REQUIREMENTS

The conformity (Section 93.109(¢k)) rule requires that either a table or text description be
provided that details, for each pollutant and precursor, whethantdran emissions tests and/or

the budget test apply for conformity. In addition, documentation regarding which emissions
budgets have been found adequate by EPA, and which budgets are currently applicable for what
analysis years is required.

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

Section 93.124(d) of the 1997 Final Transportation Conformity regulation allows for conformity
determinations for subegional emission budgets by MPOs if the applicable implementation plans

(or implementation plan submission) explicitly indicates an intent to create suglegiobal

budgets for the purpose of conformity. In addition, Section 93.124(e) of the 1997 rules states:

néif a nonattainment area includes more than on
motor vehicle emission budgets for each MPO, or elseMR®s must collectively make a
conformity determination for the entire nonattai
and estimate of baseline emissions in the San Joaquin Valley provides motor vehicle emission
budgets by county, to facilitate waty-level conformity findings.

OZONE (2008AND 2015STANDARDYS)

The San JoaquiWvalley currently violates both the 2008 and 2015 ozone standards; thus the
conformity determination includes all corresponding analysese discussion under Air Quality
Designations Applicable to the San Joaquin Valley abousder the existing conformity
regulations, regional emissions analyses for ozone areas must address nitrogen oxides (NOx) and
volatile organic compounds (VOC) precursors. It is important to note that in California, reactive
organic gases (ROG) are consel equivalent to and are used in place of volatile organic
compounds (VOC).

EPAG6s final rul e i mplementing the 2008 o0zone st:
transportation conformity purposes. This revocation became effective April 6, 20ifent

federal guidance does not require 2008 ozone nonattainment areas to address the 1997 ozone
standardor conformity purposes
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On March 25, 2019, EPA published a final rafgrovingthe 2008 ozone conformity budgetsd

the2018 Updates to the California State Implementaktan. The EPA final ruleidentified both

reactive organic gases (ROG) and nitrogen oxides (NOx) subarea budgets in tons per average
summer day for each MPO in the nonattainment area.

OnJune 12, 2025, President Trump sigjodet resolutions of disapproval under t®ngressional

Review Act (CRA)for preemption waivers that the EPA had previously issued pursuant to Clean

Air Act (CAA) Section 209, including for the Advanced Clean Trucks (ACT), Z&rossion

Airport Shuttle, HeawyDuty Vehicle Engine Emission Warranty and Maintenance Provisions

(Warranty Phase 1), and Healputy Omnibus (Omnibus) regulationgEach resolution provided

that the corresponding waiver fAshall have no for
preempted by the CAA, meaning that California was no longer able to enforce or attempt to enforce

the regulations, and that estindtemissions reductions attributed to the regulations could not be

used for the CAA purposes of transportation conformity. The estinmatadsion reductions

attributed to theseegulations were included raseline calculationsf@al i f or ni aés EMFAC2
model, whichwas the only emissions model approved for transportation conformity and SIP

emission inventory purpose8ertain San Joaquin Valley State Implementation Plans (SIPs) that

were pending EPA review, including the 2022 Ozone SIP (2015 standard), could no longer meet

federal requirements since they included estimated emission reductions attributed to the
disapproed regulations. In response, CARB developed and submitted to the Efdoddf

adjustment factors that removed estimated emissions benefits attributed to AGEnZissmn

Airport Shuttle, Warranty Phase 1, and Omnibus regulations from EMFAC2021. On hiew2i

2025, EPA approved the affiodel adjustment factors. As such, EMFAC2021 with the adjustment

factors was approved as the latest approved method for modeling emissions available in California,

per 40 CFR 93.111.

On March 26, 2026, CARB adopted revised conformity budgets for the 2008 ozone standard (75
ppb) to ensure the SJV MPQOs can pass conformity and to comply with the new requirements due
to CRA actionsEPA proposedo approvethe revised budgets on July 9, 2026 with final action
anticipated in October 2026

The San Joaquin Valley 2022 Ozone Plan addressing 2015 ozone standard (70 ppb) was adopted
by the Air District Board in December of 2022 and submitted for EPA review in February 2023.
EPA did not act on the plan prior to CRA actions; therefore, CARB hesstdmit the revised

2022 Ozone SIP, inclusive of new conformity budgets incorporating EMFAC202haoafél
adjustmentsOn July 23, 2026, CARB adopted tB826 Extreme Ozone SIP Revisinoluding

new 2015 ozone budgets for the San Joaquin Valley nonattainmeni hesdraft conformity

analysis for the 2027 FTIP and 2026 RTP assuiwe potential options: Option 4new 2015

ozone standard budgets will not become effective in time of FTIP/RTP approval; and Option 2
EPA will act on the revised 2015 ozone budgets by December 16, 2026, which is when the current
FTIP/RTP expireHowever, only Option 1 was adopted by KCOG as the final conformity analysis.

Option 17 2015 Ozone Standard SIP is NOT approved by EPA prior to SJV transportation plans
expiring:
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If the new 2015 ozone standard SIP budgetsadbdecome effective before this conformity analysis
is approved by FHWA, the SJV MPOs will conduct demonstrations for both 2008 and 2015 ozone

standards using subarea emissions budgets as establishe@@2@&hEpdates to Motor Vehicle
Emissions Budgets for the 75 parts per billion Ozone State ImplementatioTFéa8IP revision
was proposed to be approved by EPA on July 9, 206 final publication expected in October

2026 and budgets effective prior to December 16, 2026

In accordance with Section 93.109(c)(2) of the conformity rule and the 2015 Ozone Transportation

Conformity Guidance, if a 2015 ozone nonattainment area has adequate or afhrolbadgets

that address the 2008 ozone standard, it must use the budget test until new 2015 ozone standard
budgets are found adequate or approved.

The conformity budgets frorthe 2026 Updates to Motor Vehicle Emissions Budgets for the 75

parts per billion Ozone State Implementation Pda@ provided in Table-1 below. These budgets

will be usedto compareemissions resulting from the 2027 FTIP and the 2026 RTP.

Table 1-1:
On-Road Motor Vehicle 2008 and 2015 Ozone Standard Emissions Budgets

(summer tons/day)

@N
ton.

2026 2029 2031
County ROG NOx ROG NOXx ROG NOXx
Fresno 4.4 8.4 3.9 7.8 3.6 7.6
Kern (SJV) 3.7 10.6 3.3 10.3 3.1 10.3
Kings 0.8 2.1 0.7 2.1 0.7 2.1
Madera 0.9 1.9 0.8 1.7 0.7 1.6
Merced 15 4.6 1.3 4.3 1.2 4.3
San Joaquit 3.5 6 3.1 55 2.8 5.2
Stanislaus 2.4 3.9 2.1 3.5 1.9 3.3
Tulare 2.2 3.6 1.9 3.2 1.7 3.1
ote that 2008 ozone budgets were established

by

rounding

Option 2i 2015 Ozone Standard SIP is approved and conformity budgets are effective prior to SJV
transportation plans expiring:

If EPA acts on the new 2015 Ozone SIP budgets prior to 2027 FTIP/2026 RTP approval, the SJV
MPOs will demonstrate conformity to each ozone standard separately. For the 2008 ozone standard,

the budgets shown in Tableliwill be used. For the 2015 ozonerstard, the SJV MPOs will use

theareawide budgetsrom the2026 Extreme Ozone SIP Revisaoptedoy CARB on May 28
2026 and as shown in Table21
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Table 1-2:
On-Road Motor Vehicle 2015 Ozone Standard Emissions BudgétsArea-Wide
(summer tons/day)

2026 2029 2032 2035 2037
Area ROG [ NOx | ROG | NOx | ROG | NOx | ROG | NOx | ROG | NOx

SJV Total | 19.1 34 16.8 30 14.9 27 14.0 27 134 27
3 Note that 2015 ozone budgets are rounded up to the nearest tenth of a tpd for emissions higher than 20 tpd, and to the

nearest tenth of a tpd for emissions lower than 20 tpd.

Due to the timing of the SIP review and approval, this conformity analysis documentéehow
Council of Governmentsneets federal transportation conformity requirements for 2015 ozone
using both options described abowowever, the final conformity analysis adopted KOG
relies on Option 1 given that federal action on the 2022 Ozone SIP revisions (2015 stdiadard)

not occur prior to December 16, 2026
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PM-10

The 2007 PMLO Maintenance Plan (as revised in 2015) e@wditionallyapproved by EPA on

July 8, 2016effective September 30, 20),6vhich contains motor vehicle emission budgets for
PM-10 and NOx, as well as a trading mechanism. Motor vehicle emission budgets are established
based on average annual daily emissions. The motor vehicle emissions budgefifbimeMdes
regional reentrained dust from travel on paved roads, vehicular exhaust, travel on unpaved roads,
and road construction. The conformity budgets frbable 2 of the August 12, 2016 Federal
Registerare providedn Table 13 below and will be used to compare emissions for each analysis
yearresulting from 202 FTIP and 208 RTP.

The PM10 SIP allows trading from the motor vehicle emissions budget for th&@Pptecursor
NOx to the motor vehicle emissions budget for primaryBMising a 1.5 to 1 ratio. The trading
mechanism allows the agencies responsible for demonstrating tatigpoconformity in the San
Joaquin Valley to supplement the 2005 budget forFMwith a portion of the 2005 budget for
NOx, and use these adjusted motor vehicle emissions budgets fb@ Rkt NOx to demonstrate
transportation conformity with the PRI SIP for analysis years after 2005. As noted above, EPA
approved the 2007 PMIO Maintenance Plan (with minor technical corrections to the conformity
budgets) oduly 8, 2016 which includes continued approval of the trading mechanism.

The trading mechanism will be used only for conformity analyses for analysis years after 2005. To
ensure that the trading mechanism does not impact the ability to meet the NOx budget, the NOx
emission reductions available to supplement thelPNdbudget sHhonly be those remaining after

the NOx budget has been met.

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

20202
County PM-10 NOx
Fresno 7.0 25.4
Kern® 7.4 23.3
Kings 1.8 4.8
Madera 2.5 4.7
Merced 3.8 8.9
San Joaquin 4.6 11.9
Stanislaus 3.7 9.6
Tulare 34 8.4

@Kern County subarea includes only the portion of Kern County within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin
®) Note that EPA did not take action on the 2005 budgets of the 2007 PM10 Maintenance Plan (as revised in
2015). These budgets are not in the timeframe of this conformity analysis
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PM2.5

EPA and FHWA have indicated that areas violating both the annual ahdug4tandards for
PM2.5 must address all standards in the conformity determination. The San Joaquin Valley
currently violates both the 1997 annual anéhddr and 2012 annual PM2 tasdards and the 2006
24-hour PM2.5 standards; thus the conformity determination includes all corresponding analyses
(see discussion under Air Quality Designations Applicable to the San Joaquin Valley above).

The 2016 PM2.5 Plaaddressing moderate area requirements for the 2012 PM2.5 staradard
adopted bythe San Joaquin Valley Air Districtn September 15, 2018he 20B PM2.5 Plan
addressing 1997, 2006 and 2012 PM2.5 standaedsadopted by the San Joaquin Valley Air
District on November 15, 2018 and California Air Resources Baardanuary 24, 201%nd
subsequently submitted for EPA revigagether with the 201@&/oderate PM2.5 Plan and
reclassification to serious requeBiPA approved P portions dealing with the moderate 2012
PM2.5 standard on November 26, 2021 (effective December 27, 20&#)that CARB withdrew
2018 PM2.5 Plan portions dealing wite seriou2012 PM2.5 standard on October 27, 2022;
therefore, moderate area budgets continue to apply.

On July 22 2020,EPA publishedinal rule approving2018 PM2.5SIP elementshat pertain to

2006 24hou PM2.5 standarderious area nonattainmefgffective as of publication)Then on

January 28, 2022, EPA approved 2018 PM2.5 Plan portion dealing with the 188dar28M2.5

standard and determined that the SJV attained the standard by the December 31, 2020 deadline
(effective February 28, 2022).

While EPA partially disapproved the original SIP submittal dealing with 1997 annual PM2.5
nonattainmenbn November 262021 CARB has submittethe 2021revision to the 2018 PM2.5

Plan in the same month demonstrating attainment by 2023. On February 10, 2022, EPA found the
1997 annual PM2.5 budgets adequate, effective February 25,Q0X2ecember 14, 2023, EPA
issued final approval of the remaining 1997 annual PM2.5 Plan elertexdspt for the
contingency measuredhcludingconformity budgets anthe trading mechanismOn October 4,

2024 EPA finalized its approval of contingency measure SIP revisions submitted by the Air
District and CARB earlier that year.

On May 23, 2024, CARB submitted a request for-gear extension of the attainment deadfiore

the 1997 PM2.5 annual standafasm Decembe1, 2023 to Decemb@&1, 2024 On November

19, 2024, EPAssued a final rul@pprovng the oneyear extensioreffective December 19, 2024

2023 budgets continue to applowever, onFebruary 242026, the Ninth Circuit remanded the
decision without vacatur stating the EPA had authority under the Clean Air Act to grant the
extension, but was prohibited by their PM2.5 SIP implementation rule. The Court remand permits
EPA to take action consistentttvithe decisino.

1997(24-hour and annualBtandards
The 28 PM2.5 Plan contains motor vehicle emission budgets for PM2.5 and NOx established
based on average annual daily emissions, as well as a trading mechrgsmotor vehicle

emissions budget for PM2.5 includes directly emitted PM2.5 motor vehicle emissions from tailpipe,
brake wear and tire wear. VOC, SOx, ammonia, and dust (from paved roads, unpaved roads, and
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road construction) are found to be insignificant and not included in the motor vehicle emission
budgets for conformity purposes. Tagplicableconformity budgets are provided Table 14

for the 1997 annual and 2¥ur PM2.5 standardshd will be used to compare emissions resulting
from the2027 FTIP and the 206 RTP.

Table 1-4:
On-Road Motor Vehicle 1997 (24hour and annual) PM2.5 Standard Emissions Budgets
(tons per average annual day)

2020 2023

County PM2.5 NOXx PM2.5 NOXx
Fresno 0.9 25.3 0.8 15.1
Kern (SJV) 0.8 23.3 0.7 13.3
Kings 0.2 4.8 0.2 2.8
Madera 0.2 4.2 0.2 2.5
Merced 03 8.9 03 5.3
San Joaquin 0.6 11.9 0.6 7.6
Stanislaus 04 9.6 04 6.1
Tulare 04 8.5 04 5.2

The 2018 PM2.5 SIAncludes a trading mechanism that allows trading from the motor vehicle
emissions budget for thévR2.5 precursor NOXx to the motor vehicle emissions budget for primary
PM2.5 using &.5to 1 ratioon an annual basend a 2 to 1 ratio on a 2% basis The trading
mechanism allows the agencies responsible for demonstrating transportation conformity in the San
Joaquin Valley to supplement tla@plicablebudget for PM2.5 with a portion of thagpplicable
correspondindpudget for NOxand use these adjusted motor vehicle emissions budgets for PM2.5
and NOx to demonstrate transportation conformity with20&8PM2.5 SIP To ensure that the
trading mechanism does not impact the ability to meet the NOx budget, the NOx emission
reductions available to supplement the PM2.5 budget shall only be those remaining after the NOx
budget has been méthe trading mechanism for the-Béurand annuaPM2.5 was approved by

EPA on January 28, 202ihd December 14, 2023 respectively

On January 29, 2026, EPA took final action to determine the Valley attained the 1997 annual
PM2.5 standard by the December 31, 2024, attainmentiatdct and CARB are working on a
redesignation request and maintenance plan for both 1997 PM2.5 standards.

2012 AnnualPM2.5 StandardModerateand Serioups

On November 26, 2021, EPA published final approval of the moderate area SIP budgets for the
2012 PM2.5 standard contained in the 2016 Moderate Area PM2.aRlgortions of the 2018
PM2.5 plan that pertain to the moderate requirements for the 2012 PM2.5 standard. The approval
also included reclassification to serio@n December 29, 2021, EPA proposed approval of the SIP
elements and conformity budgets that pertain to the 2012 annual P&iBissarea requirements

(final action expected bgnd ofthe year) CARB withdrew 2018 PM2.5 Plan portions dealing with
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the serious 2012 PM2.5 standard on October 27,.20222024 Plan fo annual2012 PM2.5
standardqserious)was adopted by CARBN July 25, 2024 and submitted for EPA review on
August 22, 2024EPA approval is pendingt this time Until the new 2012 serious area PM2.5
standard budgets are found adequate or apprive®JV will conductonformity determination

for the 2012 annual PM2.5 standard using budggtblished in th2018 PM2.5 Plafor moderate
nonattainmentrhe conformity budgets from the November 26, 2021 Federal Register are provided
in Table 25 will be used to compare emissions resulting fRa® FTIP and 2@6 RTP.

Table 1-5:
On-Road Motor Vehicle 2012 (annual) PM2.5 Standard Emissions Budgets (Moderate)
(tons per average annual day)

2022

County PM2.5 NOXx
Fresno 0.9 21.2
Kern (SJV) 0.8 19.4
Kings 0.2 4.1
Madera 0.2 3.5
Merced 0.3 7.6
San Joaquin 0.6 10.0
Stanislaus 0.4 8.1
Tulare 0.4 6.9

The 2018 PM2.5 SIAncludes a trading mechanism that allows trading from the motor vehicle
emissions budget for thévR2.5 precursor NOXx to the motor vehicle emissions budget for primary
PM2.5 using &.5to 1 ratioon an annual basi§he trading mechanism allows the agencies
responsible for demonstrating transportation conformity in the San Joaquin Valley to supplement
the applicablebudget for PM2.5 with a portion of tregplicable correspondinigudget for NOx

and use these adjusted motor vehicle emissions budgets for PM2.5 and NOx to demonstrate
transportation conformity with thi2018PM2.5 SIP

200624-Hour PM2.5 Standard

The 2018 PM2.5 Plan addressing 1997, 2006 and 2012 PM2.5 standards was adopted by the San
Joaquin Valley Air District on November 15, 2018 a@hdn byCARB on January 24, 2019. On

March 27, EPA published a proposed rule approving portions of the 2018 PM2.5 Plan, including
the 2006 PM2.5 conformity budgets and trading mechanism. Final rule on sections that pertain to
2006 24hour PM2.5 standarskrious area nonattainment was published on July 22, 2020.

The 20B PM2.5 Plan for the 2006 PM2.5 standard contains motor vehicle emission budgets for
PM2.5 and NOx established based on average winter daily emissions, as well as a trading
mechanism. The motor vehicle emissions budget for PM2.5 includes directly ervM@esiiRotor

vehicle emissions from tailpipe, brake wear and tire wear. VOC, SOx, ammonia, and dust (from
paved roads, unpaved roads, and road construction) were found to be insignificant and not included
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in the motor vehicle emission budgets for conformity purposes. The conformity budgets from the
March 27, 2020 Federal Register, Tableatd providedn Table 16 below and will be used to
compare emissions resulting from @@27 FTIP and the 226 RTP.

Table 1-6
On-Road Motor Vehicle 2006 24Hour PM2.5 Standard Emissions Budgets
(tons per average winter day)

2020 2023 2024

County |PM25| NOx |PM2.5| NOx |[PM25| NOx
Fresno 0.9 25.9 0.8 15.5 0.8 15.0
Kern (SJV) 0.8 23.8 0.7 13.6 0.7 13.4
Kings 0.2 4.9 0.2 2.9 0.2 2.8
Madera 0.2 4.4 0.2 2.6 0.2 2.5
Merced 0.3 9.1 0.3 5.5 0.3 5.3
San Joaquirl 0.6 12.3 0.6 7.9 0.6 7.6
Stanislaus 0.4 9.8 0.4 6.2 0.4 6.0
Tulare 0.4 8.7 0.4 5.3 0.4 5.1

The 20B PM2.5 SIP includes a trading mechanism that allows trading from the motor vehicle
emissions budget for the PM2.5 precursor NOx to the motor vehicle emissions budget for primary
PM-2.5 using a2 to 1 ratioon a 24hour, wintertime basisThe trading mechanism allows the
agencies responsible for demonstrating transportation conformity in the San Joaquin Valley to
supplement the applicable budget for PM2.5 with a portion of the applicable corresponding budget
for NOx, and use these adjustenotor vehicle emissions budgets for PM2.5 and NOx to
demonstrate transportation conformity with the PM2.5 SIP.

E. ANALYSIS YEARS

The conformity regulation (Section 93.118[b] and [d]) requires documentation of the years for
which consistency with motor vehicle emission budgets must be shown. In addition, any
interpolation performed to meet tests for years in which specific analysi$ required need to be
documented.

For the selection of the horizon years, the conformity regulation requires: (1) that if the attainment
year is in the time span of the transportation plan, it must be modeled; (2) the last year forecast in
the transportation plan must be a horizon yead, @) horizon years may not be more than ten
years apart. In addition, the conformity regulation requires that conformity must be demonstrated
for each year for which the applicable implementation plan specifically establishes motor vehicle
emission budets unless its outside of the timeframe for the conformity analysis

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

22



Kern Council of Governmen@nformity Analysis fothe 207 FTIP and2026 RTP

maintenance plan establishes budgets in the time frame of the transportation plan. Section
93.118(d)(2) indicates that a regional emissions analysis may be performed for any years, the
attainment year , and the | asts mgyea determihed byh e
interpolating between the years for which the regional emissions analysis is performed.

pl an

Section 93.118(d)(2) indicates that the regional emissions analysis may be performed for any years
in the time frame of the transportation plan provided they are not more than ten years apart and
provided the analysis is performed for the attainment yiédt is in the time frame of the
transportation plan) and the | ast year of t
consistency with motor vehicle emissions budgetist be demonstrated, as required in paragraph

(b) of this sectiorfi.e., each budget year), may be determined by interpolating between the years
for which the regional emissions analysis is perfornfedhle 17 below provides a summary of

he p

conformity analysis years that applythis conformity analysis.

Table 1-7;

San Joaquin Valley Conformity Analysis Years

Attainment/ Intermediate RTP
Pollutant Budget Yeard Maintenance Year Years Horizon Year

2008 Ozone 2026/2029 2031 2046 2049
2015 Ozone 2026/2029/2032/203 2037 2046 2049
PM-10 NA 2020 2027/2037 2046 2049
1997 24hour NA 2020 2027/ 2049
PM2.5 20372046
1997 Annual NA 2023 2027/2037 2049
PM2.5
2012 Annual NA 2022202% 2027/ 2037 2049
PM2.5(Moderate
and Serious)
2006 24hour 2020/2023 2024 2027/2037 2049

PM2.5

1Budget years that are not in the time frame of the transportation plan/conformity analysis are not included as analysis

years (e.g.202Q 2023, 20242025, although they may be used to demonstrate confor®dsne of the early RFP

year budgets were not acted on by EPA since they were not applicable.
22031 is the attainment year for the 2008 ozone standard. 2037 is the attainment year for the 2015 ozone standard.

32022 is the attainment year fttve moderate 2012 PM2.5 standdrbt in the timeframe of this analysi€025 is the
attainment year fathe serious 2012 PM2.5 standard.

For the 2008 ozone standard, the San Joaquin Valley has been classifiededseme

nonattainment area witn attainment date of July 20, 2032. In accordance with the March 2015
Implementation of the 2008 National Ambient Air Quality Standards for Ozone: State

Implementation Plan Requiremefitgal rule,the attainment year of 2031 must be model&fthen
using the budget test, the attainment yeah@®2008ozone standard must be analyzed 031).
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For the 20150zone standard, the San Joaquinlléya has been classified as amtreme
nonattainment area witn attainment date éugust 3 2088. In accordance with thieecember
2018 final rule Implementation of the 201¥ational Ambient Air Quality Standards for Ozone:
Nonattainment Are&tate Implementation Plan Requiremetite attainment year of 2037 must be
modeled When using the budget test, the attainment yedheo2015 omne standard must be
analyzed (i.e2037).

The Clean Air Act requires all states to attain the 1997 PM2.5 standards as expeditiously as
practicable beginning in 2010, but by no later than April 50201less EPA approves an attainment
date extensiorStates must identify their attainment dates based on the rate of reductions from their
control strategiesral the severity of the PM2.5 problefthe 2018 PM2.5 SIP addresses attainment

of the 1997 2sour PM2.5 standard (serious) by 2020 and was approved by EPA on January 28,
2022 (effective February 28, 2022). The attainment year is not in the timeframe of this conformity
analysis. On February 12022, EPA found the serious area 1997 annual PM2.5 budgets for
attainment year 2023 adequate (effective February 25, 20@2ssues final approval inclusive of

the trading mechanism on December 14, 20l%&non May 23, 2024, CARB submitted a request

for oneyear extension of the attainment deadline for the 1997 PM2.5 annual standards from
December 31, 2023 to December 31, 2024. On November 19, 2024, EPA issued a final rule
approving the ongear extension, edttive December 19, 202Zhe 2023 conformity budgets still

apply but theattainment year is not in the timeframe of this conformity analysis.

On January 20, 2016, EPA finalized reclassification of the San Joaquin Valley to Serious
nonattainment for the 2006 2ur PM2.5 Standard. Qhugust 16, 2016the 2012 PM2.5 Plan

was approved by ER/feffective September 30, 20li6¢clusive ofnew conformity budgets and
trading mechanisrfor the 2006 24hour PM2.5 standandith a requirement to attaithestandard

as expediously as practicable and no later than December 31, 20199,ICARB submitted an
attainment deadline extension request as part of the 2018 PM2.5Rlmule on 2018 PM2.5

SIP sections that pertain to 200624dur PM2.5 standard Serious area nonattainment was released
on July 22, 2020 The attainment year is not in the timeframe of this conformity analysis.

OnJanuaryl5, 2015, EPA classified the San Joaquin Valley as Moderate nonatthifomére

2012 PM2.5 StandasdOn November 26, 2021EPA issuedinal rule approvingthe Moderate
Area 2016 PM2.5 Plarportions of the 2018 PM2.5 SIP pertaining to moderate nonattainment of
the 2012 PM2.5 standardand the reclassification request to serious nonattainriéuet.San
Joaquin Valley 2018 PM2.5 Plan includesious area budgéis the 2012 PM2.5 standards with

an attainment deadline of 2Q2&erefore, the attainment year 2025 must be modeled.

F. AIR QUALITY DESIGNATIONS APPLICABLE TO THE OTHER AREAS
OF KERN COUNTY

In addition to the San Joaquin Valley planning area, Kern County also includes three other non
attainment areas (1) the federally designated Mojave Desert (Eastern Kern), (2) portions of the
Indian Wells Valley Planning Area, and (3) the portion of tlen Soaquin Valley PMO
nonattainment area that lies within the Kern County Air Pollution Control Districhésabeen
labeled as the East Kern PN Area (or PM10 Sliver) Theconformity analysidor the 207 FTIP

and 208 RTP also includes analysis of existing and future air quality impacts for each applicable
pollutant.
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The Eastern Kern area is currently designated as nonattainment for the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) for 2008 and 201&d@ur ozone; whereas the Indian Wells Valley
Planning area is designated as a maintenance area f@0Pahd there ian additional East Kern
PM-10 Area. The Kern County Air Pollution Control District is responsible for air quality plan
development for these areas. State Implementation Plans have been prepared to-address 8
ozone in Eastern Kern County, and ARl inthe Indian Wells:

1 EPA published final approval of the Eastern Kern 2017 Ozone Plan on June 25, 2021, inclusive
of the transportation conformity budgets (effective July 26, 2021).

1 Indian Wells Valley Second 1W@ear PM10 Maintenance Plan was approved by EPA on
January 18, 2023 (effective February 17, 2023).

On May 4, 2016, EPA reclassified Eastern Kern t
standard with a new attainment date of July 20, 2018 (effective June 3, 2016). The Eastern Kern

2017 Ozone Attainment Plan was adopted by the Eastern Kern Aiti®olDistrict on July 27,

2017. ARB adopted the 2017 Ozone Plan on September 28, 2017, including a request to reclassify

the area to fiseriouso nonattai nment, and subseql
5, 2018, EPA approved the reclassifion request to serious, including the new attainment date of

2021. EPA published final approval for the Eastern Kern 2017 Ozone Plan on June 25, 2021
(effective July 26, 2021 B5ubsequently, on May 15, 2021, CARB sent a letter to EPA requesting

voluntary reclassification request for Eastern Kern from serious to severe. EPA approved
reclassification request to severe in June 2021, effective July 7, 2021. Accordingly, the new
attanment year of 2026 must be modeled.

On June 4, 2018, EPA published final designations for the 2015 ozone standard classifying Eastern
Kern as fAmoderated nonattainment with a new att
December 2018 final rulémplementation of the 2015 National Ambient Air Quality Standards for
Ozone: Nonattainment Area State Implementation Plan Requirerttentttainment year of 2023

must be modeled. Subsequently, on May 15, 2021, CARB sent a letter to EPA requesting voluntary
reclassification request for Eastern Kern for the 204®@® ozone standard from moderate to
serious EPA approved the reclassification request on October 28, 2021. When using the budget
test, the attainment year for the 2015 ozone standard must be analyzed (i.e. 2026 for serious).
According to the 2015 ozone implementation rules, areas designatecimonettt for 2015 ozone
standards are required to use any existing adequate or approved SIP motor vehicle emissions
budgets for a prior ozone standard until budgets for the 2015 ozone standard are either found
adequate or approved; thus, the Eastern Ket Zirone Plan conformity budgets will be used to
demonstrate conformity with the 2015h8ur ozone standards.

The 2023 8Hour Ozone SIP addressingtbahe2008 and 2015 ozone standards was adopted by
CARB Board at the June 22, 2023 public meeting subsequently submitted for EPA review
Since the SIP contasrstatewide masures impacted by th2025CRA actions, the EasteiKern

Air DistrictandCARB are developing eevised SIPCurrently, existingconformity budgets from

the 2017 Ozone Plan continue to apply.

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

portion of the nonattainment area under the jurisdiction of Kern County APCD (East Ket PM
Area). Itis important to note that EPA has not designatedraaybeyond the San Joaquin Valley
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portion of Kern County as nonattainment for the 1997 PM2.5 standards or the 2006 2M2.5
standard.

G. CONFORMITY TEST REQUIREMENTS

OZONE

Under the existing conformity regulation, regional emissions analyses for ozone areas must address
nitrogen oxides (NOx) and volatile organic compounds (VOC) precursors. The motor vehicle
emission budgets for ozone are specified in the Eastern Kern 2@he G in tons per average
summer day. The 2020 motor vehicle emission budgets for ROG and NOx from the June 25, 2021
Federal Register are provided in the table below.

Table 1-8:
Mojave Desert (Eastern Kern County)
Ozone Emissions Budgets
(summer tons / day)

2020
County ROG NOx
Kerni Mojave Desert 1.3 3.6

PM-10

The new motor vehicle emissions budgets for-BMare specified in the Indian Wells Valley
Second 10vear PM10 Maintenance Plan. EPA finalized approval of this Plan on January 18,
2023, effective February 17, 2023. The budgets for 2020 and 2025 froandaBu2023 Federal
Register will be used to compare with each analysis year emissions, as shown inThbélevlL
Emission budgets include vehicle exhaust, as well as dust from paved and unpaved roads, and
construction activities.

Table 1-9:
Kern County Indian Wells Valley Area
PM-10 Emissions Budgets (tons/day)

County 2020 2025
Kerni Indian Wells Valley 0.4 0.5

In addition, the San Joaquin Valley PNd nonattainment area includes a portion of Kern County
that is not addressed in the PN Second Maintenance Plan. This area is now under the
jurisdiction of the Kern County APCD and has been labeled the East KefiOFArea. This area
currently has no PMO air quality plan. Under this scenario, the conformity regulation requires
that the PM10 nonattainment area use the interim emissions tests, which include either the
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ifActiond scenario | ess thanBuihled )i Boars etl h en efA cstciemre
less than baseline emissions (Build vs. 1990). The regional emissions analysis must only address

PM-10, since neither VOC nor NOx precursors have been ftubd a significant contributor to

the PM10 nonattainment problem in this area. Analysis year requirements are addrelsed un

Section 93.119(g)(1) of the conformity regulation, nonattainment areas using interim emission tests

are required to perform a regional emissions analysis for the following years:

1 A year no more than 5 years beyond the year in which the conformity determination is made
(e.g., 202);
The | ast year of the transmpantd ati on planbds for

Any additional years within the time frame of the transportation plan so that analysis years are
no more than 10 years apart (e.g., 20346.

Section 93.119(g)(2) of the conformity regulation indicates that a regional emissions analysis

would not be required for analysis years in which the transportation projects and planning
assumptions in the AActionodo aanke. MBwhsomdeitee 0 scen
interim test can be satisfied by documenting that the transportation projects and planning
assumptions in both scenarios are exactly the same, and consequently, the emission predicted in

the AActiond scenaeiembssi ons predtiteredhian the
such analysis years.

H. ANALYSIS YEARS

A summary of the analysis years resulting from the alo®seribed rules and guidance for this
Conformity Analysis is provided below.

Table 1-10:

Other Portions of Kern County Conformity Analysis Years

Attainment/
Budget| Maintenance Intermediate RTP Horizon
Pollutant Years Year? Years Year
E. Kern 2008 and 2015 Ozor 2020 2026 2027/20372046 2049
Indian Wells Valley PM10 2020 2025 2027/20372046 2049
East Kern PM10 NA NA 2027/20372046 2049

1Budget years that are not in the time frame of the transportation plan/conformity analysis are not included as analysis
years (e.g., 2022026, although they may be used to demonstrate conformity.
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CHAPTER 2:
LATEST PLANNI NG ASSUMPTI ONS AND
TRANSPORTATI ON MODELI NG

The Clean Air Act states that Athe determinatio
estimates of emissions, and such estimates shall be determined from the most recent population,
employment, travel, and congestion estimates as determinetiebPO or other agency
authorized to make such estimates. o6 On January 1
jointly with EPA to provide additional clarification concerning the use of latest planning
assumptions in conformity determinations (USDQ001).

According to the conformity regulation, the tim
which the MPO or other designated agency begins to model the impact of the proposed
transportation plan or TIP on triwigsaendinlahd/ or e m
emissiongnodeling began iDecembenf 2025

Key elements of the latest planning assumgtganidance include:

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

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

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

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

TheKern Council of Governmenisses theCube transportatiomodel. The model was validated

in 2025 for the 2@3base yearTheKern Council of Governmen®olicy Board &ceptedhe latest
planning assumptionsncluding socioeconomic data, forecasts, and travel model calibration, as
described herejin August 2025The latest planning assumptions used in the transportation model
validation andhis conformity analysisaresummarized in Tabl2-1.
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Table 2-1:

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

Regulatory Citation Year and Next
Modeling | Source of Data| Scheduled
Assumption | (MPO action) Modeling Update
§93.110(a),(b) Population |Base Year: Regional
2023 (Jans) |This datais Growth
disaggregated to the | Forecast
SourceThe TAZ level using 2020| update is
Kern COG U.S. Census anticipated
policy board |population and between
accepted household data for |202729 for
population input into theCUBE  |the 2030
projections traveldemand model | RTP to be
from the 2024 |for the base year prepared by
2050 Kern validation. a consulting
Regional Projections use the |economist.
Growth Uplan Land Use
Forecast on Model for distribution
April 18,2024. | of sociceconomic
Prepared by |datato the TAZ level
Placeworks based on local adopt
chief economisi general plans.
Employment |Base Year: Households and
2023 ' persons are cross
classified based on
SourceThe 202223 American
Kern CbG Comr_nLnlty Survey
. marginal and PUMS
policy board t
ables.
accepted
employment
projections
from the 2024
2050 Kern
Regional
Growth
Forecast on
April 18,2024.
Prepared by
Placeworks
chief
economist.
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Regulatory Citation Year and Next
Modeling | Source of Datal Scheduled
Assumption | (MPO action) Modeling Update
§93.110(a); Land Use The Kern COG|Land usds internally |Updated
893.122(b)(1)(iii) Allocation demographics |consistent with RTP |every 4
and land use |transportation years
characteristics |alternatives. together
include updates with the
to person per demographi
household, unit projectiors
type, income, during the
age group of next RTP
householders. update
These cycle
characteristics

were updated
with 2022 ACS
data and PUMY
records for
2022 and 2023
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Regulatory Citation Year and Next
Modeling | Source of Datal Scheduled
Assumption | (MPO action) Modeling Update
§93.122(b)(2)(i) Travel Four Step Trip | Trip Generation: Update
Demand Based Model, every 4
Model Cube Voyager, | The person trip years in syn
Structure Validated to generation rates werd with the
Base Year 202] updated based on thg demographi
2023 CCTS and lated projection
available research orland
postCOVID trip Regional
generation for non |Plan
residential/commercij updates.

land uses.

Trip Distribution:

The trip distribution
model uses a gravity
model equation to
distribute trips to all
TAZs, including a
feedback loop for
congested travel.

Mode Choice:

The model uses
defined mode share
percentages after trip
generation and trip.

Traffic Assignment:
The model uses an
iterative, capacity
restrained equilibrium
assignment routine
based on an
implementation of the
FrankWolfe

algorithm.
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Regulatory Citation Year and Next
Modeling | Source of Datal Scheduled
Assumption | (MPO action) Modeling Update
§93.122(b)(2)(i) Traffic Approximately |Link-level and Traffic
Counts & 900 twoway |screenline validation | counts are
Validation traffic count conducted; functional collected
locations from |class VMT evaluated|annually ang
the Kern used to
Regional update
Traffic Count model
Program(2023) validation
were used in every four
model years.
validation.
893.122(b)(1)(iv),(b)(2| Capacity The 2026 Speeds derived from| Updated
Sensitive transportation |final peak and off speed data
Assignment & model peak assigned will be
Speeds validation was |volumes; feedback [incorporated
based on loop ensures in the next
highway speed|consistency; model
data from the |EMFAC2021 speed |validation
2017 FHWA |bins generated. scheduled
National for
Performance completion
Monitoring by 2030.
Research Data
Setand speed
studies
conducted by
the cities and
the County on
Caltrans
functionally
classified
routes.
§93.122(b)(3) HPMS Model validateq Modeled VMT within | The need to
Reconciliatior|to 2023 HPMS |thecounty including |re-validate
VMT within +/- | centroid connectors |the model i
3% difference |[and intrazonal revisited
compared to HPMS | during each
totals RTP update
cycle.
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Regulatory Citation Year and Next
Modeling | Source of Datal Scheduled
Assumption | (MPO action) Modeling Update
§93.122(b)(1)(vi) Model The model Model sensitive to | Model
Sensitivity sensitivity was |transit service sensitivity is
Testing tested relative |frequencies, auto re-tested
to AOC, Transit operating costs, trand during each
Frequency, fares, offstreet model
Transit Fare, |[parking prices in update
Highway downtown
Capacity, Bakersfield, and
Parking Cost |capacities of selecteg
and compared |roadway segments.
with VMT,
transit
boardings,
persontrips by
trip purpose an
persontrips by
mode.
893.110(a) Auto SJV Auto AOC were based on | The need to
Operating Operating Cost|fuel costs from 2023 |update AOQC
Costs (AOC) |Methodology |EIA/CEC forecasts, |[assumptiong
approved by |nonfuel costs using |is revisited
CARB AAA data and during each
EMFAC2021 fuel RTP update
efficiency cycle.
assumptions;
converted to constan
dollars.
§93.111 Latest EMFAC2021 |Fleet mix consistent | TBD by
Emissions  |with November|with CARB defaults. | CARB
Model 2025 off model | Only total VMT and

adjustment
factors and May
2026 HD I/IM
adjustment

light-duty speed
distributions were
modified in line with
travel models outputg

factors

33



Kern Council of Governmen@nformity Analysis fothe 207 FTIP and2026 RTP

Regulatory Citation Year and Next
Modeling | Source of Datal Scheduled
Assumption | (MPO action) Modeling Update
§93.110 (a, b) Vehicle EMFAC2021 |Kern COGdoes not |TBD by
Registrations estimate vehicle CARB

registrations, age
distributions or fleet
mix. Rather, current
forecasted estimates
for these data are
developed by CARB
and included in the
EMFAC2021 model.
Vehicle registrations,
age distribution and
fleet mix are
developed amh
included in the mode
by CARB and cannot|
be updated by the us

893.122(a) Regionally 2026 RTP/2027 All regionally Each
Significant  |FTIP (see significant projectare| conformity
Projects Appendix D for|coded into model cycle
a full list) network. including
RTP
amendment

A. SOCIOECONOMIC DATA

POPULATION, EMPLOYMENT AND LAND USE

The conformity regulation requires documentation of base case and projected population,
employment, and land use used in the transportation modeling. USDOT/EPA guidance indicates
that if the data is more than five years old, written justification foueeof older data must be
provided. In addition, documentation is required for how land use development scenarios are
consistent with future transportation system alternatives, and the reasonable distribution of
employment and residences for each altéraat

For this conformity analysis, socioeconomic projectionskiem Council of Governmentsere
developed using the most recent available demographic forecasts and regional planning
assumptions available at the time the conformity modeling began. These projections represent the
most recent planning assumptions adopted by the MPO and are cunsistethe Regional
Transportation Plan.
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Population and employment projections are developed for the model bag®¥@and for RTP
horizon years through049 The 2023data were derived froi2023 HPMS VMT

The socioeconomic projections are allocated to traffic analysis zones (TAZs) within the MPO
modeling area and are used as key inputs for trip generation and trip distribution steps in the travel
demand model.

Population and Employment Data Sources

Population and employment forecasts used in the conformity analysis were derivéefi2084

2050 Kern Regional Growth Forecasepared by Placeworks chie€onomistThe demographic
forecasts reflect local general plans, development trends, and regional growth projections. These
forecasts are periodically reviewed and updated as part of each RTP update cycle.

Land Use Allocation

The socioeconomic projections were distributed spatially across the MPO region using

the open source Uplan Land Use Model developed by UC Davis using Asd@tSare
incorporating economic factors such as proximity to urban services (sewer, existing urban), rail and
interchanges in distribution of employment and households. The model limits distribution based
on local general plans and other factors. The modehll@sed testing ohundred=f scenarios

to better balance land use and transportation expenditures in development @6tR& 20

Socioeconomic dataere aggregatet the traffic analysis zone (TAZ) level aimtorporated into
the travel demand model to estimate trip generation, distribution, and travel patterns.

B. TRANSPORTATION MODELING

TheKern Council of Governmentdilizes a travel demand model that is implementgdg Cube
Voyager software. The Valley MPO regional traffic models consist of traditionaksteprtraffic
forecasting models. The model uses land use, socioeconomic, and road network data to estimate
facility-specific roadway traffic volumes. Thé&rn COGmodel covers the appropriate county
area, which is then divided into hundreds or thousands of individual traffic analysis zones (TAZs).
In addition the model roadway networks include thousands of nodes and links. Link types include
freeway, freeway ramp, other State route, expressway, arterial, collector, and local collector.
Current and futurgeear road networks were developed considering locahageirculation
elements of their general plans, traffic impact studies, capital improvement programs, and the State
Transportation Improvement Program. The models use equilibrium, a capacity sensitive
assignment methodology, and the data from the madeaht emission estimates differentiates
between peak and effeak volumes and speeds. In addition, the model is reasonably sensitive to
changes in time and other factors affecting travel choices. The results from model
validation/calibration were analgd for reasonableness and compared to historical trends.

Specific transportation modeling requirements in the conformity regulation are summarized below,
followed by a description of how théern COGtransportation modeling methodology meets those
requirements.

The Kern COG MIM4 travel demand model updates and calibrates the Kern COGI MiBdel

(VMIP 2) to a new 2023 base year, and a refined zone struaft@r858Transportation Analysis
Zones (TAZs)with many parameters updated using the Central California Travel Survey ef 2022
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23 (CCTS).The MIP4 travel model is the second iteration ofvadidation/calibratbn and
enhanementsto the VMIP 2 modelfor Kern COG The Kern COGMIP-3 model was the first
iterationin 2021 by DKS, whicltalibrated t?2020 (pre-COVID) with updated 2020 Census data
and subsequent enhancements enabling tolling and managed lane modbk&n§an Joaquin
Valley Model Improvement PrograrRhase 2VMIP 2) travel demand model for Kern, applies an
advanced foustep travel demand model system of trip generation, distribution, mode choice, and
traffic assignment with nearly all stages recognizing household demographics, auto availability,
modes including eXjeit auto occupancy, transit by walk and drive access, walk and bike, pricing,
and congestion by time of dayThe travel model includes a congestion feedback loop that
accurately accounts for shagrm induced travel demand.h&@VMIP 2 travel demand modéh
2017was subjected to a peer revibw DKS Associates) cooperation with Fehr and PeérShe
review andsubsequentipdats addressd a variety of other calibration considerations, including
gateway volumes from the statewide and neighboring model0th2 California Household
Travel Survey (including more than 400 owampled surveys for transit riders in Kertiansit

route volumes observed in 2019/28er 900peak/offpeak/dailytraffic countlocatiors, and
observed speed limit information

C. TRAFFIC ANALYSIS ZONES

The model study area is divided irR058traffic analysis zones (TAZs). Each TAZ represents a
geographic area for which socioeconomic data and travel demand are aggregated for modeling
purposes.

D. MODEL BASE YEAR AND VALIDATION

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

is validated against observed counts for a base year ho more than 10 years before the date of the
conformity determinationThe first conformity analysis year 2027 is less than 10 years from the
base year that the model was validated to which meets the requirements in Section 93.106(a)(1)(ii).

TheKern COG traveimodel was validated to a base yea2@23 The basgear validation process
compared modeled traffic volumes to observed traffic counts collected throughout the region.
Validation ensures that the model reasonably replicates existing travel patterns.

TRAFFIC COUNTS

The travel demand model was validated using observed traffic count data collected from regional
traffic monitoring programs and state highway monitoring systeékpproximately 900 count
locations were used to compare modeled and observed traffic voinr@@23 The validation
process included comparisons of modeled volumes with observed counts by facility type and
screenline locations across the region.

1 DKS Associates, Summary of Peer Review Revisions to the Kern COG-ZMavel Demand Model,
http://www.kerncog.org/wgzontent/uploads/2018/01/MIP2_peer_review.p2017.
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The Kern COG model is recalibrated to recent traffic and transit count data and the Central
California Travel Survey of 20223. Sociceconomic data is distributed using the Uplan Land
Use Model updated using 2022 ACS data and PUMS records for 2022/2023.

SPEEDS

The conformity regulation requires documentation of the use of capacity sensitive assignment
methodology and emissions estimates based on a methodology that differentiates between peak and
off-peak volumes and speeds, and bases speeds on final assiginegsvol

The travel demand model uses a capacity sensit
Traffic volumes are assigned iteratively across the transportation network until equilibrium
conditions are reached and no traveler can reduce travel time byisgitohtes.

Congested travel speeds are calculated based on final assigned traffic volumes and link capacities.
A feedback loop is used within the model to ensure that travel times used in trip distribution are
consistent with final network travel speeds.

Kern COG&6s member agencies routinely perform sp
throughout the region and use the data to update posted speed limits. These observeespeeds

used as a validation check on HERE Technologies datdléwespeedsnput into the model as

the free flow speeds. The valley traffic models include a feedback loop that uses congested travel

times as an input to the trip distribution step. The feedback loop ensures that the congested travel
speeds used as input to the air yidin emission models are consistent with the travel speeds used
throughout the traffic model processluding The feedback Igmincludes a step for mode choice,

ensuring that zone to zone impedances are used in the mode split distribwitdition, the model

validation included a series of speed sensitivity te$tee model responded appropriately for the

increased and decreased speed tests.

TRANSIT

The conformity regulation requires documentation of any changes in transit operating policies and
assumed ridership levels since the previous conformity determination.

Several recent ehoard transit surveys have been performed for the transit systems infKern.
Kern COG regional travel demand model was validated #8 26observedransit ridership data
including electronic farebox dataransit boardings were withirfd of observed surveys in the

2023 base year, within the-20 percentoest practiceguidelines. In addition, the model was
subjected to a land use sensitivity test that measured the capability of the model to accurately report
transit ridership in high quality transit areak implement these tests, land use developments by
Traffic Analysis Zone (TAZ) were classified into place types and selected to be changed either
geographically (move all the development to a different place but retain the development and
demographics) doy place type (keep the development in the same location but modify the place
type to refl ect dhefrdsudts shawed thatlhe Kernatraviel anbdelgmovided
results with a high level of correlation to the well calibrated small scale test model.
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VALIDATION/CALIBRATION

The conformity regulation requires documentation that the model results have been analyzed for
reasonableness and compared to historical trends

The models were validated by comparing estimates of base year traffic conditions with base year
traffic counts. The base year validations meet standard criteria for replicating total traffic volumes
on various road types and for percent error on linkse Gase year validation also meets standard
criteria for percent error relative to traffic counts on groups of roads (skinesih throughout the
county.

HPMS results are discussed above under traffic counts. In addition, sensitivity testing for
speed/time, cost, capacity/congestion, and land use/induced demand were performed. The model
performed within expected parameters for each test.

Kern COG travel modatalibration included a telecommute (TC) module to add functionality for
adjusting person trip rates based on TC rates. Kern's 2023 base year data accounts for person trip
rates with a higher level of TC than grevid (2019); for backcasting to model ye&019 or

earlier, an telecommute parameter would be needed to adjust HW and WO trip rates to account for
less telecommuting. An analysis was performed on TC data from ACS, CCTS, BLS, SWAA and
Godbe for 2019 (preovid) to 2023 base year to create a tal@oote parameter, which applies a
straight line factor between 2019 and 2023 that when applied basedresponding TCate for

2019 accounts for higher HW and WO trip rates. The TC factor can also be applied to TC rate
forecasts for future years. A lostgrm TC trend analysis was performed on data from AHTUS,
ATUS, SWAA, ACS and BLS to forecast future TC rates and tleespondingl'C factor. See

Model Documentation for more details.

AUTO OPERATING COST

Auto operating costs were updated for the 2026 RTP/2027 FTIP including fuel price projections,

vehicle fuel efficiency, and vehicle maintenance costs. Fuel price projections were based on the

2023 Annual Energy Outlook developed by the U.S. Energy Infasmafdministration.

Electricity costs were derived from the California Energy Commission Transportation Energy
Demand Forecast. Maintenance costs were based or

HPMS RECONCILIATION

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

Highway Performance Monitoring System (HPMS) estimates of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) shall
be considered the primary measure of VMT within the portion of the nonattainment or maintenance
area and for the functional classes of roadways included in HP&Syrban areas which are
sampled on a separate urban area basis. For areas with netvasdd travel models, a factor (or
factors) may be developed to reconcile and calibrate the netiaam&d travel model estimates of
VMT in the base year of its validatido the HPMS estimates for the same period. These factors
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may then be applied to model estimates of future VMT. In this factoring process, consideration will
be given to differences between HPMS and netlvasled travel models, such as differences in the
facility coverage of the HPMS and the modeling networkrigegm. Locally developed count
based programs and other departures from these procedures are permitted subject to the
interagency consultation procedures.

Mo d e |l estimated VMT was compared with HPMS estinm
between modeled and observed regional travel activity.

The modeled VMT wawiithin +/-3% differenceof theHPMS estimate for th2023 base year

FUTURE NETWORKS

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

893.106(a)(2)ii and §93.122(a)(1) require that regionally significant additions or modifications to
the existing transportation network that are expected to be open to traffic in each analysis year be
documented for both Federally funded and-fedterallyfunded projects

893.122(a)(1) requires that VMT for noagionally significant Federal projects is accounted for in
the regional emissions analysi&kern Council of Governmenticludes these projects in the
transportation network.

893.126, §93.127, §93.128 require that all projects in the TIP/RTP that are exempt from conformity
requirements or exempt from the regional emissions analysis be documented. In addition, the
reason for the exemption (Table 2, Table 3, traffic signal spmitation) must also be
documented. It is important to note that the CTIPs exemption code is provided in response to
FHWA direction.

The project listing for the 2026 RTP and 2027 FTIP including exempt projects is provided in
Appendix B. VMT estimates in Table-2 reflect all projects listed in the Appendix.

The build highway networks include qualifying projects based or2@26 RTP and 2027 TIP.

Not all of the street and freeway projects included in the TIP/RTP qualify for inclusion in the
highway network. Projects that call for study, design, or-capacity improvements are not
included in the networks. When these projects result in afetaidity construction projects, the
associated capacity changes are coded into the network as appropriate. Since the networks define
capacity in terms of number of through traffic lanes, only construction projects that increase the
lanemiles of throughriaffic are included.
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Generally, highway networks include all roadways included in the county or cities classified
system. These links typically include all freeways plus expressways, arterials, collectors and local
collectors. Highway networks also include regionally sigaifigplanned local improvements from
Transportation Impact Fee Programs and developer funded improvements required to mitigate the
impact of a new development.

Smaltscale local street improvements contained in the TIP/RTP are not coded on the highway
network. Although not explicitly coded, traffic on collector and local streets is simulated in the

model s by use of abstract heserrdpesent ladallsteedis amdt ent r o
driveways which connect a neighborhood to a regiorgdipificant roadway. Model estimates of

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

E. TRAFFIC ESTIMATES

A summary of the population, employment, and travel characteristics fdfaime Council of
Governmentstransportation modeling area for each scenaricdhis conformity analysis is
presented in Table-2.

Table 2-2:
Traffic Network Comparison for Horizon Years Evaluated in Conformity Analysis
Average Weekday | Total Lane
Horizon Year | Total Population | Employment VMT (millions) Miles
2027 797,524 304,291 20.2 5,753
2029 808,372 311,413 20.6 N/A
2031 819,221 318,536 21.0 N/A
2032 824,646 322,097 21.2 N/A
2035 840,919 332,780 21.6 N/A
2037 846,617 338,241 21.7 6,041
2046 868,597 362,814 21.7 6,205
2049 880,808 371,005 21.7 6,209

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

Average
Total Population| Employment | Weekday VMT Total Lane
Horizon Year (thousands) (thousands) (millions) Miles
2027 94,720 33,911 33 1,904
2037 98,781 36,977 34 2,255
2046 99,386 38,887 34 2,258
2049 99,722 39,523 3.4 2,259
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Traffic Network Comparison for Horizon Years Evaluated in Conformity Analysis
for Indian Wells Valley (Kern County Portion)

Average
Total Population| Employment Weekday VMT Total Lane
Horizon Year (thousands) (thousands) (millions) Miles
2027 35,947 14,131 0.5 371
2037 36,402 15,253 0.5 382
2046 36,574 16,092 0.5 396
2049 36,670 16,372 0.5 396

Traffic Network Comparison for Horizon Years Evaluated in Conformity Analysis
for San Joaquin Valley PM-10 (Kern APCD Portion)

Total Average Weekday
Horizon Population |Employment VMT
Year (thousands) | (thousands) (millions) Total Lane Miles
2027 30,728 5,863 0.7 478
2037 29,697 5,941 0.7 489
2046 29,584 5,979 0.7 489
2049 29,522 5,991 0.7 489

F. VEHICLE REGISTRATIONS

Kern Council ofGovernmentsloesnot estimate vehicle registrations, age distributions or fleet mix.
Rather, current forecasted estimates for these data are developed by CARB and included in the
EMFAC2®1 model Vehicle registrations, age distribution and fleet mix are developed and
included in the model by CARB and cannot be updated by the EB&Y.issued final approval for
EMFAC2®1 use in conformity demonstrations blovemberl5, 2@2; thereforethe conformity
analysisfor the 2027 andhe 2026 RTPrelies onassumptioaincorporated ireMFAC2(21.

G. STATE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN MEASURES

Committed control measures in the applicable air quality plans that reduce mobile source emissions
and are used in conformity, are summarized below.

OZONE

No committed control measures are included in206 Ozone Plan
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2026 Extreme Ozone SIP Revisiancludes reductionsfrom the Ca |l i f dHeavyDaty s
Inspection and Maintenance HI/M) regulation However, t h e s emodelr e
adjustment factorsto criteria pollutant emission estimatemdeled with EMFAC202hnd are
incorporated in this conformity analysis. EPA approvedHibd/M off-model adjustments for use
in SIP development and transportation conformity determination on May 6, 2026.

PM-10

Committed control measures in the EPA approved 20071BN¥aintenance Plan that reduce
mobile source emissions are shown in TakB However, reductions from these control
measuresare included in EMFAC2021 and are not applied separately.

Table 2-3:
2007 PM10 Maintenance Plan Measures Assumed in the Conformity Analysis

Measure Description Pollutants

PM-10 annual exhaust
NOx annual exhaust

PM-10 paved road dust
PM-10 unpaved road dust

ARB existing Reflash, Idling, and Moyer

District Rule 8061 Paved and Unpaved Roa(

District Rule 8021 Controls: Construction,
Demolition, Excavation, Extraction, and Oth PM-10 road construction dust
Earthmoving Activities

PM2.5
No committedcontrol measures are included in 26 PM2.5 Plan and the 2018 PM2.5 Plan

H. TELEWORK AND ONLINE SERVICES 7 OPTION 2

Given thatsix out of eightSJV MPO travel modeldo notaccount for pos€COVID travel
behavior such as telework and teleheaARB has developed methodologythatestimates
emission reductions associated with telewamkl online servicef®r Kings, Madera, Merced,
San Joaquin, Stanislaus and Tulafldhe CARB methodology provides these reductions for
the entire San Joquin Valley and not by-suba, thereforthe emission reductionare only
used to demonstrate conformfty the 2015 ozonstandardyiven that the2026 Extreme
Ozone SIP RevisiosetsValley-wide budgets for summer ROG and Nhe methodology
has been revieweshd concurrethy interagency consultatigoartnergor use with the 2026
Extreme Ozone SIP budgets only when approved

2 fiLatest Planning Assumptions for Telework and Online Services in Sgniddalley Transportation
Conformityp . Cal i fornia Ai rRO®2sources Board, May
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CHAPTER 3:
Al R QUALI TY MODELI NG

The model used to estimate vehicle exhaust emis8omzone precursors and particulate matter

is EMFAC2@®1. CARB emission factors for PM10 have been used to calculatgr@ined paved

and unpaved road dust, and fugitive dust associated with road construction. For this conformity
analysis, model inputs not dependent on the TIP or RTP are consistent vagpticable SIPs,

which include:

1 The 2016 Ozone Plan (2008 standard) was adopted by the Air District on June 1612016
subsequently adopted by ARB on July 21, 20BEBA found the new ozone budgets adequate
onJune 29, 2017 (effective July 14, 201IR)response to recent court decisions regarding the
baseline RFP year, CARB adopted the revised 2008 ozone conformity budgets as part of the
2018 Updates to the California State Implementation 2818 SIP Update) on October 25,
2018.EPA approved the 2016 Ozone Plan and the budgets on March 25, 2019. Then in
response to federal CRA actions, CARB adopted 2826 Updates to Motor Vehicle
Emissions Budgets for the 75 parts per billion Ozone 8tgikementation Plann March 26,
2026.EPA proposed approval of the new 2008 ozone SIP budgets on July 9, 2026. Final
approval is anticipated in early October 2026 with an effective date prior to December 16,
2026

9 Option 2:2022 Ozone Plaf2015 standardyas adopted by CARon January 26, 2023 and
subsequently submitted for EPA reviel.response to federal CRA actions, CARB adopted
2026 Extreme Ozone SIP RevisimmJuly 23, 2026. EPA action isot expected in 2026
Therefore, this option was not necessary for the final conformity analysis

1 The 2007 PMLO Maintenance Plan (as revised in 2015) was approved by EBAIYR
2016 (effective September 30, 2016).

1 The 2016 PM2.5 Plan and portions of the 2018 PM2.5 Plan (2012 Standard, moderate) was
approved by EPA on November 26, 2021 (effective December 27,.2021)

1 The 20B PM2.5 Plan wagartially approved by EPA oduly 22, 2020(effective as of
publication inclusive of the revised conformity budgets and trading mechabisthe 2006
24-hr PM2.5standardThen on November 26, 2021, EPA partially disapproved the original
SIP submittal dealing with 1997 annual PM2.5 nonattainment. In response, CARB submitted
a 2021 revision to the 2018 PM2.5 Plan demonstrating attainment by Zl¥23anuary 28,
2022, EPA approved 2018 PM2.5 Plan portion dealing with the 1988@4PM2.5 standard
and determined that the SJV attained the standard by the December 31, 2020 deadline
(effective February 28, 2022pn December 14, 2023, EPA approved the 1997 annual PM2.5
budgets and trading mechanism for attainment year 2023, effective January 16N2024.
that CARB withdrew 2018 PM2.5 Plan portions dealing with 2012 serious PM2.5 standards
on October 27, 2022; therefore, moderate area budgets continue toGxpNgvember 16,
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2024 EPA finalized its approvalo extend the attainment deadline foe 1997 annual PM2.5
standard$y one year to December 31, 2024.

The conformity regulation requirements for the selection of the horizon years are summarized in
Chapter 1; regional emissions have been estimated for the horizon years summarizedliY.Table

A. EMFAC2021

Section 93.111 of theonformity regulatiomequires the use of the latest emission estimation model
in the development of conformity determinations.

The EMFAC model (short for EMission FACtor) is a computer emissions nmgdstiftware that
estimates emission rates for motor vehicles for calendar years from 2000 to 2050 operating in
California. Pollutant emissions for hydrocarbons, carbon monoxide, nitrogen oxides, particulate
matter, lead, sulfur oxides, and carbon dioxigeautput from the model. Emissions are calculated

for passenger cars, light, heavy, and mediluty trucks, motorcycles, buses and motor homes.

EMFAC is used to calculate current and future inventories of motor vehicle emissions at the state,
county, air district, air basin, or MPO lev&he modelcontains default vehicle activity data that

can be used to estimate a motor vehicle emissions inventory in tons/day for a specific year and
season, and as a function of ambient temperature, relative humidity, vehicle population, mileage
accrual, miles ofravel, and vehicle speeds.

On January 15, 2021, CARB released the latest update to the EMFACInEdMEAC2021v1.0.0.

Then in April of 2022, CARB released an updated version of the model (v1.0.2) fixing a number
of minor modeling bugs. EPA issued final approval of EMFAC2021 modetg§ional conformity

use with a tweyeargrace period on November 15, 20EMFAC2021wasrequired for regional
conformity use as on November 16, 2024

On June 12, 2025, President Trump signed joint resolutions of disapproval under the Congressional
Review Act (CRA) for preemption waivers that the EPA had previously issued pursuant to Clean
Air Act (CAA) section 209, including for the Advanced Clean ku¢ACT), ZereEmission

Airport Shuttle, HeawyDuty Vehicle Engine Emission Warranty and Maintenance Provisions
(Warranty Phase 1), and Healyty Omnibus (Omnibus) regulations. In response, CARB
developed and submitted to the EPA-wibdel adjustment €dors that removed estimated
emissions benefits attributed to ACT, Zé&mission Airport Shuttle, Warranty Phase 1, and
Omnibus regulations from EMFAC2021. On November 21, 2025, the EPA approved mnedeff
adjustment factors. As such, EMFAC2021 with dafustment factors was approved as the lasted
approved method for modeling emissions available in California, per 40 CFR 93.111.

On March 25 2026 CARB submitted a request for the useadflitionalEMFAC2021 offmodel

adjust ment factors that account f-Duty Vehicle emi ssi ¢
Inspection and Maintenance Program (HD I/M) the purposes of SIP development and

transportation conformity determinations. ®ay 6, 2026, EPA approved the use of these factors

in regional conformity analyses in Californighe approval letter also clarified that the HD I/M

adjustmerg must be used in conjunctioand afterthe offmodel adjustments approved on
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November 21, 2025 are applieats EMFAC2021 with the adjustment factors was approved as the
lasted approved method for modeling emissions available in California, per 40 CFR 93.111.

A transportation data template and detailed EMFAC modeling instructions have been prepared to
summarize the transportation model output for use in EMFAC20B2 template includes
allocating VMT by speed bin biiour of the dayEMFAC2021 was used to estimate exhaust
emissions for ozone, PI#0, and PM2.5 conformity demonstrations consistent with the applicable
air quality plan. A conformity postprocessing template has been developed to process EMFAC
output and to incorporateoth the November 21, 2025 aH® I/M off-modeladjustment factors

as well ago employ rounding of emission results consistent with SIP conformity budget setting

B. ADDITIONAL PM -10 ESTIMATES

PM-10 emissions for rentrained dust from travel on paved and unpaved roads will be calculated
separately from roadway construction emissions. It is important to note that with the final approval
of the 2007 PMLO Maintenance Plan, EPA approved a methagioto calculate PMLO emissions

from paved and unpaved roads in future San Joaquin Valley conformity determinations. The
Conformity Analysis uses these methodologies and estimates constnetditmad PM10
emissions consistent with the 20B¥I-10 Maintenance Plan. The National Ambient Air Quality
Standards for PMO consists of a 2lour standard, which is represented by the motor vehicle
emissions budgets established in the 2BBF10 Maintenance Plan. It is important to note that
EPA revoked the annual RVD Standard on October 17, 2006. The-BO/emissions calculated

for the conformity analysis represent emissions on an annual average day and are used to satisfy
the budget tds

CALCULATION OF REENTRAINED DUST FROM PAVED ROAD TRAVEL

On January 13, 201EPA released a new method for estimatingm&ained road dust emissions

from cars, trucks, buses, and motorcycles on paved roads. On February 4, 2011, EPA published
the Official Release of the January 2011 -AP Method for Estimating Réntrained Road Dust

from Paved Roadspproving the January 2011 method for use in regional emissions analysis and
beginning a two year conformity grace period, after which use of the January 2@ M&hod

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

The road dust calculations have been updated to reflect this new methodology. More specifically,
the emission factor equation and k value (particle size multiplier) have been updated accordingly.
CARB default assumptions for roadway silt loading by roaglelass, average vehicle weight, and
rainfall correction factor remain unchanged. Emissions are estimated for five roadway classes
including freeways, arterials, collectors, local roads, and rural roads. Countywide VMT
information is used for each roathss to prepare the emission estimates.

CALCULATION OF REENTRAINED DUST FROM UNPAVED ROAD TRAVEL

The base methodology for estimating unpaved road dust emissions is based on a CARB
methodology in which the miles of unpaved road are multiplied by the assumed VMT and an
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emission factor. In the 2007 RM Maintenance Plan, it is assumed that all-agricultural
unpaved roads within the San Joaquin Valley receive 10 vehicle passes per day. An emission factor
of 2.0 Ibs PM10/VMT is used for the unpaved road dust emission estimates. Emissions are
estimated for city/county maintained roads.

CALCULATION OF PM -10 FROM ROADWAY CONSTRUCTION

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

PM-10 TRADING MECHANISM

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

C. PM2.5 APPROACH

EPA and FHWA have indicated that areas violating both the annual ahdu4tandards for
PM2.5 must address all standards in the conformity determination. The San Joaquin Valley
currently violates both the 1997 and 2012 annual PM2.5 standards, a8@Thentl 2006 2&our

PM2.5 standards; thusisttonformity determination includes analyses to all PM2.5 standards.

The following PM2.5 approach addresses the 1997 (annual ahduey the 2012 (annual
moderate and serigysand the 200624-hour) standards

EMFAC2@1lincorporates data for temperature and relative humidity that vary by geographic area,
calendar year and season. The annual average represents an average of all the monthly inventories.
A winter average represents an average of the California wintems@stober through February).

EMFAC will be run to estimate direct PM2.5 and NOx emissions from motor vehicles for an annual

or winter average day as described below.

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

PM2.5 areas that are currently using netwloaked travel models must continue to use them when

calculating annual emission inventories. The guidance indicates that the interagency consultation
process should be used to determine the appropriate approach to produce accurate annual
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inventories for a given nonattainment area. Whichever approach is chosen, that approach should
be used consistently throughout the analysis for a given pollutant or precursor. The interagency
consultation process should also be used to determine whigthificant seasonal variations in the
output of networkbased travel models are expected and whether these variations would have a
significant impact on PM2.5 emission estimates.

The SJV MPOs use netwelased travel models. However, the models only estimate average
weekday VMT. The SJV MPOs do not have the data or ability to estimate seasonal variation at
this time. Data collection and analysis for some studies are in the preliminary phases and cannot
be relied upon for other analyses. Some statewide data for the seasonal variation of VMT on
freeways does exist. However, traffic patterns on freeways do not necessarily represent the typical
traffic pattern for local streets and arterials. In manggasaffic counts are sponsored by the
MPOs and conducted by local jurisdictions. While some local jurisdictions may collect weekend
or seasonal data, typical urban traffic counts occur on weekdays (Tuesday through Thursday). Data
collection musbe more consistent in order to begin estimation of daily or seasonal variation. The
SJV MPOs believe that the average annual day calculated from the current traffic models and
EMFAC2®1represent the most accurate VMT data available. The MPOs will continue to discuss
and research options that look at how VMT varies by month and season according to the local
traffic models.

It is important to note that the guidance indicates that EPA expects the most thorough analysis for
developing annual inventories will occur during the development of the SIP, taking into account
the needs and capabilities of air quality modeling toolstiaadimitations of available data. Prior

to the development of the SI®ate and local air quality and transportation agencies may decide to
use simplified methods for regional conformity analyses.

The regional emissions analyses in PM2.5 nonattainment areas must consider directly emitted
PM2.5 motor vehicle emissions from tailpipe, brake wear, and tire wear. In California, areas will
usethe latest version &MFAC emissions modeling softwards indicated under the Conformity

Test Requirementgmissions fom re-entrained road dust and constructietated fugitive dust

from highway or transit projectare not included at this time. In addition, NOx emissions are
included; however, VOC, SOx, and ammonia emissions are not.

199724-Hour and AnnuaBtandardi Theportions of the2018 PM2.5 Plardealing with the 1997
24-hour standaravereapproved by EPA odanuary 28, 202gffective February 282022)and
contain motor vehicle emission budgets for PM2.5 and MSablished based ataily average
annual daily emissionsThe 1997 annual PM2.5 transportation conformity budgetsafoual
averagePM2.5 and NOx emissions weepprovedby EPA onDecember 14, 2028ffective
January 16, 20324The annual inventory methodology contained in thiE8ZM2.5Planwasused

to establish emissions budgets is consistent with the methodology used herein. The motor vehicle
emissions budget for PM2.5 includes directly emitted PM2.5 motor vehicle emissions from tailpipe,
brake wear and tire wear. VOC, SOx, ammonia, and thesth (paved roads, unpas roads, and

road construction) were found to be insignificant and not included in the motor vehicle emission
budgets for conformity purposes.

2006 24-Hour Standardi On March 27, 2020, EPA proposed approval of portionthef20B

PM2.5 Planthat pertain to the 2006 2#bur PM2.5 standard, including granting attainment
deadline extension to 202%this portion of the 2018 PM2.5 Plan was finalizedJaly 22, 2020.

The 20B PM2.5 Plan contains motor vehicle emission budgets for PM2.5 and NOx established
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based on average winter daily emissions. The winter inventory methodology contained ir8the 201
PM2.5Plan and used to establish emissions budgets is consistent with the methodology used herein.
The motor vehicle emissions budget for PM2.5 include directly emitted PM2.5 motor vehicle
emissions from tailpipe, brake wear and tire wear. VOC, SOx, ammaouiawst (from paved

roads, unpaved roads, and road construction) were found to be insignificant and not included in the
motor vehicle emission budgets for conformity purposes.

2012AnnualStandard- On November 26, 2021, EPA issued final approval of the 2016 Moderate
Area PM2.5 Plaand the portions of the 2018 PM2.5 plan that pertain to the moderate requirements
for the 2012 PM2.5 standard. The approval also included reclassification to sBlabeshat

CARB withdrew 2018 PM2.5 Plan portions dealing with 2012 serious PM2.5 standards on October
27, 2022 Until the new 2012 serious area PM2.5 standard budgets are found adequate or approved,
the SJV will conductonformity determination for the 2012 annual PM2.5 standard using budgets
established in th2016 PM2.5 and 2018 PM2.5 Pléor moderate nonattainmeiithe 20B PM2.5

Plan contains motor vehicle emission budgets for PM2.5 and NOx established based on average
annualdaily emissions. Thannualinventory methodology contained in the 8C@M2.5Plan and

used to establish emissions budgets is consistent with the methodology used herein. The motor
vehicle emissions budget for PM2.5 include directly emitted PM2.5 motor vehicle emissions from
tailpipe, brake wear and tire wear. VOC, SOx, ammomid, cust (from paved roads, unpaved
roads, and road construction) were found to be insignificant and not included in the motor vehicle
emission budgets for conformity purposes

1997AND 2012ANNUAL PM2.5 TRADING MECHANISM

The2018 PM2.5 Plan budgets and trading mechanism will also be used in this conformity analysis
for moderate and serious 2012 PM2.5 and serious 1997 PM2.5 starsdargsededThe 2016

PM2.5 Plan an@018 PM2.5 Plan allows tradifigr 2012 PM2.5rom the motor vehicle emissions
budget for the PM2.5 precursor NOx to the motor vehicle emissions budget for panrargl

PM2.5 using a 6.5 to 1 ratiolhis trading mechanism will be used for tt@97and 2012 annual
PM2.5 standard conformity analys&és needed.

2006AND 1997 24HOUR PM2.5 TRADING MECHANISM

OnJuly 22, 2020EPA partially approved the 2@IPM2.5 SIP including the006PM2.5standard
trading mechanism that allows trading from the motor vehicle emissions budget for the PM2.5
precursor NOXx to the motor vehicle emissions budget for primar2 BNising & to 1 ratio.Then

on January 28, 2022, EPA approved 1997h@dr PM2.5 SIP elements contained in the 2018
PM2.5 Plan, inclusive of the intg@ollutant trading mechanism with the same 2 to 1 rdtus
trading mechanism will be used for the 2086d 201224-hour PM2.5 standard conformity
analysis as needed

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

For Mojave Desert (Eastern Kern), the model that was used to estimate emissions for ozone
precursors is EMFAC2024ith off-model adjustmentsgsing the methodology described above.
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For Indian Wells Valley (Kern County Portio®dM-10 onroad exhaust was found to be significant

in the Second Xyear M-10 Maintenance Plan, therefore it is included in the emissions budgets
and the conformity estimates. Paved road dust, unpaved road dust, and fugitive dust associated
with road construction have been estimated using the methodappggved by EPAn January

2023 However, there is no PI¥0 trading mechanism.

For this Conformity Analysis, model inputs not dependent on the TIP or RTP are consistent with
the applicable SIPs, which include:

9 Eastern Kern 2017 Ozone Plan that was approved by EPA on June 25, 2021 (effective July 26,
2021).

1 Indian Wells Valley Second 19ear PM10 Maintenance Plan that was approved by EPA on
January 18, 2023 (effective February 17, 2023).

The conformity regulation requirements for the selection of the horizon years are summarized in
Chapter 1; regional emissions have be®theresti mat e
Portions of Kern Count.y Conformity Analysis Year

No air quality modeling is being conducted for the portion of the San Joaquin ValleyOPM
nonattainment area that lies within the Kern County APCD (East KerdPAtea). As discussed

in Section 1, this area currently has no-BMair quality plan and nst use the interim emissions

test for PM10. However, as illustrated @hapter2 and Appendix B, the transportation projects

and planning assumptions in the AActiond and fABes

E. SUMMARY OF PROCEDURES FOR REGIONAL EMISSIONS
ESTIMATES

New stepby-step air quality modeling instructions were developed for SJV MPO use with
EMFAC2®1 and offmodel adjustments

Documentation of th&Conformity Analysisfor the 2027 FTIP and 2@6 RTP is provided in
Appendix C, including:

2026 RTPConformity EMFAC Spreadsheet

SJV 2026 RTP 2015 Ozone ConformiEMFAC Spreadsheet (Option 2)
2026 RTPConformity Paved Road Spreadsheet

2026 RTPConformity Unpaved Road Dust Spreadsheet

2026 RTPConformity Construction Spreadsheet

2026 RTPConformity Totals Spreadsheet

SJV 2026 RTP 2015 Ozone Conformity Totals Spreadsheet (Option 2)

=A =4 =4 4 4 -4 -4
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CHAPTER 4:
TRANSPORTATI ON CONTROL MEASURES

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

A. TRANSPORTATION CONFORMITY REGULATION REQUIREMENTS

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

implementation plan that is either one of the types listed in Section 108 of the CAA
[Clean Air Act], or any other measure for the purpose of reducing emissions or
concentratias of air pollutants from transportation sources by reducing vehicle use or
changing traffic flow or congestion conditions. Notwithstanding the first sentence of
this definition, vehicle technology based, fibalsed, and maintenanbased measures
which control the emissions from vehicles under fixed traffic conditions are not TCMs
for the purposes of this subpart. o

I n the Transportation Conformity regulation, tr
i mpl ementation pland i s:
AApplicable i mplementation plan is defined in

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

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

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

and which i mplements the relevant requirement

Section 108(f)(1) of the Clean Air Act as amended in 1990 lists the following transportation control
measures and technolepgsed measures:

(i programs for improved public transit;

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

(i)  employerbased transportation management plans, including incentives;

(iv)  trip-reduction ordinances;
(v) traffic flow improvement programs that achieve emission reductions;
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(vi) fringe and transportation corridor parking facilities serving multiple occupancy vehicle
programs or transit service;

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

(viii) programs for the provision of all forms of higlescupancy, sharedde services;

(ix) programs to limit portions of road surfaces or certain sections of the metropolitan area to
the use of nomotorized vehicles or pedestrian use, both as to time and place;

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

(xi)  programs to control extended idling of vehicles;

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

(xiiiy employersponsored programs to permit flexible work schedules;

(xiv) programs and ordinances to facilitate faatomobile travel, provision and utilization of
mass transit, and to generally reduce the need for single occupant vehicle travel, as part of
transportation planning and development efforts of a locality, inclugiograms and
ordinances applicable to new shopping centers, special events, and other centers of vehicle
activity;

(xv) programs for new construction and major reconstructions of paths, tracks or areas solely for
the use by pedestrian or other rrantorized means of transportation when economically
feasible and in the public interest. For purposes of this clause, the Attatioi shall also
consult with the Secretary of the Interior; and

(xvi) program to encourage the voluntary removal from use and the marketplacel®Bpre
model year light duty vehicles and gt880 model light duty trucks.

TCM REQUIREMENTS FOR A TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The EPA regulations in 40 CFR 93.113(b) indicate that transportation control measure
requirements for transportation plans are satisfied if two criteria are met:

A(1) The transportation plan, in describing
provides for the timely completion or implementation of all TCMs in the applicable
implementation plan which are eligible for funding under Title 23 U.S.C. or therdede

Transit Laws, consistent with schedules included in the applicable implementation plan.

(2) Nothing in the transportation plan interferes with the implementation of any TCM in the
applicabl e i mplementation plan.o

TCM REQUIREMENTS FOR A TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

Similarly, in 40 CFR Section 93.113(c), EPA specifies three TCM criteria applicable to a
transportation improvement program:
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A(1l) An examination of the specific steps
each TCM indicates that TCMs which are eligible for funding under title 23 U.S.C. or the
Federal Transit Laws are on or ahead of the schedule established in treakdgpli
implementation plan, or, if such TCMs are behind the schedule established in the applicable
implementation plan, the MPO and DOT have determined that past obstacles to
implementation of the TCMs have been identified and have been or are being ®/eandm

that all State and local agencies with influence over approvals or funding for TCMs are giving
maximum priority to approval or funding of TCMs over other projects within their control,
including projects in locations outside the nonattainment onterance area,

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

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

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

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

B. APPLICABLE AIR QUALITY IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

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

are summarized below.

APPLICABLE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR OZONE

The 2016 Ozone Platoesnot includenewTCMs for the San Joaquin Valleyhe 2022 Ozone
Plancontains nevcommitments for the San Joaquin Valldgntified through a local RACM
process and as documented in the SIP for each (@p@on 2)

APPLICABLE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR PM -10

The 2007 PMLO Maintenance Plafas revised in 2015)as approved by EPA ajuly 8, 2016
(effective September 30, 2016No new local agency control measures were included in the Plan.

52

and



Kern Council of Governmen@nformity Analysis fothe 207 FTIP and2026 RTP

The Amended 2003 PNIO Plan was approved by EPA on May 26, 2@dfective June 25, 2004).

A local government control measure assessment was completed for this plan. The analysis focused
on transportatiomelated fugitive dust emissions, which are not TCMs by definition. The local
government commitments are inchdd in the Regional Transportation Planning Agency
Commitments for Implementation Document, April 2003

However, theAmended 2002 and 2005 Ozone Rate of Progressdelatiains commitments that

reduce ozone related emissions; these measures are documenteRegitmal Transportation
Planning Agency Commitments for Implementation Document, April Z0B8se commitments

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

APPLICABLE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN FOR PM2.5

The2016 and2018 PM2.5 Plasdo not includeanyadditionalTCMs for the San Joaquin Valley.

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

C. IDENTIFICATION OF RACM THA T REQUIRE TIMELY
IMPLEMENTATION DOCUMENTATION

As part of the 2004 Conformity Determination, FHWA requested that each SIP (Reasonably
Available Control MeasureRACM) commitment containinéederal transportation funding and a
transportation project and schedule be addressed more specifically. FHWA verbally requested
documentation that the funds were obligated and the project was implemented as committed to in
the SIP.

The RTPA Commitment Documents, Volumes One and Two, dated April 2002 (Ozone RACM)

were reviewed, using a ASummary of Commitmentso
Federal funding/transportation projects/schedules were identified for further duetiore In

some cases, local jurisdictions used the same Federal funding/transportation projects/schedules for
various measures; these were identified as combi
not applicabl e (A NAR-jundedgpjechiovieteck teehmobdgy basddewkle r a |
based, and maintenance based measures (e.g., LEV program, retrofit programs, cle@Nf@els

buses, etc.).

In addition, the RTPA Commitment Document, Volume Three, dated April 2003L(PBACM)

was reviewed, using the Summary of Commitments table. Commitments that contain specific
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funding for the purchase and/aratipa of street
sweeping equipment have been identified. Only one commitment (Fr&tyoof Reedley) was
identified.
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The Project TID Table was developed to provide implementation documentation necessary for the
measures identified. Detailed information is summarized in the first five columns, including the
commitment number, agency, description, funding and schedalepfitable).

For each project listed, the TIP in which the project was programmed, as well as the project ID and
description have been provided. In addition, the current implementation status of the project has
been included (e.g., complete, under construction, 880 staff determined this information in
consultation with the appropriate local jurisdiction. Any projects not implemented according to
schedule or project changes are explained in the project status column. These explanations are
consistent with theigdance and regulations provided in the Transportation Conformity regulation.

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

The Project TID table that was prepared at the request of FHWA for the 2004 Conformity Analysis,
has been updated in each subsequent conformity andlggsiocumentation has been updated as
part of this Conformity Analysis. A summary of this information is provided in Appendix D.

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

EPA transmitted final tables that identified the approved RACM commitments that require timely
implementation documentation for the Conformity Anadyssubsequently, an approach to provide
timely implementation documentation was developed in consultation with FHWA.

A new 2002 RACM TID Tablevaspreparedn 2006to address the more general RACM

commitments that requiredditional timely implementation documentation per EPA. A brief

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

measure. The MPOs provided a status update regarding implementation in consultation with their

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

TID Table under fAAdditional Projects I dentifi ed:¢
Conformity Analysis for the 2007 TIP and 2004 RTP (as amended) thapmayad by FHWA

in October2006

Option 2:In April of 2022, a new local TCM RACM analysis was conducted as part of 2022
Ozone SIP development. This analysis has then been revised to meet PM2.5 SIP BACM
requirements in 2023 and again in 2024, as part of 2012 annual PM2.5 standard attainment
deadlire extension request. 2022 RACM Tiincluded in theTCM listing for this Conformity
Analysis. A summary of this information is provided in Appendix D.
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D. TCM FINDINGS FOR THE TIP AND REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
PLAN

Based on a review of the transportation control measures contained in the applicable air quality
plans, as documented in the two tables contained in Appendix D, the required TCM conformity
findings are made below:

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

to TCMs.

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

In May 2003, the San Joaquin Valley MPO Executive Directors committed to conduct feasibility
analyses as part of each new RTP in support of the 2003PMan. This commitment was
retained in the 2007 PO Maintenance Plan. In accordance with this cament Kern Council

of Governmentsindertooka process to identify and evaluate potential control meashat could

be included in the ZB RTP. The analysis of additional measures included verification of the
feasibility of the measures in the PM Plan BACM analysis, as well as an analysis of new PM
10 commitments from other R0 nonattainment areas.

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

be evaluated as part of the RTP development was transmitted to the Interagency Consultation (IAC)
partners for review. FHWA and EPA concurred with the surgnoé the longrange control
measure approach in September 2009.

The Local Government Control Measures considered in thd ®Rlan BACM analysis that were
considered for inclusion in the 20RTP included:

1 Paving or Stabilizing Unpaved Roads and Alleys

1 Curbing, Paving, or Stabilizing Shoulders on Paved Roads

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

1 Repave or Overlay Paved Roads with Rubberized Asphalt

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

With the adoption of each new RTP, the MPOs will consider the feasibility of these measures, as
well as identify any other new RO measures that would be relevant to the San Joaquin Valley.
Kern Council of Governmentsalso considered PMLO commitments from other RND
nonattainment areas that had been developed since the previous RTP was approved. Federal
websites were reviewed for any PM) plans that have be@pproved sinc020. New PM-10
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plans reviewed consist entirely of maintenance plans that rely on existirap@i®ed control
strategies, with no new control measures proposed.

1 The Indian Wells Valley, California Second -Year PM-10 Maintenance Plan was
approved by EPA on February 17, 2023. This plan continues to implement control
measures fromthe 198le ar | es Val | ey .Hivseconttdsincudeulenent Pl an
402 (fugitive dust), Rule 402.2 and SB 700 requirements (agricultural operations), road
dust control measures, and contingency provisions for stricter dust coGobéctively,
these controls address emissions from unpaved roads, construction and demolition
activities, offroad vehicle use, open storage piles, and the stabilization of disturbed
surfaces during periods of inactivity.

 The Sacramento County, California Secondy&ar PM-10 Maintenance Plan approved
by EPA on April 15, 2024. This pladid not include new control measures and instead
relies on continued implementation of existing SIP and First Maintenance Plan controls.
These include fugitive dust rules (Rules 401, 403, 404, and 405), residential wood
combustion measures (e.g., chaogé pograms and Rule 421 curtailments), and
agricultural burning controls (Rule 501).

1 The Lane County, Oakridge, OregéM-10 Maintenance Plan approved by EPA on
August 22, 2022The plan continues existing control strategies, including reducing road
dust using anticing chemicals and implementing residential wdoining controls such
as winter curtailment programs, replacement of uncertified wood stoves with cleaner units,
and estrictions to burn only seasoned wood with no more than 20 percent moisture.

1 The Flathead County, Whitefish, MontarRM-10 Limited Maintenance Plan and
Redesignation Request was approved by EPA on June 8, ZBR2plan continues
implementation of controls from the 2000 SIP, focusing on reducing fugitive dust
emissions from roads, parking lots, construction and demolition projects, and barren
ground. Key measures include the use of specific sealing materiaiscaigmentdimit
sanding and chip seal materials and include prioritized street sweeping and flushing once
roads become iefree and temperatures exceed 35°F.

1 The Sanders County (Thompson Falls), MontBM:10 Limited Maintenance Plan and
Redesignation Request was approved by EPA on March 8, 2022. The plan continued
controls from 2000 SIP to reduce fugitive dust from roads and parking lots through regular
street sweeping based on visible dust, restrictions odirsg materials, paving, and
seasonal sweeping protocols.

i The Silver Bow County, Butte, MontanBM-10 Limited Maintenance Plan and
Redesignation Request was approved by EPA on June 25, 2021. This plan continued SIP
approved controls for residential webdrning restrictions, open burning prohibitions, and
street sanding and cleanup requirements.

9 The Coso Junction, California Second¥€arPM-10Maintenance Plan was approved by
EPA on August 14, 2023. The plan relied on existing control measures for unpaved road
dust, windblown dust stabilization, and industrial sotspecific dust, with a focus on
Owens Lake.
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Based on review of commitments from other-R®nonattainment areas that have been developed
since the previous RTP, no additionatrmad fugitive dust controls measures are available for
consideration. The San Joaquin ValleMPOS already implement similar or more stringent
measures through Regulation V(Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions) thatontains a comprehensive
suite of rules designed to reduce fugitive lgbmissions from a range of sources

Based on consultation with CARB and the Bistrict, Kern Council ofGovernmentgonsidered
priority funding allocations in the 28 RTP for PM10 and NOxemission reduction projects in

the postattainment year timeframe that go beyond the emission reduction commitments made for
the2010attainment year for the following four measures:

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

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

(4) Repave or Overlay Paved Roads with Rubberized Asphalt

Kern COG and its member jurisdictions consider both shemt longterm PM10 emission

reductions to be a priority as part of adopted policy. Every two to three years, Kern COG conducts

a Congestion Mitigation and AiatinclQdesafundingyor ( CMAQ)
PM-10 projects by five categories including one for PM mitigating projects listed in meas8ires 1

above. Funding levels and goals are set by Kern COG as part of each funding cycle, including a
commitment to cost effectiveness. Adalital points are given based on the level of emissions 47

Kern Council of Governments Conformity Analysis for the 2025 FTIP and 2022 RTP reductions

and BACM status. Currently, Caltrans has incorporated rubberized asphalt as general policy to

meet recycled¢ontent requirements on high volume state highway facilities.

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

used to make rubberizexsphalt concrete, on state highway construction and repair projects, to the
extent feasible. Kern COG will consider member agency project proposals for use of rubberized
asphalt in accordance with adeg program policies including, cestfectiveness policies.
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CHAPTER 5:
| NTERAGENCY CONSULTATI ON

The requirements for consultation procedures are listed in the Transportation Conformity
Regulations under section 93.105. Consultation is necessary to ensure communication and
coordination among air and transportation agencies at the local, State anal Feels on issues

that would affect the conformity analysis such as the underlying assumptions and methodologies

used to prepare the analysis. Section 93.105 of the conformity regulation notes that there is a
requirement to develop a conformity SIRtthncludes procedures for interagency consultation,

resolution of conflicts, and public consultation as described in paragraphs (a) through (e). Section
93.105(a)(2) states that prior to EPA approval o
of transportation must provide reasonable opportunity for consultation with State air agencies, local

air quality and transportation agencies, DOT and EPA, including consultation on the issues
described in paragraph (c)(1) of this section, before makingcamfo t y det er mi nati ons.
District adopted Rule 9120 Transportation Conformity on January 19, 1995 in response to
requirements in Section 176(c)(4)(c) of the Clean Air Act as amended in 1990. Since EPA has not
approved Rule 9120 (the conformity SIEje conformity regulation requires compliance with 40

CFR 93105 (a)(2) and (e) and 23 CFR 450.

Section 93.112 of the conformity regulation requires documentation of the interagency and public
consultation requirements according to Section 93.105. A summary of the interagency consultation
and public consultation conducted to comply with these reongnts is provided belovwAppendix

E includesthe public meeting process documentation. The responses to comments received as part
of the public comment process are includedppendixF.

A. INTERAGENCY CONSULTATION

Consultation is generally conducted through 8asn Joaquin Valley Interagency Consultation
Group (combination of previous Model Coordinating Committee and Programming Coordinating
Group). The San Joaquin Valleypteragency Consultation (IAC) Groumas been established by

the Valley Transportation Planning Agency's Director's Association to provide a coordinated
approach to valley transportation planning and programming (Transportation Improvement
Program, Regional Transportation Plan, and Amendmemensportation conformity, climate
change, and air quality (State Implementation Plan and Rules). The purpose of the group is to ensure
Valley wide coordination, communication and compliance with Federal and California
Transportation Planning and Cleair Act requirements. Each of the eight Valley MPOs and the
Air District are represented. In addition, the Federal Highway Administration, Federal Transit
Administration, the Environmental Protection Agency, the California Air Resources Board and
Caltrans(Headquarters, District 6, and District 10) are all represented. The IAC Group meets
approximately quarterlyln addition, separate SadoaquinValey ProjectLevel Conformity
Working Group medtgs are held to address projdevel conformity requirementand exempt
projects specific to each jurisdiction and project.

58



Kern Council of Governmen@nformity Analysis fothe 207 FTIP and2026 RTP

IAC callsto discusghe 2027 FTIP and 2026 RT&nformity demonstration methodologyd
applicable budgetsere held omMarch 17 April 16, 2026 and May 27, 202& hedraftboilerplate
conformity documen{including latest planning assumptignsas distributedfor interagency
consultation orMay 16, 206. Comments receivediere addressed and incorporated into this
version of the analysi€PA and FHWA concurred on May 28, 2026.

The Corformity Analysisfor the 2027 FTIP and 2@6 RTP was developed in consultation with
Kern Council ofGovernmentdocal partner agencies, including member jurisdictions, Caltrans,
and local transit agencies.

The2026 RTPSCSwere released dvay 8, 202&or a55-day public comment perio2027 FTIP,
and the correspondingconformity analysisvere released odune 1, 2026or a 30-day public
comment period, followed by adoptiohall document®n September 1,72026 Federal approval
is anticipated on or befoi2ecember @, 2(26.

Kern COG has represented Transit providers on the TTAC and RPAC which make
recommendations on the TIP/RTP and corresponding conformity analysis, and addition Kern COG
works clogly with Kern APCD and SJVAPCD through the IAC process.

B. PUBLIC CONSULTATION

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

All MPOs in the San Joaquin Valley have standard public involvement procelerasCouncil

of Governmentsas an adopted consultation process and policy for conformity analysis which
includes aminimum 30-day public notice and comment period followed by a public hearing. A
public meeting is also conducted prior to adoption and all public comments are responded to in
writing. The Appendices contain corresponding documentation supporting the pubemeaok
procedures.
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CHAPTER ©6:
TI' P AND RTP CONFORMI TY

The principal requirements of the transportation conformity regulation for TIP/RTP assessments
are: (1) the TIP and RTP must pass an emissions budget test with a budget that has been found to
be adequate by EPA for transportation conformity purposes, mtenm emission test; (2) the

latest planning assumptions and emission models must be employed; (3) the TIP and RTP must
provide for the timely implementation of transportation control measures (TCMs) specified in the
applicable air quality implementation plarend (4) consultation. The final determination of
conformity for the TIP/RTP is the responsibility of the Federal Highway Administration and the
Federal Transit Administration.

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

This chapter presents the results of the conformity tests, satisfying the remaining requirement of
the transportation conformity regulation. Separate tests were conductedofuwr, PM10 and

PM2.5 (1997 and 2012PM2.5 standardsand 2006 24our PM2.5 standardsYhe applicable
conformity tests were reviewed in Chapter 1. For each test, the required emissions estimates were
developed using the transportation and emission modeling approaches required under the
transportation conformity regulation and summarizadGhapters 2 and 3. The results are
summarized below, followed by a more detailed discussion of the findings for each pollutant. Table
6-1 presents results for ozone (ROG/NOx), -BM (PM-10/NOx), and PM2.5 (PM2.5/NOx)
respectively, in tons per day for éaaf the horizon years tested.

Ozone:

The applicable conformity test is the emissions budget test, ey Option I budgets from

the 2026 Updates to Motor Vehicle Emissions Budgets for the 75 parts per billion Ozone State
Implementation Rin for both the2008and 2015%standard, or Option 2 budgets fronthe 2026
Updatedor the2008standard antdudgetfromthe2026 Extreme Ozone SIP Revidionthe 2015
standardBoth SIP revisiongstablishbudgetsor ROG and NOx for an average summer (0zone)
season dayEPA proposed approval of the 2016 Update budgets on July 9, 2026, with final
publication anticipated in early October 2026 and an effective date prior to December 16, 2026
The modeling results for all analysis years indicate that theah vehicle ROG and NOx
emissionpr edi cted for each of the ABuil do scenari os
TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissions test for volatile organic compounds and
nitrogen oxides.
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PM-10:

For PM10, the applicable conformity test is the emissions budget test, using the 2600 PM
Maintenance Plan budgets for P and NOx. This Plan revision including conformity budgets
wasconditionallyapproved by EPA oduly 8, 201Geffective September 30, 2016Qn January

20, 2023, CARB withdrew their 2017 PM10 Maintenance Plan Update addressing the conditional

approval of the 2015 Transportation Conformity Budget Update for the annual PM10 standard

dealing with exceptional events demonstratibtowever, sinc&EPA has noyet taken action on

this submittal, the 2007 Maintenance Plan budgets (as revised in @iritd)ue to applyThe

modeling results for all analysis years indicate that thelP® e mi ssi ons predicted f
scenarios are less than the emissions budget forudd2@the 2015 Update budgeiBhe TIP/RTP

therefore satisfy the conformity emissions tests for M

199724-Hour and AnnuaPM2.5 Standards:

For 1997 PM2.5 Standards, the applicable conformity test is the emission budget test, using budgets
established in the 28 PM2.5 Plan. EPA approvezD18 PM2.5 Plan elements pertaining to the

1997 24hour and 1997 annual PM2.5 standards on Januar2@® and December 142024,

respectively The modeling results for all analysis years indicate that theadh vehicle PM2.5

and NOx emissions predicted for the ABuil do sce
TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissions test for PM2.5 and entimgdes.

2006 PM2.5 Standard:

OnJuly 22 2020, EPAapprovedportions ofthe 20B PM2.5 Plarthat pertain to the 2006 Z¥bur

PM2.5 standard, including new transportation conformity budgets and trading meclizorishe.

2006 PM2.5 standard, the applicable conformity test is the emission budget tesappsimged

budgets established in the BORM2.5 Plan The modeling results for all analysis years indicate

that the orroad vehicle PM25and®k e mi ssi ons predicted for the AB
the emissions budget. The TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissions test for PM2.5 and

nitrogen oxides.

2012 PM2.5 Standard:

On November 26, 2021, EPA issued final approval of the 2016 Moderate Area PM2d@nélan
portions of the 2018 PM2.5 plan that pertain to the moderate requirements for the 2012 PM2.5
standard. The approval also included reclassification to se@&RB withdrew 2018 PM2.5 Plan
portions dealing with 2012 serious PM2.5 standards on October 27 72@22024 Plan for annual

2012 PM2.5 standards (serious) was adopted by CARB on July 25, 2024 and submitted for EPA
review on August 22, 2024; EPdctionis still pending at this timeUntil the new 2012 serious

area PM2.5 standard budgets are found adequate or appttoee®l]V will conductonformity
determination for the 2012 annual PM2.5 standard using budggtislished in th2016 PM2.5

and 2018 PM2.5 Plafior moderate nonattainment

For the 2012 PM2.5 standards, the applicable conformity test is the emissions budget test, using
moderate areludgetsThe modeling results for all analysis years indicate that theah vehicle
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PM25andMDx emi ssions predicted for the ABuil do scel
The TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissions test for PM2.5 and nitrogen oxides.

Other Portions of Kern: In addition to the San Joaquin Valley planning area, Kern County also
includes the federally designated Mojave Desert, portions of the Indian Wells Valley Planning
Area, and the portion of the San Joaquin Valley Evhonattainment area that lies wittive Kern
County Air Pollution Control District (East Kern RID Area).

For the Mojave Desert ozone area, EPA finalized approval of the Eastern Kern 2017 Ozone SIP on

June 25, 2021, thus the applicable conformity test for both the 2008 and 2015 ozone standards is

the emissions budget test using the established budgets foaR©DISOX for an average summer

(ozone) season day. The modeling results for all analysis years indicate thatdlael eehicle

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

compounds and nitrogen oxides.

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

the Indian Wells Valley Second Nkear Maintenance Plan budgets for R@land NOx. This Plan

was approved by EPA on January 18, 2023 (effective Februa®023). The modeling results for

all analysis years indicate thatthe AMDO e mi ssi ons predicted for the
than the emissions budgets for 2020 and 2025. The TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity
emissions tests for PIO.

For the portion of the SJV PI0 nonattainment area that is under the jurisdiction of the Kern

County APCD, the interim emissions test is satisfied for all years sintattsportation projects

and planning assumptions in both the AActiono art
accordance with Section 93.119(g9)B)he emi ssi on predicted in the 0
greater than the emissions predicted Tha the AB
TIP/RTP therefore satisfy the conformity emissions tests forlBM

As all requirements of the Transportation Confornitggulation have been satisfied, a finding of
conformity for the2027 FTIP and the 206 RTPis supported.
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Table 6-1:
Conformity Results Summary
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Option 1 Conformity Analysis ResultsAdopted by KCOG

2026 RTP Conformity Analysis Results Summary -- Kern

Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
ROG (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) ROG NOx
2026 Budget 3.7 10.6
2027 3.40 7.6 YES YES
2029 Budget 3.3 10.3
2008 Ozone 2029 3.1 7.2 YES YES
and Option 1 -
2015 Ozone
2031 Budget 3.1 10.3
2031 2.9 7.0 YES YES
2037 2.5 6.9 YES YES
2046 2.1 7.6 YES YES
2049 2.0 8.0 YES YES
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM-10 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM-10 NOx
2020 Budget 7.4 23.3
2027 5.6 8.0 YES YES
2020 Budget 7.4 23.3
2037 5.8 7.3 YES YES
PM-10
2020 Budget 7.4 23.3
2046 5.7 7.9 YES YES
2020 Budget 7.4 23.3
2049 55 8.3 YES YES
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM2.5 (tong/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
2027 0.4 8.0 YES YES
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
1997 24-Hour 2037 0.4 7.3 YES YES
PM2.5 Standard
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
2046 0.5 8.0 YES YES
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
2049 0.5 8.4 YES YES
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Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM2.5 (tong/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2023 Budget 0.7 13.3
2027 0.4 8.0 YES YES
2023 Budget 0.7 13.3
1997 Annual 2037 0.4 73 YES YES
PM2.5 Standard
2023 Budget 0.7 13.3
2046 05 8.0 YES YES
2023 Budget 0.7 13.3
2049 0.5 8.4 YES YES
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM2.5 (tong/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2024 Budget 0.7 13.4
2027 0.4 8.4 YES YES
2024 Budget 0.7 13.4
2006 PM2.5 2037 0.4 7.6 YES YES
Winter 24-Hour
Standard
2024 Budget 0.7 13.4
2046 0.5 8.3 YES YES
2024 Budget 0.7 13.4
2049 0.5 8.7 YES YES
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM2.5 (tons/day) [ NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2027 0.4 8.0 YES YES
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2012 Annual 2037 0.4 7.3 YES YES
PM2.5 Standard
(Moderate)
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2046 0.5 8.0 YES YES
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2049 0.5 8.4 YES YES
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Option 2 Conformity Analysis ResultsNot Adopted
2026 RTP Conformity Analysis Results Summary

San Joaquin Valley (All Subareas)

Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
ROG (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) ROG NOx
2026 Budget 19.1 34
2027 16.8 31 YES YES
2029 Budget 16.8 30
2029 15.3 28 YES YES
2032 Budget 14.9 27
2015 Ozone 2032 13.5 26 YES YES
2035 Budget 14.0 27
2035 12.2 25 YES YES
2037 Budget 13.4 27
2037 11.6 25 YES YES
2046 9.4 26 YES YES
2049 9.2 26 YES YES
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Conformity Analysis Results for Other Areas of Kern County

2026 RTP Conformity Results Summary -- Kern (Mojave Desert)

Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
ROG (tons/day) NOx (tons/day) ROG NOx
2020 Budget 1.3 3.6
2008 and 2015 2027 0.6 1.7 YES YES
Ozone 2037 0.4 17 YES YES
2046 0.3 1.9 YES YES
2049 0.3 2.0 YES YES

2026 RTP Conformity Results Summary -- Kern (Indian Wells Valley)

Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM-10 (tons/day) PM-10
2020 Budget 0.4
2027 0.3 YES
2025 Budget 0.5
PM-10 (Second 2087 0.3 YES
Maintenance
Plan) 2025 Budget 0.5
2046 0.4 YES
2025 Budget 0.5
2049 0.3 YES
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APPENDIX A

CONFORMITY CHECKLIST
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CONFORMITY ANALYSIS DOCUMENTATION

Checklist for MPO TIPs/RTPs

January 2018

40 CFR

Criteria

Page

Comments

§93.102

Document the applicable pollutants and precursors f
which EPA designates the area as nonattainment or
maintenance. Describe the nonattainment or
maintenance area and its boundaries.

Ch. 1P.1%x14

§93.102 |PM10 areas: document whether EPA or state has f¢ Ch. 1 P.18
(b)(2)(iii) | VOC and/or NOx to be a significant contributor or if §{ P. 26-27
SIP establishes a budget
§93.102 |PM2.5 areas: document if both EPA and the state h| N/A NOXx is a significant
(b)(2)(iv) |found that NOx isot a significant contributor or that t contributor.
SIP doesot establish a budget (otherwise, conformit
applies for NOx)
§93.102 ( PM2.5 areas: document whether EPA or state has f| Ch. 1P.1922
2)(v) VOC, SO2, and/or NH3 to be a significant contributo
if the SIP establishes a budget
§93.104 |Document the date that the MPO officially adopted, |E.S.P. 1
(b, ©) accepted or approved the TIP/RTP and made a Appendix E-
conformity determination. Include a copy of the MP{ Resolution
resolution. Include the date of the last prior conform
finding made by DOT.
§93.104 | If the conformity determination is being made to me¢
(e) the timelines included in this section, document whe| N/A
new motor vehicle emissions budget was approved
found adequate.
893.106 |Document that horizon years are no more than 10 y¢ Ch. 1
apart ((a)(1)(i)). P. 2, Table 17
Document that the first horizon year is no more than| P, 27, Table 110
years from the based year used to validate the Ch.2
transportation demand planning model ((a)(1)(ii)). |P, 36
Document that the attainment year is a horizon year
the timeframe of the plan ((a)(1)(iii)). AppendixB i
Describe the regionally significant additions or Project List
modifications to the existing transportation network t
are expected to be open to traffic in each analysis y¢
((@)(2)(ii)). Ch. 2P. 3940
Document that the design concept and scope of proj
allows adequate model representation to determine
intersections with regionally significant facilities, rout
options, travel times, transit ridership and land use.
§93.108 |Document that the TIP/RTP is fiscally constrained (2 E.S.P. 2

CFR 450).
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40 CFR |Criteria Page Comments

§93.109 |Document that the TIP/RTP complies with any E.S.5-7

(a, b) applicable conformity requirements of air quality
implementation plans (SIPs) and court orders.

§93.109 | Provide either a table or text description that details,| Ch. 1

(c,) each pollutant, precursor and applicable standard, |P.14-22, 2427
whether the interim emissions test(s) and/or the bud
test apply for conformity. Indicate which emissions
budgets have been found adequat&B, and which
budgets are currently applicable for what analysis y¢

893.109(e| CO or PM10: Document if the area has a limited Ch.1 PM10 only
maintenance plan and from where that information |P. 18 2627
comes

§93.109(f) Document if motor vehicle emissions are an insignifi| N/A
contributor and in what SIP that determination is fou

§93.110 |Document the use of latest planning assumptions (s{ Ch. 2, Table 21

(a, b) and year) at the f@Ati me
including current and future population, employment
travel and congestion. Document the use of the mog
recent available vehicle registratidata. Document th
date upon which the conformity analysis was begun,Ch. 2

P.28

EPADOT | Document the use of planning assumptions less thaf Ch. 2,Table 21 | LPAs are less than five yeg

guidance |years old. If unable, include written justification for t old
use of older data(December 2008 guidance,)

§93.110 |Document any changes in transit operating policies § Ch. 2

(c,d,e,f) |assumed ridership levels since the previous conforn] P. 37
determination (c).

Document the assumptions about transit service, us

the latest transit fares, and road and bridge tolls (d).

Document the use of the latest information on the

effectiveness of TCMs and other SIP measures that| Ch.2, P.4142

been implemented (e). Ch. 4, P.5662

Document the key assumptions and show that they

agreed to through Interagency and public consultatiq Ch. 5

). P58-59
Appendix E

§93.111 | Document the use of the latest emissions model Ch. 3
approved by EPA. If the previous model was used g P. 4-45
the grace period has ended, document that the analy
began before the end of the grace period.

§93.112 | Document fulfillment of the interagency and public [Ch. 5
consultation requirements outlined in a specific P. 5859
implementation plan according to 851.390 or, if a SIf Appendix E
revision has not been completed, according to §93.1
and 23 CFR 450. Include documentation of calsioh
on conformity tests and methodologies as well as
responses to written comments.

§93.113 | Document timely implementation of all TCMs in Ch. 4
approved SIPs. Document that implementationis | P. 5057

consistent with schedules in the applicable SIP and
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40 CFR

Criteria

Page

Comments

document whether anything interferes with timely
implementation. Document any delayed TCMs in the
applicable SIP and describe the measures being tak|
overcome obstacles to implementation.

AppendixD

§93.114

Document that the conformity analyses performed fg
TIP is consistent with the analysis performed for the
Plan, in accordance with 23 CFR 450.324(f)(2).

ES,P.1
Ch.3,P.43

Analysis addresses both
documents

For Areas

with SIP Budgets:

§93.118, | Document what the applicable budgets are, and for | Ch. 1 All sub-area budgets, exce
§93.124 |years. P. 1422, 2527 |for Option 2
Document if there are subarea budgets established,
for which areas (93.124(c)).
Document if there is a safety margin established, an No safety margin
what are the budgets with the safety margin includeq
(93.124(a)).
Document if there has been any trading among bud
and if so, which SIP establishes the trading mechani| Ch.3
and how it is used in the conformity analysis (93.124| P. 46, 48
If there is more than one MPO in the area, documen
whether separate budgets are established for each N
(93.124(d)).
§93.118 | Document that emissions from the transportation Ch. 6
(a, c, e) |network for each applicable pollutant and precursor, | P.60-67. Table
including projects in any associated donut area that { 6-1
the TIP and regionally significant ndrederal projects,
are consistent with any adequate gpraped motor
vehicle emissions budget for all pollutants and precul
in applicable SIPs.
893.118 | Document for which years consistency with motor |Ch. 1
(b) vehicle emissions budgets must be shown. P. 2224
§93.118 | Document the use of the appropriate analysis years|Ch. 1
(d) regional emissions analysis for areas with SIP budgq P. 2, Table 17
and the analysis results for these years. P, 27, Table 410
Document any interpolation performed to meet tests No interpolation
years in which specific analysis is not required.
For Areas without Applicable SIP Budgets:
§93.119 |Document whether the area must meet just one or b| Ch. 1 EasernKern PM10 Area
interim emissions tests. If both, document that it is t| P. 2627 only
il ess thano form of the
(©)@) vs. (b)(2), (c)(2), and (d)).
893.119 | Document that emissions from the transportation Ch.1 EasernKern PM10 Area
(a, b, ¢, d] network for each applicable pollutant and precursor,| P. 26-27 only

including projects in any associated donut area that
the TIP and regionally significant ndfederal projects,
are consistent with the requirementstee
AfAction/ Baselineo

or AA

tests as applicable.
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40 CFR |Criteria Page Comments
§93.119 |Document the appropriate baseline year. N/A Projects and LPAs are the
(e) same for baseline and
action/baselinscenarios fo
East Ker PM10 Area
§93.119 |Document the use of appropriate pollutants and if ER N/A Projects and LPAs are the
) or the state has made a finding that a particular prec same for baseline and
or component of PM10 is significant or insignificant. action/baseline scenarios f
East Ker PM10 Area
§93.119 |Document the use of the appropriate analysis years | N/A Projects and LPAs are the
(9) regional emissions analysis for areas without applicg same for baseline and
SIP budgets. action/baseline scenarios f
East Ker PM10 Area
§93.119 |Document how the baseline and action scenarios ar{ Ch.3 EasernKern PM10 Area
(h, i) defined for each analysis year. P.49 only

For All Areas Where a Regional Emissions Analysis Is Needed

§93.122
@)

Document that all regionally significant federal and
Federal projects in the nonattainment/maintenance a
are explicitly modeled in the regional emissions anal
For each project, identify by which analysis year it w
be open to traffic.

Document that VMT for nomegionally significant
Federal projects is accounted for in the regional
emissions analysis

Ch. 2
P. 3940

AppendixB

§93.122
@2, 3)

Document that only emission reduction credits from
TCMs on schedule have been included, or that parti
credit has been taken for partially implemented TCM
@@).

Document that the regional emissions analysis only
includes emissions credit for projects, programs, or
activities that require regulatory action if: the regulat
action has been adopted; the project, program, activ|
a written commitment is included the SIP; EPA has
approved an ogin to the program, EPA has promulgg
the program, or the Clean Air Act requires the progra
(indicate applicable date). Discuss the implementatig
status of these programs and the associated emissic
credit for eactanalysis year (a)(3).

N/A

All SIP measures included
EMFAC2021.
No additional credits from
TCMs applied

§93.122
(a)(4,5,6,7

For nonregulatory measures that are not included in
transportation plan and TIP, include written
commitments from appropriate agencies (a)(4).
Document that assumptions for measures outside th
transportation system (e.g. fuels measures) are the §
for baseline and action scenarios (a)(5).

Document that factors such as ambient temperature
consistent with those used in the SIP unless modifie
through interagency consultation (a)(6).

Document the method(s) used to estimate VMT on @

network roadways in the analysis (a)(7).

N/A
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40 CFR

Criteria

Page

Comments

§93.122
(b)D)H)

Document that a netwodiased travel model is in use
that is validated against observed counts for a base
no more than 10 years before the date of the conforr
determination. Document that the model results hav
been analyzed for reasonableness@mdpared to

historical trends and explain any significant differencg
between past trends and forecasts (for per capita ve
trips, VMT, trip lengths mode shares, time of day, et

Ch. 2
P. $-41, Table
2-1

§93.122
(b)(1)(i)

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

Ch. 2P.34-35,
Table 21

§93.122
(b)() (i)

Document how land use development scenarios are
consistent with future transportation system alternati
and the reasonable distribution of employment and
residences for each alternative.

Ch. 2P.35,
Table 21

§93.122
(b)(1)(iv)

Document use of capacity sensitive assignment
methodology and emissions estimates based on a
methodology that differentiates between peak and o
peak volumes and speeds, and bases speeds on fin
assigned volumes.

Ch. 2P. 37
Table 21

§93.122
(b)(1)(V)

Document the use of zo#te-zone travel impedances t
distribute trips in reasonable agreement with the tray
times estimated from final assigned traffic volumes.
Where transit is a significant factor, document that z
to-zone travel impedances useditstribute trips are
used to model mode split.

Ch. 2 P. 3837.
Table 21

§93.122
(b)) (V)

Document how travel models are reasonably sensiti
changes in time, cost, and other factors affecting tra
choices.

Ch. 2
P.38, Table 21

§93.122
(b)(2)

Document that reasonable methods were used to es
traffic speeds and delays in a manner sensitive to th
estimated volume of travel on each roadway segmer
represented in the travel model.

Ch. 2P. 37
Table 21

§93.122
(b)(3)

Document the use of HPMS, or a locally developed
countbased program or procedures that have been
chosen through the consultation process, to reconcil
calibrate the networbased travel model estimates of
VMT.

Ch. 2P. 3839,
Table 21

§93.122
(d)

In areas not subject to §93.122(b), docuntleat
continued use of modeling techniqueste use of
appropriate alternativiechniques to estimate vehicle
miles traveled

N/A

§93.122
(e, f)

Document, in areas where a SIP identifies construct
related PM10 or PM2.5 as significant pollutants, the
inclusion of PM10 and/or PM2.5 construction emissi
in the conformity analysis.

Ch.3P. 4-46

§93.122
(©)

If appropriate, document that the conformity
determination relies on a previous regional emission
analysis and is consistent with that analysis, i.e. that

N/A
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40 CFR |Criteria Page Comments
(9)(2)(i): the new plan and TIP contain all the projec| N/A
that must be started to achieve the highway and tran
system envisioned by the plan

(9)(1)(ii): all plan and TIP projects are included in th| N/A
transportation plan with design concept and scope
adequate to determine their contribution to emission
the previous determination;

(9)(2)(iii): the design concept and scope of each N/A
regionally significant project in the new plan/TIP are
significantly different from that described in the
previous;

(9)(1)(iv): the previous regional emissions analysis | N/A
meets 93.118 or 93.119 as applicable

§93.126, | Document all projects in the TIP/RTP that are exemp Ch5, P.58 Projectsare determineds

§93.127, |from conformity requirementsr exempt from the exemptthroughSan Joaquin

§93.128 |regional emissions analysis$ndicate the reason for thg AppendixB Valley ProjectLevel
exemption (Table 2, Table 3, traffic signal Working Group IAC
synchronization) and that the interagency consultatiq consultation

process found these projects to have no potentially
adverse emissions impacts.

" Note that some areas are required to complete both Interim emissions tests.

i 40 CFR 93.122(b) refers only to serious, severe and extreme ozone areas and serious CO areas above 200,000
population. Also note these procedures apply in any areas where the use of these procedures has been the previous
practice of the MPO (40 CFR 93.1(22).

Disclaimers

This checklist is intended solely as an informational guideline to be used in reviewing Transportation Plans and
Transportation Improvement Programs for adequacy of their conformity documentation. It is in no way intended to
replace or supersede the Tramitation Conformity regulations of 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93, the Statewide and
Metropolitan Planning Regulations of 23 CFR Part 450 or any other EPA, FHWA or FTA guidance pertaining to
transportation conformity or statewide and metropolitan planning. chieisklist is not intended for use in

documenting transportation conformity for individual transportation projects in nonattainment or maintenance areas.
40 CFR Parts 51 and 93 contain additional criteria for prégee conformity determinations.
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled
|

modeled (2ach

RTP
SORT AlR Type of PROJECT COST (RTP.[27 |28 (21 |32 |35 |37 [46 |49
KEY AGENCY BASIN STREET BEGIN END Impremnt. ID/Other 1D Oither)

1 Bakersfield

2 Bakersfield SV Tth STANDARD RD SAMNTA FE ZERKER RD 2 (2 12 |12 |2 |2 (2 |2
3 Bakersfigld/Shafter  |SJV Tth STANDARD RD Allen VERDUGO 2 12 |12 |2 (2 (2 |2 |2
4 Bakersfield/Shafter  |SJV Tth STANDARD RD VERDUGO CALLOWAY 2 |12 |2 |2 (2 (2 |2 |2
5 Bakersfield SV AIRPORT STATE RD SREZ 2 (2 |13 |2 |3 |3 [3 |3
g Bakersfizld SV ALFRED HARRELL MT VERNOMN CHINA GRADE LOOP 2 (2 12 |12 |2 |2 (2 |2
7 Bakersfisld SV ALFRED HARRELL CHINA GRADE LOOP FAIRFAX 2 12 |2 |2 (32 |[3 |3 |3
8 Bakersfisld SV ALFRED HARRELL FAIRFAX WEST END HARTPARK Add Lanes Local 2 |2 [2 f2 j2 |2 |2 |2
g Bakersfield SV ALFRED HARRELL WEST END HARTPARK LAKE MING Add Lanes Local 1 1 2 (2 |12 (2 |2 |2
10 Bakersfizld = ALFRED HARRELL LAKE MING PALADING Add Lanes Local 2 2 (2 j2 ]2 |2
11 Bakersfizld SV ALFRED HARRELL PALADING SR178 Add Lanes Local 2 |2 2 2 |2 |2
12 Bakersfield SV ALLEN SR58 BRIMHALL Add Lanes Local 2 (2 |13 |2 |3 |3 [3 |3
13 Bakersfizld S ALLEN BRIMHALL WESTSIDE PARKWAY I T I b R B A - -
14 Bakersfield SV ALLEN WESTSIDE PARKWAY STOCKDALE =T T < < T < = -
15 Bakersfizld SV ALLEN STOCKDALE MING AVE T < TN < N < < T - - b
16 Bakersfizld SV ALLEN MING AVE WHITE LN (el I iel b S < S B T - I
17 Bakersfield SV ALLEN WHITE LM CAMPUS PARK 2 (2 |2 (2 |2 |2
18 Bakersfizld SV ALLEN CAMPUS PARK PANAMA LN 2 12 |2 (2 (2 |2
19 Bakersfizld SV ALLEN PAMNAMA LN SR 119 1 1 1 1 1 1
20 Bakersfield SV ASHERD PAMNAMA LM SR 119 2 (2 12 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
21 Bakersfield SV BRIMHALL RD Rudd Road RENFRO RD 2 (2 12 |12 |2 |2 (2 |2
22 Bakersfisld SV BRIMHALL RD RENFRO RD ALLEMN 2 |12 |2 |12 (2 (2 |2 |2
23 Bakersfizld SV BUENA VISTA RD WHITE LN HARRIS RD 2 12 |12 |2 (2 (2 |2 |2
24 Bakersfield SV BUEMNA VISTA RD HARRIS RD PANAMA LN 2 (2 12 |12 |2 |2 (2 |2
25 Bakersfisld SV BUENA VISTA RD PAMNAMA LN SR 119 2 |2 Jj2 j2 |2 |2 [2 |2
26 Bakersfizld SV BUENA VISTA RD SR 119 CURNOW RD 1 1 2 2 |2 [2 |2 |2
a7 Bakersfizld SV CALLOWAY ETCHART RD SHOW Add Lanes Local 2 |2 2 j2 2 |2
28 Bakersfield SV CALLOWAY SHNOW NORRIS T < T < T < < T - T <
29 Bakersfield SV CALLOWAY NORRIS OLVE 2|2 |2 |2 W2 (32 |2 |32
30 Bakersfizld SV CALLOWAY OLIVE NORIEGA T < TN < N < < T - - b
3 Bakersfield SV CALLOWAY NORIEGA HAGEMAN T < T < T < < T - T <
32 Bakersfield SV CALLOWAY HAGEMAN MEACHAM 2 (2 |13 |2 |3 |3 [3 |3
a3 Bakersfizld S CALLOWAY MEACHAM SRE2 =T T < < T < = -
4 Bakersfizld SV CALLOWAY BRIMHALL WESTSIDE PAREWAY T < T < R < < T - T < b
a5 Bakersfizld SV CALLOWAY WESTSIDE PARKWAY STOCKDALE T < TN < N < < T - - b
36 Bakersfield SV CALIFORMIA STOCKDALE MOHAWE =T T < < T < = -
a7 Bakersfizld SV CALIFORMIA MOHAWE REAL T < T < R < < T - T < b
38 Bakersfizld S CALIFORNIA REAL SREg T < TN < N < < T - - b
39 Bakersfield SV CALIFORMIA SRO9 OAK 2 (2 |13 |2 |3 |3 [3 |3

78
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled

modeled (each

RTF

SORT Type of PROJECT 27 (28 [31 |32 |35 |37 |46 |42

KEY AGEMNCY STREET BEGIM EMND Impremnt. ID/Other 1D
40 Bakersfield CALIFORMIA DAK A ST A2 (W2 (32 |2 |3 3 3 3
41 Bakersfield CALIFORMIA A ST H 5T 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3

2 Bakersfield CALIFORMIA HET CHESTER 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
43 Bakersfisld CALIFORMIA CHESTER LST I 12 13 2 |3 [3 [3 |3
44 Bakersfizld CALIFORMIA LST M ST 3 o[3 [2 J3 |3 |3 |3 |3
45 Bakersfisld CALIFORMIA N ST QsT I3 3 13 (3 |3 |13 |3
46 Bakersfield CALIFORMIA 5T UNIOMN 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
4T Bakersfield CALIFORMIA LIMION BAKER 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
48 Bakersfield CALIFORMIA BAKER KING 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
48 Bakersfield CALIFORMIA KING BEALE 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
50 Bakersfield CALIFORMIA BEALE HALEY 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
51 Bakersfield CALIFORMIA HALEY WASHINGTON 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
52 Bakersfisld CASA LOMA UHNICN MADISON z o[z [2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
53 Bakersfield CASA LOMA MADISOM COTTONWOOD 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
54 Bakersfield CASA LOMA COTTONWOOD WASHINGTON 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
55 Bakersfield CASA LOMA WASHINGTOM FAIRFAX o] o 2 2 2 2 2 2
58 Bakersfield CHESTER 34TH 5T COLUMBUS 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
LY Bakersfield CHESTER 30TH 5T 34TH 5T 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
58 Bakersfield SR178 30TH 5T 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
58 Bakersfield TTH STANDARD ETCHART RD Add Lanes Local 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
a0 Bakersfield ETCHART RD SNOW Add Lanes Local 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
a1 Bakersfield NORRIS OLIVE Add Lanes Local bl e The o o T e O -
a2 Bakersfield OLIVE HAGEMAM 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
683 Bakersfield HAGEMAMN MEANY 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
B4 Bakersfield MEAMNY DOWMNING 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
B85 Bakersfield DOWRNING GRANITE FALLS 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
85 Bakersfisld GRANITE FALLS SRE8 I 12 13 2 |3 [3 [3 |3
a7 Bakersfizld SR58 BRIMHALL I 12 13 2 |3 [3 [3 |3
] Bakersfisld BRIMHALL WESTSIDE PARKWAY I 12 13 2 |3 [3 [3 |3
a8 Bakersfield WESTSIDE PARKWAY TRUXTUN 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
70 Bakersfield TRUXTUM STOCKDALE 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
71 Bakersfield CENTENNIAL CORRIDOR SR 58 WESTSIDE PARKWAY Mew Freeway |KEROBRTPO20 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
72 Bakersfield COTTONWOOD SR 58 CASA LOMA DR 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
73 Bakersfisld COTTONWOOD CASA LOMA DR WHITE LN 2 |z |2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2
74 Bakersfisld COTTONWOOD WHITE LN PANAMA LN 2 |z |2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2
75 Bakersfisld FAIRFAX RD ALFRED HARRELL HIGHWAY |PALADING DR 2 |z |2 |2 |2 |2
76 Bakersfisld FAIRFAX RD REDBANK RD PAMAMA LN 2 |z |2 |2 |2 |2
77 Bakersfizld FAIRVIEW RD MONITOR ST SOUTH UNION AVE 2 |z |2 |2 |2 |2
78 Bakersfield GOSFORD SR119 MC KEE 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

79




Kern Council of Governmen@onformity Analysis fothe 20Z FTIP and2026 RTP

Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled
|

modeled (each

RTF
SORT AR Type of FROJECT COST (RTR.[27 |28 |31 [3z [35 |37 |48 |4o
KEY AGENCY BASIN STREET BEGIN END Impremnt. | IDiOther ID Other)

70 |Bakersfield SV |GOSFORD MC KEE MC CUTCHEN N EN E N EENERE
80  |Bakersfield SV |GOSFORD MC CUTCHEN PANAMA LN N EN E N EENERE
81 |Bakersfield SJV_ |GOSFORD PANAMA LN HARRIS B ENENENENENENE
82 |Bakersfieid SV |GOSFORD HARRIS FACHEGCO EENENENENENERE
83 |Bakersfieid SV |GOSFORD PACHECO DISTRICT ERN R O I R I E R
84 |Bakersfield SV |GOSFORD DISTRICT WHITE LN ENEN N ENENENE
85 |Bakersfield SV |GOSFORD WHITE LN S LAURELGLEN EENENENERENERE
86 |Bakersfield SV |GOSFORD S LAURELGLEN N LAURELGLEN EENENENERENERE
87 |Bakersfield SV |GOSFORD N LAURELGLEN MING EENENENERENERE
88 |Bakersfield SV |GOSFORD MING CAMINO MEDIA EENENENERENERE
80 |Bakersfield SV |GOSFORD CAMIND MEDIA STOCKDALE EENENENERENERE
00 |Bakersfield SJV |HAGEMAN ALLEN OLD FARM 3 (3 |z 2|z |z |z |z
81  |Bakersfield SV |HAGEMAN OLD FARM JEWETTA ENEN N ENENENE
02 |Bakersfield SJV  |HAGEMAN JEWETTA VERDUGO EENENENERENERE
03 |Bakersfield SV |HAGEMAN VERDUGOD CALLOWAY EENENENERENERE
4 |Bakersfield SJV  |HAGEMAN CALLOWAY MAIN FLAZA EENENENERENERE
05 |Bakersfield SJV  |HAGEMAN MAIN PLAZA RIVERLAKES EENENENERENERE
06 |Bakersfield SJV  |HAGEMAN RIVERLAKES COFFEE EENENENERENERE
07 |Bakersfield SJV  |HAGEMAN COFFEE PATTOMN 32 13 |2 [2 |z |3 |z |3
08 |Bakersfield SV |HAGEMAN PATTON FRUITVALE R O N R - R
00 |Bakersfield SV |HAGEMAN FRUITVALE MOHAWK B ENENENENENENE
100 |Bakersfield SJV  |HAGEMAN MOHAWK KNUDSEN DR EENENENERENERE
101 |Bakersfield SV |HAGEMAN KNUDSEN DR SR 00 New Ramps |KEROSRTPO12| s$esoooooo|2 |2 3 [3 [3 |3 |3 |3
102 |Bakersfield SV |MCCUTCHEN RD BUENA VISTA OLD RIVER RD N EN E N EENERE
103 |Bakersfield SV |MCCUTCHEN RD OLD RIVER RD GOSFORD 2 |2 |z [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
104 |Bakersfield SV |MCCUTCHEN RD GOSFORD STINE 2 |2 |z [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
105 |Bakersfield SV |HOSKING STINE AKERS RD 2 2z |2 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
106 |Bakersfield SV |HOSKING AKERS RD WIBLE RD 2 [z |2 [2 ]2 2 |2 |2
107 |Bakersfield SV |HOSKING WIELE RD SO.HST Add Lanes  |KEROSRTPODZ|  §31.00000002 (3 |3 |3 |2 |3 [3 |3
108 |Bakersfield SV |HOSKING S0.H ST UNION z [z [z [2 ]2 |2 |2 |2
100 |Bakersfield SV |JEWETTA AVE SNOW HAGEMAN N EN E N EENERE
110 |Bakersfield SV |JEWETTA AVE HAGEMAN MEACHAM 2 |2 |z [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
111  |Bakersfield SV |MANOR ROBERTS LN UNION 2 2z |2 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
112 |Bakersfield SV |MASTERSOM ST ALFRED HARRELL HWY PALADING DR 2 [z |2 [2 ]2 2 |2 |2
113 |Bakersfield SV |MASTERSOM ST PALADING DR SR 178 2 [z |2 [2 ]2 2 |2 |2
114 |Bakersfield SV |MING AVE WEST BELTWAY S ALLEN 2 [z |2 [2 ]2 2 |2 |2
115 |Bakersfield SV |MING AVE 5 ALLEN BUENA VISTA 2 [z |2 [2 ]2 2 |2 |2
116 |Bakersfield SV |MING AVE BUENA VISTA GRAMD LAKES EENENENEEENENE
117 |Bakersfield SV |MING AVE GRAND LAKES OLD RIVER RD B E B EEEEE
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Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled | | |

modeled (each
RTP

SORT AR Type of PROJECT COST (RTP,|27 |28 |31 (32 |36 (37 |46 |48
KEY AGENCY BASIN STREET BEGIM END Impremnt. ID/Other 1D Other)

118 |Bakersfield SV MING AVE QLD RIVER RD HAGGIN OAKS 3 12 |3 |2 |3 |2 |3 |3
118 |Bakersfild SV MING AVE HAGGIN OAKS GOSFORD 3 12 |3 |2 |3 |2 |3 |3
120  |Bakersficld SV MING AVE GOSFORD EL PORTAL 3 12 |3 |2 |3 |2 |3 |3
21 Bakersfield SV MING AVE EL PORTAL ASHE T T - < T < el -
22 |Bakersfield SV MING AVE ASHE NEW STINE 2 2 |3 [3 |3 [2 |3 |[3
123 |Bakersfield SV MING AVE MEW STINE STINE RD 22 |13 [3 |3 (2 |3 |3
124  |Bakersficld SV MING AVE STINE AKERS 3 12 |3 |2 |3 |2 |3 |3
125  |Bakersfield SV MING AVE AKERS REAL T T - < N < T el I
126  |Bakersfield SV MING AVE REAL WIBLE T T - < T < el -
127  |Bakersfield SV MING AVE WIBLE HUGHES LN ER R O R R R
128  |Bakersfield SV MING AVE HUGHES LM HST 2 (2 |12 (2 |2 (2 |2 |2
128 |Bakersfield SV MING AVE H ST CHESTER 2 |2 2 [z |z [2 |2 |2
130  |Bakersfild SV MING AVE CHESTER P ST 2 (2 |12 (2 |2 (2 |2 |2
131 Bakersfield SV MING AVE P ST UNION 2 (2 |12 (2 |2 (2 |2 |2
132  |Bakersficld SV MOHAWEK HAGEMAN DOWMNING 2 )z 2 |2 |2 |2 |3 |3
133  |Bakersficld SV MOHAWEK ROSEDALE TRUXTUN MNew Arerial |KERDSRTPOD4| s377oo0000|2 |2 (2 [2 |3 |2 [3 |3
134  |Bakersfield SV MOHAWE SR 58 SR 58/Rosedals Highway 0.5 mi slo 22 2 2 2 2 3 |3
135  |Bakersficld SV MONTEREY UNION ALTAVISTA 3 12 |3 |2 |3 |2 |3 |3
136  |Bakersfild SV MONTEREY ALTA VISTA BAKER 2 f2 j2 [2 |2 [2 2 |2
137  |Bakersficld SV MONTEREY BAKER BEALE 2 (2 |12 (2 |2 (2 |2 |2
138  |Bakersficld SV MONTEREY BEALE HALEY 2 (2 |12 (2 |2 (2 |2 |2
138 |Bakersficld SV MONTEREY HALEY NILES 2 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
140  |Bakersficld SV MORMNING DR ALFRED HARRELL HWY PALADING DR 1 1 1 1 1 1
141 Bakersficld SV MORMNING DR PALADING DR SR 178 2 12 |2 |2 |3 |2 |3 |3
142  |Bakersficld SV MORMNING DR SR 178 COLLEGE 1 1 1 1 1 1
143  |Bakersfield SV MT VERMNOMN COLUMBUS SRi78 2 |2 |2 [2 |2 [2 |2 |2
144  |Bakersficld SV MT VERMNON SR58 BELLE TERRACE 2 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
145  |Bakersficld SV MT VERMNON BELLE TERRACE CASA LOMA DR 2 |z |2 |12 |2 |2
146  |Bakersficld SV MT VERMNON WHITE LW/MULLER RD PANAMA LN o |0 |0 |O 1 1 1 1
147 |Bakersficld SV N. CHESTER COLUMBUS BEARDSLEY 2 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
148  |Bakersficld SV NEW STINE RD WILSON MING T T - < T < - A -
148 |Bakersficld SV NEW STINE RD MING SUNDALE 2 2 |13 [3 |3 [3 |3 |[3
150  |Bakersfield SV NEW STINE RD SUNDALE BELLE TERRACE 2 3 |13 [3 |3 [3 |3 |3
151 Bakersficld SV NEW STINE RD BELLE TERRACE STOCKDALE 3 12 |3 |2 |3 |2 |3 |3
152 |Bakersfield SV NILES UNION ALTAVISTA 212 2 2 |2 |2 | |®
153  |Bakersfield SV NILES ALTA VISTA BAKER 2 (2 |12 (2 |2 (2 |2 |2
154  |Bakersfield SV NILES BAKER BEALE 2 (2 |12 (2 |2 (2 |2 |2
155  |Bakersfield SV NILES BEALE HALEY 2 (2 |12 (2 |2 (2 |2 |2
156 |Bakersfield SV NILES HALEY MONTEREY 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2
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modeled (each
RTP
SORT AlR Type of PRCJECT COST (RTP.|27 (28 (31 |32 |35 |37 (46 (48
KEY AGEMNCY BASIN STREET BEGIM END Imprvmnt. ID/Other ID Cither)

157 Bakersfisld SV QOAK 5T CALIFORMNIA AVE SR 178/ 24th 5T 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
158 Bakersfisld SV OLD_RIVER STOCKDALE CAMING MEDIA 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
158 Bakersfisld SV OLD_RIVER CAMING MEDIA MING 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
160 Bakersfisld SV OLD_RIVER MING WHITE LN 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
161 Bakersfisld SV OLD_RIVER WHITE LN CAMPUS PARK 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
162 Bakersfizld SJv OLD_RINER CAMPUS PARK PACHECO 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
163 Bakersfisld SV OLD_RIVER PACHECO HARRIS 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
164 Bakersfisld SV OLD_RIVER HARRIS PAMAMA LN Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
165 Bakersfisld SV OLD_RIVER PAMAMA LM BERKSHIRE Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
166 Bakersfisld SV OLD_RIVER BERKSHIRE MCCUTCHEN{HOSKING) Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
167 Bakersfield SJv OLD STINE MING AVE BELLE TERRACE 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
168 Bakersfisld SV OLIVE DR RUDD RD (WEST BELTWAY) |ALLEN 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
168 Bakersfisld SV OLIVE DR (ALLEN JEWETTA 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
170 Bakersfisld SV OSWELL S5R178 BERMARD Add Lanes Local 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
171 Bakersfield SJv OSWELL BRUMDAGE SR58 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
172 Bakersfisld SJv PALADING DR FAIRFAX MORMNING DR 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
173 Bakersfisld SV PALADING DR MORNING DR WALLEY LM 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
174 Bakersfisld SV PALADING DR WALLEY LM MASTERSOMN Street 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
175 Bakersfisld SV PALADING DR MASTERSON Strest ALFRED HARRELL HWY 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
176 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN (ALLEN WINDERMERE ST Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
177 Bakersfield SJv PAMAMA_LN WINDERMERE 5T BUENA VISTA BLVD Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
178 Bakersfield SJv PAMAMA_LN BUENA VISTA MOUNTAIN VISTA Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
178 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN MOLUNTAIN VISTA OLD RIVER RD Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
180 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN QLD RIVER RD PROGRESS Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
181 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN PROGRESS GOSFORD Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
182 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN GOSFORD RELIANCE Add Lanes Local 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
183 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LMN RELIANCE ASHE Add Lanes Local 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
184 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LMN ASHE GOLDEN GATE Add Lanes Local 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
185 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN GOLDEN GATE STIME RD Add Lanes Local 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
186 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN STIME RD AKERS 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
187 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN AKERS WIBLE 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
188 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN WIBLE SRE8 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
188 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN SR8 H ST 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
180 Bakersfizld S PAMAMA_LN H ST MONITOR Add Lanes Local 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
181 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN MONITOR UNION Add Lanes Local 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
182 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN UNION SPARKS 5T 2 |z |2 2 2 2 2 2
183 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA_LN SPARKS 5T COTTONWOOD 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
184 Bakersfisld SV PAMAMA LN COTTONWOOD SR184 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
185 Bakersfisld SV PANORAMA DR 1700 FEET N COLUMBUS UNION 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
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186 |Bakersfield SV QUAIL CREEK RD SNOW ETCHART RD 2 2 (2 |2 (2 |2
187  |Bakersfield SJv QUAIL CREEK RD ETCHART RD Tth STANDARD RD o oo |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
188  |Bakersfisld SV REAL RD STOCKDALE SR58 2 |2 |2 2 (2 |2 (2 |2
108 |Bakersfisld SV RENFRO RD 7th STANDARD RD OLIVE DR o (o |0 o 1 1 1 1
200 |Bakersfield SV RENFRO RD OLWVE DR REINA RD 2 |z |z 2 |2 |2 [2 |2
201 Bakersfield SV RENFRO RD JOHNSON RD STOCKDALE HWY 2 |z |z 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
202 |Bakersfield SV SANTA FE WAY RUDD RD (West Beltway) HAGEMAN RD 2 |z |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
203 |Bakersfield SV SHOW RD RENFRO RD ALLEN 2 |z |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
204  |Bakersfizld SV SHOW RD JEWETTA AVE CALLOWAY DR 2 2 |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
205  |Bakersfizld SV SHOW RD COFFEERD FRUITVALE AVE 2 2 |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
2068 |Bakersfield SV S0.CHESTER UMNION PLANZ RD 2 |z |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
207 |Bakersfield SV S0.CHESTER PLANZ RD WILSON 2 |2 |2 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
208  |Bakersfizld SV S0.CHESTER MING BELLE TERRACE 2 |z |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
208  |Bakersfield SV S0.CHESTER BELLE TERRACE SR58 2 |z |2 2 |2 |12 (2 |2
210  |Bakersfizld SV S0.CHESTER SR52 BERUMDAGE 2 2 |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
211 Bakersfizld = S0.CHESTER BRUNDAGE 4TH ST 2 2 |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
212  |Bakersfield SV S0.CHESTER 4TH 5T CALIFORMIA 2 |z |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
213 |Bakersfield SV S0.CHESTER CALIFORMNIA TRUXTUN 2 |z |2 2 |2 |12 (2 |2
214  |Bakersfizld SV S0.CHESTER TRUXTUN 18TH 5T 2 |2 |2 2 (2 |2 [2 |2
215  |Bakersfizld SV SO.CHESTER 18TH ST 215T 5T 2 |z |z 2 (2 |2 (2 |2
216  |Bakersfizld SV S0.CHESTER 215T 5T SR178 2 2 |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
217  |Bakersfield SV S0.H 5T ARVIN-EDSION CAMAL HOSKING 2 |2 |2 2 (2 |2 (2 |2
218 |Bakersfield SV S0.H 5T HOSKING SR118 2 |z |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
218  |Bakersfisld SV STINE RD WILSON PLANZ RD 3 3 |3 a3 |3 [3 |3
220  |Bakersfisld SV STINE RD PLANZ RD WHITE LN ERNERNE 3 (2 |3 [2 |3
221 Bakersfield SV STINE RD WHITE LN DISTRICT 3 |3 |3 3 (3 |3 [3 |3

22 |Bakersfisld SV STINE RD DISTRICT PACHECO 3 3 |3 3 (3 |3 [3 |3
223  |Bakersfield SV STINE RD PACHECO HARRIS I < 3 (2 |12 [z |3
224  |Bakersfield SV STINE RD HARRIZ PAMNAMA LN I T S e T - -
225  |Bakersfizld SV STINE RD PAMAMA LN BERKSHIRE 2 2 |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
226  |Bakersfisld SV STINE RD BERKSHIRE HOSKING 2 2 |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2

27  |Bakersfield SV STINE RD HOSKING MC KEE 2 |2 |2 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
228 |Bakersfield SV STINE RD MC KEE SR118 2 |z |z 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
228 |Bakersfield SV STOCKDALE NORD WEGIS Mew Freeway |KEROSRTPO20| 3$698,000.000(21 (3 |32 S e T - -
230 |Bakersfield SV STOCKDALE WEGIS HEATH Mew Freeway |KEROSRTPO20| 3$698,000.000(21 [3 |3 S e T - -
231 Bakersfizld SV STOCKDALE HEATH CLAUDLA AUTUMMN DR New Freeway |KERDSRTP020| $695.000.000(2 (2 |2 2 |2 [2 j2 |2
232 |Bakersfisld = STOCKDALE CLAUDIA AUTUMMN DR RENFRO Mew Freeway [KERDERTPOZ0 $5688.000,000(2 |2 |2 2 |2 2 12 )2
233  |Bakersfield SV STOCKDALE RENFRO ALLEN 2 |z |2 2 (2 |12 (2 |2
234  |Bakersfield SV STOCKDALE ALLEM JEWETTA 3 |3 |3 3 [3 |3 [3 |3
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235 Bakersfield SJv STOCKDALE JEWETTA BUENA VISTA BLVD 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
238 Bakersfield SJv STOCKDALE BUEMA VISTA CALLOWAY 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
237 Bakersfield SJV STOCKDALE CALLOWAY COFFEE 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
238 Bakersfizld SV STOCKDALE COFFEE ASHE 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
238 |Bakersfisld SJV STOCKDALE ASHE CALIFORMIA I |2 |3 J3 |3 |3 |3 |3
240  |Bakersfisld SV STOCKDALE CALIFORMNIA MONTCLAIR I 12 13 13 |3 |3 |3 |3
241 Bakersfield SJv STOCKDALE MOMNTCLAIR STINE RD 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
242 Bakersfield SJv STOCKDALE STINE REAL 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
243 |Bakersfield SJV STOCKDALE REAL SREY I 12 (3 |3 (3 |3 |3 |3
244  |Bakersfisld SJV STOCKDALE SREg OAK I 12 (3 |3 (3 |3 |3 |3
245  |Bakersfisld SJV TRUXTUN AVE QAK BEECH Add Lanes Local 23 233 |@E 3y |3 |3 |3
245  |Bakersfisld SJV TRUXTUN AVE BEECH PINE 5T Add Lanes Local 2 |z |2 J2 |3 |3 |3 |3
247  |Bakersfield SV TRUXTUN AVE PINE B ST Add Lanes Local 2 |z |12 |12 |3 |3 |3 |3
248  |Bakersfisld SJV TRUXTUN AVE B ST F ST Add Lanes Local 2 2 j2 |2 (3 |3 |3 |[3
248  |Bakersfisld SV TRUXTUN AVE F ST HST Add Lanes Local 2 2 j2 |2 (3 |3 |3 |[3
250 |Bakersfield SJV TRUXTUN AVE H ST CHESTER 2|2 |32 |zl |3 |3 |3
251 Bakersfisld SJV TRUXTUN AVE CHESTER M ST I 12 (3 |3 (3 |3 |3 |3
252 Bakersfizld SJv TRUXTUN AVE M ST N 5T 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
253 Bakersfield SJv TRUXTUN AVE M 5T Q5T 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
254 Bakersfizld SJv TRUXTUN AVE QsT UNIOMN 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
255 |Bakersfisld SJV UNION MANOR COLUMEUS 2 |1z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
256 |Bakersfisld SV UNIOMN COLUMBUS 34TH 5T 2 |1z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
257 Bakersfield S UNION 34TH 5T 30TH 5T 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
258 Bakersfield S UNION 30TH 5T MILES 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
258 Bakersfield S UNION MILES MONTEREY 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
280 Bakersfield SJv UNION MOMNTEREY KENTUCKY 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
281 Bakersfisld SV UNIOMN KENTUCKEY SR204 2 |1z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
282 Bakersfield SJv UNION SR204 215T 85T 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
283 Bakersfield SJv UNION 25T 5T 18TH 5T 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
264 Bakersfield S UNION 18TH ST TRUXTUN 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
285 Bakersfisld SJv UNION TRUXTUN CALIFORMIA 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
266 Bakersfield SJv UNION CALIFORNIA 4TH 5T 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
2687 |Bakersfield SV UNION 4TH 5T BRUNDAGE I 12 13 13 |3 |3 |3 |3
268 Bakersfisld SJv UNION BRUMDAGE SR58 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
268 Bakersfield S UNION SRE8 BELLE TERRACE Add Lanes Local 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
270 Bakersfield S UNION MING WILSOM Add Lanes Local 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
271 Bakersfisld SV UNION WILSOMN PLANZ Add Lanes Local 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
272  |Bakersfisld SJV UNION PLANZ CHESTER Add Lanes Local I I O O - I e
273 |Bakersfisld SV UNION CHESTER WHITE LN Add Lanes Local I |2 |3 J3 |3 |3 |3 |3
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274 |Bakersfizld SV UMNION PACHECO FAIRVIEW RD Add Lanes Local 2 2 |2 )3 3 3 |3 3
275  |Bakersfizld SV UMNION FAIRVIEW RD PAMNAMA LN Add Lanes Local 2 2 |2 )3 3 3 |3 3
276  |Bakersfizld SV UMNION PAMNAMA LN BERKSHIRE Add Lanes Local 2 2 |2 )3 3 3 |3 3
277 |Bakersfizld SV UMNION BERKSHIRE HOSKING Add Lanes Local 2 2 |2 )3 3 3 |3 3
278 |Bakersfizld SV VINELAND RD PALADING DR SR 178 2 |2 |2 |2 2 |2 f2 |2
278 |Bakersfizld S VINELAND RD SR 178 SR 184/Kern Canyon Road 2 |2 [z |2 2 |2 (2 |2
280 |Bakersfield SV WHITE LMN/Muller Road COTTONWOOD RD OSWELL o o [z |2 2 |2 (2 |2
281 Bakersfisld SV WHITE LN BUENA VISTA MOUNTAIM VISTA 3 (3 |3 |3 3 3 |3 3
282  |Bakersfizld SV WHITE LN MOUNTAIN VISTA OLD RIVER RD 3 (3 |3 |3 3 3 |3 3
283  |Bakersfizld SV WHITE LN QLD RIVER RD PARK VIEW 3 (3 |3 |3 3 3 |3 3
284  |Bakersfizld SV WHITE LN PAREK VIEW PIN OAK PARK 3 (3 |3 |3 3 3 |3 3
285  |Bakersfizld SV WHITE LN PIN OAK PARK GOSFORD E N 3 3 |2 3
286 |Bakersfizld SV WHITE LN GOSFORD LILY T - T < R 3 3 |2 3
287 |Bakersfield SV WHITE LN LILY ASHE T - T < R 3 3 |2 3
288 |Bakersfield SV WHITE LN ASHE WILSON T - T < R 3 3 |2 3
288  |Bakersfield SV WHITE LN WILSOMN CLOVE T - T < R 3 3 |2 3
280 |Bakersfield SV WHITE LN CLOVE STINE RD T - T < R 3 3 |2 3
201 Bakersfield SV WHITE LN STINE RD AKERS T T < T 3 3 |3 3
202  |Bakersfizld SV WHITE LN AKERS WIBLE RD E N 3 3 |2 3
203 |Bakersfizld SV WHITE LN WIELE RD SRag T - T < R 3 3 |2 3
284  |Bakersfield SV WHITE LN SRO9 HUGHES LN T - T < R 3 3 |2 3
285 |Bakersfield SV WHITE LN HUGHES LN H ST 2 |W2 (A2 |2 (2 |32 a2 (A
208 |Bakersfield SV WHITE LN H ST MONITOR 2 |2 [z |2 2 |2 (2 |2
287 |Bakersfield SV WHITE LN MOMITOR UNION 2 |2 [z |2 2 |2 (2 |2
288  |Bakersfield SV WIBLE SR 118 CURNOW RD 2 |2 2 |12 |2 |2
209  |Bakersfield SV WEST URBAN CORRIDOR |7TH STANDARD SR 58/Rosedale Highway Mew Freeway |KEROSRTP102 $115,783.000|10 (0 |0 |[D 0 0 |0 0
200 |Bakersfizld SV WEST URBAN CORRIDOR [SR58 WESTSIDE PARKWAY Mew Freeway |[KEROSRTPO1G| $170,000.000/10 [0 [0 |0 0 0 o 0
301 Bakersfisld SV WEST URBAN CORRIDOR [WESTSIDE PARKWAY PACHECO KERDBRTPO1G o |0 o |0 0 0 |0 0
302 |Bakersfield SV WEST URBAM CORRIDOR [PACHECO WHITE LN KEROSRTPODOT o o jo o 0 0 |D 0
303 |Bakersfield SV WEST URBAN CORRIDOR [WHITE LN SR 118 KEROSRTPODOT o o jo o 0 0 |D 0
Caltrans
304  |Caltrans SV ELLINGTON 11TH AVE SR155 1 1 1 1 1 1
305 |Caltrans SV -5 COUNTY LINE LAVAL 4 |4 [4 |4 (4 (4 |4 |4
306 |Caltrans SV -5 LAVAL SRa9 4 |4 [4 |4 (4 (4 |4 |4
307 |Caltrans SV -5 SRO9 SR1G8 05-45580 2 2 2 |2 2 |2 |2 |2
308  |Caltrans SV -5 SR1GE QLD RIVER RD 08-45850 2 2 2 |2 2 |2 |2 |2
208 |Caltrans SV -5 QLD RIVER RD SR223 08-45850 2 |z (2 |2 2 |12 (2 |2
310 |Caltrans SV -5 SR223 SR118 05-45580 2 2 2 |2 2 |2 |2 |2
3 Caltrans SV -5 SR119 SR43 08-45680 2 |2 |2 |2 2 |2 [2 |2
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312 Caltrans SJv I-5 SR43 STOCKDALE DE-45880 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
313 Caltrans S I-5 STOCKDALE SR58 DE-45880 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
314 Caltrans S I-5 SRE8 TTH STANDARD DE-45880 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
315 Caltrans S I-5 7TTH STANDARD ROWLEE DE-45880 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
318 Caltrans S I-5 ROWLEE LERDO HWY DE-45880 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
317 Caltrans S -5 LERDO HW™Y SR46 DE8-45880 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
318 Caltrans SV I-5 SR48 TWISSELMAMN 2 |z |2 2 2 |12 |2 |2
318 Caltrans SJv I-5 TWISSELMAN COUNTY LINE 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
320 Caltrans T SR14 SR385 POOLE 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
321 Caltrans D T SR14 POOLE INYOKERM 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
322 Caltrans D T SR14 INYOKERN SR178 Add Lanes KERDBRTPODA $42,000,000|2 2 2 2
323 Caltrans D8 T SR14 SR178 8 mile s of 178 Add Lanes KERDBRTPOD1T $42,000,000(1 2 2 2
324 Caltrans D Ty SR14 8 mile s of 178 REDROCK RANDSBURG Add Lanes KERDBRTPDZ24 $32,000.000(1 1 2
325 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 REDROCEK RANMDSBURG JAWBONE CANYOMN 2 2
326 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 JAWBOMNE CANYON CALIFORMIA CITY 2 2 |2
327 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 CALIFORMIA CITY SREEBYPASS 2 2
328 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 SREEBYPASS DEAVER 2 2
328 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 DEAVER SRE8 2 2
330 Caltrans D MD SR14 ALTUS SR58 2 2
331 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 CAMELOT ALTUS 2 2
332 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 PURDY CAMELOT 2 2 |2
333 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 SILVER QUEEN PURDY 2 2 |2 |2
334 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 BACKUS SILVER QUEE| 2 2 |2 |2
335 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 DAWMN BACKUS 2 2 |2 |2
335 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 ROSAMOND DAWN 2 2 |2 |2
337 Caltrans D8 MD SR14 A AVE ROSAMOMND 2 2 |2 |2
338 Caltrans SJv SR116 SR33 GARDEMNER FIELD 1 1 1 1 1 1
338 Caltrans S SR116 GARDENER FIELD 2ND 5T 1 1 1 1 1 1
340 Caltrans SV SR118 2MD 5T ASH 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
341 Caltrans SV SR118 ASH HARRISON 1 1 1 1 1 1
342 Caltrans SV SR118 HARRISOMN MIDWAY 1 1 1 1 1 1
343 Caltrans SV SR118 MIDWAY ELK HILLS 1 1 1 1 1 1
344 Caltrans SV SR118 ELK HILLS CHERRY AVE Add Lanes 1 1 1 1 1 2
345 Caltrans SJv SR116 CHERRY AVE TUPMAMN Add Lanes KERDBRTPDZ2Z 5115,000,000(1 1 1 1 1 1 2
348 Caltrans SJv SR116 TUPMAN SR43 i 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
347 Caltrans SJv SR116 SR43 I-5 1 1 1 1 1 1
348 Caltrans SJv SR116 -5 NORD Add Lanes KERDBRTPDEG $31,000,000(1 1 1 1 1 2 2
348 Caltrans SJv SR116 NORD HEATH Add Lanes DBRTPODEG $31,000,000(1 1 1 1 1 2 2
350 Caltrans SJv SR116 HEATH RENFRO Add Lanes ERDBRTPDEG $31.,000,000(1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2
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351  |Caltrans S |SR110 REMFRO ALLEN Add Lanes  |KEROBRTPDOO $31,000,000(1 L S O L -
352  |Caltrans S |SR110 ALLEN BARLOW Add Lanes  |KEROBRTPDOO $31,000,000(1 L S O L -
353 |Caltrans S |SR110 BARLOW BUENA VISTA BLVD Add Lanes  |KEROBRTPDOO $31,000.000(1 L S O L -
354  |Caltrans S |SR110 BUENA VISTA BLVD GREEM Add Lanes  [Local 1 2 |2 [z |2 |2 |2
355  |Caltrans SV |SR118 GREEN OLD RIVER RD Add Lanes  [Local 2 |z [z |2 |2 |2
356  |Caltrans SV |SR11D OLD RIVER RD PROGRESS Add Lanes  |Local 2 |z [z |2 |2 |2
357 |Caltrans S |SR110 PROGRESS GOSFORD Add Lanes  [Local 2 |2 [z |2 |2 |2
358 Caltrans SV SR119 GOSFORD ASHE Add Lanes Local hkersfield funded|1 2 2 2 |2 |2 |2
asg Caltrans SV SR119 ASHE STINE RD Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 2 2
360  |Caltrans SV |SR118 STINE RD VAN HORN Add Lanes  [Local 2 |2 [z |2 |2 |2
361 |Caltrans SV |SR118 VAN HORN WIBLE RD Add Lanes  [Local 2 |2 [z |2 |2 |2
362  |Caltrans SV |SR118 WIBLE RD SROG Add Lanes  [Local 2 |2 f2 |2 ]2 |2
3683 |Caltrans SV |SR155 SRE9 FREMONT L E N I
364  |Caltrans SaV R155 FREMONT HIGH L E N I
365 |Caltrans SaV R155 HIGH LEXINGTOM L E N I
366 |Caltrans SaV R155 LEXINGTON MAST AVE L E N I
387  |Caltrans SaV R155 MAST AVE BROWMING IR N A
368 |Caltrans SV R155 BROWNING BOWMAN RD Add Lanes  [Local 2 |2 [z |2 |2 |2
3689 |Caltrans SV R155 BOWMAN RD FAMOSO PORTERVILLE Add Lanes  [Local 2 |2 f2 |2 ]2 |2
370 |Caltrans LA R155 FAMOSO PORTERVILLE SRES L E N I
371 |Caltrans SaV R155 SRAS WOODY GRANITE L E N I
372 |Caltrans S0V |SR155 WOODY GRANITE GRANITE L E N I
373 |Caltrans SV R155 GRANITE JACK RANCH L S I I
374 |Caltrans SV R155 JACK RANCH RANCHERIA RD L S I I
375 |Caltrans MD R155 RANCHERIA WOFFORD i1 1
376 |Caltrans MO R155 WOFFORD SAWMILL 2 2 [2 |2
377 |Caltrans MD R155 SAWMILL SR178 (I kI K
378 |Caltrans SV R 168 SR3Z OLD RIVER RD IR N A
379 |Caltrans SV R188 OLD RIVER RD -5 L S I I
380 |Caltrans SV R188 I-5 SROG L S I I
381 |Caltrans SaV 178 SR58/SROD BUCK OWENS Add Lanes  |KEROBRTPOD14 355,000 000f4 |4 |2 |4 |4 (4 [4 |4
382  |Caltrans SaV R178 BUCK OWENS OAK Add Lanes 4 35500000004 |4 [4 |4 |4 (4 |4 |4
383 |Caltrans SaV R178 OAK BEECH Add Lanes  |KEROBRTPO14 355.000000f2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 [3 |3
384 |Caltrans LA R178 BEECH PINE 5T Add Lanes |KEROBRTPD14 $55.000.000(2 (3 |3 |3 |3 |3 [3 |3
385 |Caltrans SaV R178 PIME 5T BAY 5T Add Lanes  |KEROBRTPO14 5500000003 |3 [3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3
386 |Caltrans SaV R178 BAY ST D ST Add Lanes  |KEROBRTPO14 5500000003 |3 [3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3
387 |Caltrans SaV R178 D ST FET Add Lanes  |KEROBRTPO14 35500000004 |4 [4 |4 |4 (4 |4 |4
388 |Caltrans SaV R178 F =T H ST Add Lanes DBRTPD14 35500000004 |4 [4 |4 |4 (4 |4 |4
380 |Caltrans SaV R178 H ST CHESTER Add Lanes ABRTPO14 35500000004 |4 [4 |4 |4 [4 |4 |4
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200 |Caltrans SV SR178 CHESTER M 5T Add Lanes KERDSRTPO14 $55.000,00004 |4 [ |4 |4 |4 |4 |4
381 Caltrans SV SR178 M ST SR204 3 (3 |3 |3 3 3 |3 3
282 |Caltrans SV SR178 SR204 ALTAVISTA Add Lanes KERDSRTPD26 $140,500000/2 (3 |3 |3 3 3[4 |4
203 |Caltrans SV SR178 ALTAVISTA BEALE Add Lanes KERDSRTPO26 $140,500000/2 (3 |3 |3 3 3[4 |4
304 |Caltrans SV SR178 BEALE HALEY Add Lanes KERDSRTPO26 5140,500.00012 (3 |3 [3 3 3 |4 |4
285  |Caltrans SV SRi78 HALEY MT VERMNON Add Lanes KEROSRTPO26 $140.500.000012 (3 |3 |3 3 3 |4 (4
388 |Caltrans SV SR178 MT VERNON OSWELL Add Lanes KEROSRTPO26 s140500000(2 |2 |3 |3 3 3 |4 (4
207 |Caltrans SV SR178 OSWELL FAIRFAX 3 (3 |3 |3 3 3 |3 3
208 |Caltrans SV SR178 FAIRFAX MORMNING DR KEROBRTP111 §58.800.00012 |2 |2 |2 3 Ik 3
209 |Caltrans SV SR178 MORMING DR VINELAND Add Lanes KEROBRTP111 §58.800.00012 |2 |2 |2 3 Ik 3
400 |Caltrans SV SRi78 VIMELAND SRig4 Add Lanes KEROSRTPO2S $119.000.000 S R N 2P P 3
401 Caltrans SV SR178 SR184 MASTERSON Street Add Lanes KEROSRTFOZS $119.000.000 C E E 2 32 3
402  |Caltrans SV SR178 MASTERSOM Street COMANCHE Add Lanes KEROSRTFOZS $119.000.000 N N E 2212 3
403 |Caltrans SV SR178 COMANCHE MIRAMONTE Add Lanes KEROBRTPO2S $118,000,000 22 2 s 3
404  |Caltrans SV SR178 MIRAMONTE RANCHERIA RD KEROABRTPODE4 1 1 2 |12 |2 3
405  |Caltrans SJVMOSR17E RAMNCHERIA RD SR155 1 1 1 1 1 1
408  |Caltrans MD SR178 SR155 LAKE ISABELLA BLVD 1 1 1
407  |Caltrans MD R178 LAKE ISABELLA BLVD SIERRA WY 1 1 1
408  |Caltrans MD SR178 SIERRA WY KELSO VALLEY 1 1 1
408 |Caltrans D MDIWN SR178 KELSO VALLEY SR14 1 1 1
410 |Caltrans D9 W Ri78 SR14 SR395 1 1 1
411 Caltrans D@ W Ri78 SR3I0S JACKS RANCH 2 2 |12 |2
412 |Caltrans D9 W R178 JACKS RANCH BRADY 2 2 |12 |2
413 |Caltrans D9 W Ri78 BRADY MAHAN 2 2 |12 |2
414 |Caltrans D9 W Ri78 MAHAN DOWNS 2 2 |12 |2
415  |Caltrans D9 W SR178 DOWNS NORMA 2 2 |2 |2
4168  |Caltrans D9 W R178 NORMA CHINA LAKE 2 2 |12 |2
417 |Caltrans D2 W Ri78 INYOKERN WARD 2 2 |12 |2
418 |Caltrans D9 W Ri78 WARD DRUMMOMND 2 2 |12 |2
419 |Caltrans D9 W Ri78 DRUMMOND LAS FLORES 2 2 |12 |2
420 |Caltrans D9 W Ri78 LAS FLORES RIDGECREST BLVD 2 2 |12 |2
421 Caltrans D@ W Ri78 CHINA LAKE GATEWAY 2 2 ]2 |2
22 |Caltrans D2 W Ri78 GATEWAY RICHMOMND 2 2 |2 |2
423 |Caltrans D8 W R178 RICHMOMND COUNTY LINE 1 1 1
424 |Caltrans SV R184 MESA MARIN DR SR178 Add Lanes KEROSRTP101 2 |2 |2 2 |2 (2 |2
425  |Caltrans SV R184 VINELAMND MESA MARIN DR Add Lanes KEROSRTP101 2 |2 |2 2 |2 (2 |2
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426 |Caltrans SV R184 MONICA 5T VINELAND Add Lanes  |KERDBRTPIODI IEN R ENER N EE
27 |Caltrans SV [sRis4 SHALANE MONICA ST Add Lanes  |KERDSRTF1D1 N ENENENENE
428 |caltrans SV R184 MORNING DR SHALANE Add Lanes  |KERDBRTFID1 N ENENENENE
420 |caltrans SV [sRis4 NILES FIONEER N ENERENERE
430 |Caltrans SV [sRis4 FIONEER MILLS 2 |2 |2 |2 [z |2
431 |Caltrans SV R184 MILLS EDISON 2 |z |2 j2 |2 |2 [2 |2
432 |Caltrans SV Rigd EDISON BRUNDAGE 2 2z |2 2 [2 |2 |2 |2
433 |Caltrans SV [sRis4 BRUNDAGE SREE 2z |2 2 [2 |2 |2 |2
434 |caltrans SV R184 SR8 KERRNITA mostpart 2 laKEROSRTP100|  $10500000(2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |z
435 |Caltrans SV [sRis4 KERRNITA REDBANK KEROSRTF100|  $10,500.000(1 I EEE
436 |Caltrans SV [sRis4 REDBANK WILSON KEROSRTFI00|  $10,500.000(1 I EEE
437 |Caltrans S0V R184 WILSON MULLER DERTFI0D|  §10,500,000|1 L O O S -
438 |Caltrans SN [sRis4 MULLER WHITE LN R0SRTF100|  $10,500,000|1 L L O O -
430 |Caltrans SV Rigd WHITE LN HERMOSA KEROBRTP10D|  $10.500.000(1 o 2 2
440 |Caltrans SV |sRis4 HERMOSA FAIRVIEW RD KEROBRTP10D|  $10.500.000(1 o 2 2
441 |Caltrans SV |sRis4 FAIRVIEW RD PANAMA LN KEROBRTP10D|  $10.500.000(1 o 2 2
2 |Caltrans SV |sRis4 PANAMA LN KAM AVE KEROBRTP10D|  $10.500.000(1 o 2 2
443 |caltrans S0V R184 KAM AVE MOUNTAIN VIEW KEROSRTFPIOD|  $10,500.000(1 I EEE
444 |caltrans SV [sRis4 MOUNTAIN VIEW MC KEE KEROSRTF100|  $10,500.000(1 L O O S -
445 |Caltrans SN [sRis4 MC KEE SR110/PANAMA RD KEROSRTF100|  $10,500.000(1 L L O O -
446 |Caltrans SV 84 SR11QPANAMA RD HALL 2 2z |2 2 [2 |2 |2 |2
447 |Caltrans SV |sRis4 HALL DI GIORGIO Local 2 |z 2 2 |2 |z |2 |2
448 |Caltrans SV |sRis4 DI GIORGIO TRI DUNCON Local I EEEREE
440 |Caltrans SV |sRis4 TRI DUNCON BUENA VISTA BLVD Local T2 2 |2 |2
450 |Caltrans SV |sRis4 BUENA VISTA BLVD SUNSET BLVD Local LI S - - I
451 |Caltrans SV |sRis4 SUNSET BLVD SR223 Local SO S -2 T -
452 |Caltrans MD  [sRopz SR8 TEHACHAFI ELVD 2 2 |z |2
453 |Caltrans MD  [sR202 TEHACHAFI BLVD RED APPLE 2 EEE
454 |Caltrans MD  |sRz02 RED AFFLE VALLEY BLVD 2 EEE
455 |Caltrans MD  |sR202 VALLEY BLVD GOLDEM HILLS EEE
456 |Caltrans MD  [sRz02 GOLDEN HILLS WOODFORD TEHACHAF 1 [1 |
457 |Caltrans MD  [sRz02 WOODFORD TEHACHAF SCHOUT 11|
458 |Caltrans MD  [sRz02 SCHOUT BANDUCCI 1 1 |
450 |Caltrans MD  [sRonz BANDUCCI CUMMINGS VALLEY 1 [1 |
460 |Caltrans MD  [sRopz CUMMINGS VALLEY BEAR VALLEY 1 [1 |
461 |Caltrans MD  [sRopz BEAR WALLEY GIRAUDO 1 [1 |
462 |Caltrans SV |sRon4 UNION QsT EENEENERENERE
463 |Caltrans 3V |sRons QST M ST EENEENERENERE
464 |Caltrans SN |sR204 M ST CHESTER 3 3 3 [z |z [z |3
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465  |Caltrans SV SR204 CHESTER FET Local 3 12 |3 3 |3

468  |Caltrans SV SR204 F ST SRO9 Local 3 |3 3 3 |3

467  |Caltrans = SR223 -5 OLD RWER RD 1 1 1 1 1

468  |Caltrans SV SR223 OLD RIVER RD WIBLE RD 1 1 1

469 |Caltrans SV SR223 WIBLE RD SRO9 1 1 1 1 1 1
470 |Caltrans SV SR223 SREY UNION 06-44300 1 1 1 1 1 1
471 Caltrans SV SR223 UNION FAIRFAX 08-44280 1 1 1 1 1 1
472 |Caltrans SV SR223 FAIRFAX SR184 08-44380 1 1 1 1 1 1
473 |Caltrans SV SR223 5R184 VIMELAND 08-44380 1 1 1 1 1 1
474 |Caltrans SV SR223 VINELAND EDISON 08-44380 1 1 1 1 1 1
475  |Caltrans SV SR223 EDISON MALAGA 08-44380 1 1 1 1 1 1
478  |Caltrans SV SR223 MALAGA COMAMNCHE 06-44300 1 1 1 1 1 1
477 |Caltrans S SR223 COMANCHE CAMPUS R P e 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
478 |Caltrans SV SR223 CAMPUS TEJON R P e 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
478 |Caltrans SV SR223 TEJOM TOWER LINE 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
480 |Caltrans SV SR223 TOWER LINE GEMNERAL BEALE 1 1 1 1 1 1
481 Caltrans SV SR223 GEMNERAL BEALE SR52 1 1 1 1 1 1
482 |Caltrans SV SR33 BARKER TWISSELMAN 1 1 1 1 1 1
483  |Caltrans SV SR33 TWISSELMAN SR4G 1 1 1 1 1 1
484 |Caltrans S SR33 SR46 LERDO HWY 1 1 1 1 1 1
485  |Caltrans SV SR33 LERDO HWY LOST HILLS 1 1 1 1 1 1
488  |Caltrans SV SR33 LOST HILLS LOKERMN 1 1 1 1 1 1
487  |Caltrans SV SR33 LOKERMN SR58 1 1 1 1 1 1
488 |Caltrans SV SR33 SR58 SRE52 1 1 1 1 1 1
480 |Caltrans SV SR33 SR58 BILL KIRBY 1 1 1 1 1 1
400  |Caltrans SV SR33 BILL KIRBY MIDW AY 1 1 1 1 1 1
491 Caltrans SV SR33 MIDWAY ASH 1 1 1 1 1 1
402  |Caltrans SV SR33 ASH HILLARD 1 1 1 1 1 1
403 |Caltrans SV SR33 HILLARD 10TH 5T 2 |12 |2 2 |2 |12 |2 |2
404 |Caltrans SV SR33 10TH ST 8TH ST 2 |12 |2 2 |2 |12 |2 |2
485  |Caltrans SV SR33 8TH 5T 15T 5T R P e 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
408  |Caltrans SV SR33 15T 3T MAIN 5T 1 1 1 1 1 1
487  |Caltrans SV SR33 MAIN 5T SR118 1 1 1 1 1 1
408 |Caltrans SV SR33 SR118 WOoOD 1 1 1 1 1 1
409 |Caltrans SV SR33 WOoOoD CADET 1 1 1 1 1 1
500 |Caltrans SV SR33 CADET BUSH 1 1 1 1 1 1
501 Caltrans SV SR33 BUSH SR166 1 1 1 1 1 1
502 |Caltrans SV SR33 SR1668 CERRO NOROESTE 1 1 1 1 1 1
503 |Caltrans SV SR33 CERRO NOROESTE COUNTY LINE 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
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504 Caltrans D8 COUNTY LINE SR14 2 2 2 2

505 Caltrans D8 SR14 INYOKERMN 2 2 2

506 Caltrans D8 INYOKERM BOWMAN RD Passing Laneg KEROBRTPOE2 $20,000,000(1 1 1 2

507 Caltrans D8 BOWMAMN RD CHIMNA LAKE Passing Laneg KEROBRTPOE2 $20,000,000(1 1 1 2

508 |Caltrans D8 CHINA LAKE SEARLES 2 |2 |z

508 |Caltrans D@ SEARLES GARLOCK 2 |2 |z

510 Caltrans D8 GARLOCK JOBERG 2 2 2

511 Caltrans D8 JOBERG COUNTY LINE 2 2 2

512 Caltrans COUNTY LINE CECIL AVE 1 1 1 1 1

513 Caltrans CECIL AVE SR155 1 1 1 1 1

514 Caltrans SR155 POMND 1 1 1 1 1 1

515  |Caltrans POND SHERWOOD 1 1 1 1 1 1

516 |Caltrans SHERWOQOD SR4G 1 1 1 1 1 1

517 Caltrans SR46 5TH ST 1 1 1 1 1 1

518 Caltrans 5TH 5T 8TH 5T 1 1 1 1 1 1

518 Caltrans BTH 5T TTH 5T 1 1 1 1 1 1

520 Caltrans TTH ST POS0 DR 1 1 1 1 1 1

521 Caltrans FPOS0 DR FILBURM 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

522 Caltrans FILBURM JACKSOMN 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

523 |Caltrans JACKSOM KIMBERLINA RD oz |1z |z |z |z |2 |2

524 Caltrans KIMBERLINA POPLAR 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

525 Caltrans FOFPLAR SHAFTER 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

528 Caltrans SHAFTER CENTRAL 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

527 Caltrans CEMNTRAL LERDO HWY 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

528 Caltrans LERDO HWY LOS ANGELES Local 1 1 1 1 2 2

529 Caltrans LOS ANGELES 7TH STANDARD Local 1 1 1 1 2

530 |Caltrans TTH STANDARD BAKER 1 1 1 1

531 Caltrans BAKER SNOW 1 1 1 1

532 Caltrans SHOW KRATZMEYER 1 1 1 1

533 Caltrans KRATZMEYER REIMA 1 1 1 1

534 Caltrans REIMA HAGEMAM 1 1 1 1

535 Caltrans HAGEMAMN SR58 1 1 1

538 Caltrans SRE8 PALM 1 1 1

537 |Caltrans PALM BRIMHALL 1 1 1

538 Caltrans BRIMHALL STOCKDALE 1 1 1

530 Caltrans STOCKDALE PAMAMA LN 1 1 1

540 Caltrans PAMAMA LM -5 1 1 1

541 Caltrans -5 SR118 1 1 1

542 Caltrans COUNTY LINE KECKS Add Lanes KEROBRTFOOD3 $232,000,000|2 2 2 2
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543  |Caltrans =0 SR48 KECES BITTERWATER VALLEY Add Lanes KERODSRTPOO3| $232,000000(02 |2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
544  |Caltrans =0 SR48 BITTERWATER VALLEY SR33 Add Lanes KERODSRTPO03| $232,000000(02 |2 |2 |2 [2 |2 |2 |2
545 |Caltrans =0 SR48 SR33 Brown Material Road Add Lanes KERDBRTPOO3| $232,000.0001 1 1 2 [2 |2 |2
545 Caltrans SV SR48 Brown Materal Road CA Aguaduct Add Lanes KERODBRTPO18 $37.000000|12 |2 |2 2 2 |z |2 |2
547  |Caltrans =0 SR48 CA Aguaduct LOST HILLS RD Add Lanes KERODSRTFD18 F40.000000)12 |2 |2 2 |2 |2 [2 |2
548 |Caltrans SV SR48 LOST HILLS RD I-5 Add Lanes KER14RTFODM $2r.000000|2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2 (2 |2
548  |Caltrans SV SR48 I-5 CORCORAN 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
550 |Caltrans SV SR4d CORCORAN ROWLEE 1 1 1 1 1 1
551 Caltrans =0 SR48 ROWLEE WILDWOOD 1 1 1 1 1 1
552 |Caltrans =0 SR48 WILDWOOD SCOFIELD 1 1 1 1 1 1
553 |Caltrans SV SR48 SCOFIELD LECOMARD 1 1 1 1 1 1
554  |Caltrans =0 SR48 LEONARD WESTERN 1 1 1 1 1 1
555 |Caltrans SV SR48 WESTERN MAGMNOLIA 1 1 1 1 1 1
558 |Caltrans =0 SR48 MAGNOLIA CENTRAL 1 1 1 1 1 1
557 |Caltrans =0 SR48 CENTRAL PALM 1 1 1 1 1 1
558 |Caltrans =0 SR48 PALM GRIFFITH 1 1 1 1 1 1
558  |Caltrans =0 SR48 GRIFFITH F ST 1 1 1 1 1 1
560 |Caltrans SV SR48 F ST SR43 1 1 1 1 1 1
561 Caltrans =0 SR48 SR43 ROOT 1 1 1 1 1 1
862 |Caltrans S SR48 ROOT SRog 1 1 1 1 1 1
563 |Caltrans =0 SR58 COUNTY LINE SR33 1 1 1 1 1 1
584 |Caltrans =0 SR58 5R33 LOKERN 1 1 1 1 1 1
565 |Caltrans =0 SR5a LOKERMN BUTTONWILLOW 1 1 1 1 1 1
566 |Caltrans =0 SR5a BUTTONWILLOW MEADOW ST 2 |1z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
567 |Caltrans =0 SR5a MEADOW ST I-5 1 1 1 1 1 1
568 |Caltrans SV SR52 I-5 BRANDT 1 1 1 1 1 1
560  |Caltrans SV SR58 BRANDT SR432 1 1 1 1 1 1
570 |Caltrans SV SR5a SR43 CHERRY KERDABRTPOEZ 2 |12 |12 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2
571 Caltrans SV SR5a CHERRY SUPERIOR KERDABRTPOEZ 2 |12 |12 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2
572 |Caltrans =0 SR5a SUPERIOR GREELEY KERDABRTPOEZ 2 |12 |12 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2
573 |Caltrans =0 SR5a GREELEY DRIVER KERDARTPDEZ 2 |12 |12 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2
574 |Caltrans SV SR58 DRIVER NORD KERODBRTPDEZ 2 |12 [2 |12 [2 |2 |2 |2
578 |Caltrans SV SR58 NORD WEGIS KERODSRTFDEZ 2 |1z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
576 |Caltrans =0 SR5a WEGIS HEATH KERDABRTPOEZ 2 |12 |12 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2
577  |Caltrans =0 SR5a HEATH RENFRO KERDABRTPOEZ 2 12 |12 |12 |3 |2 |3 |3
578  |Caltrans SV SREa RENFRO JEMEING KERDARTPDEZ 2 12 |12 |12 |3 |2 |3 |3
578 |Caltrans =0 SR58 JENKINS ALLEN KERODSRTFPDEZ 2 |12 (2 )12 (2 |3 |3 |3
580 |Caltrans =0 SR58 ALLEM OLD FARM Add Lanes KERODSRTFDE0 sgsoooo0|: |2 |3 |3 [3 |2 |3 |3
581 Caltrans =0 SR58 OLD FARM JEWETTA Add Lanes KERODSRTFDE0 §8.800000(3 |2 [3 |3 [3 |3 |3 |3
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682 |Caltrans 3V |SRs8 JEWETTA VERDUGO Add Lanes  |KEROBRTFDSZO $8.800000(2 |3 [3 |3 |3 [3 |3 |3
£83  |Caltrans SV |SRs8 VERDUGO CALLOWAY Add Lanes  |KERDBRTPDZD $a.a00000(2 |3 |3 |3 |3 [3 |3 |3
584  |Caltrans 5V |SRsa CALLOWAY MAIN PLAZA Add Lanes  |KERDSRTPOOT7 $20.000.00002 |3 |2 [3 |3 [3 |3 |3
585 |Caltrans 3V |SRs8 MAIN PLAZA COFFEE KEROBRTPOOY $20.00000002 |3 |3 [3 |3 [3 |3 |3
586 |Caltrans 3V |SRsa COFFEE PATTOMN KERDBRTPOOT 32000000002 |32 |2 |3 |2 [3 |3 |3
£87  |Caltrans sV |SRs8 PATTOMN WEAR Add Lanes  |KERODBRTPOOT 320000000002 |3 |2 |2 |2 [z |3 |3
588 |Caltrans 3V |SRsa8 WEAR FRUITVALE Add Lanes  |KERODBRTPOOT 2000000002 |3 |3 [3 |3 [3 |3 |3
580 |Caltrans 3V |SRs8 FRUITVALE MOHANWK Add Lanes  |KERODBRTFOOT 32000000002 |3 |3 [3 |3 [3 |3 |3
3 [z 2 2 |3 |3 (3 |3
KERDBRTP118 $27.000,000
500 |Caltrans 3V |SRsa8 MOHAWE LANDC! Add Lanes |KERDSRTPOO7 $28,000,000
501 |Caltrans 3V |SRs8 LANDCO GIBSON Add Lanes  |KERDBRTFOOT 32000000002 |3 |3 [3 |3 [3 |3 |3
592  |Caltrans 5V |SRsa GIBSON SREg Add Lanes  |KERDSRTPOOT7 $28.00000002 |3 |2 [3 |3 [3 |3 |3
583 |Caltrans sV |SRsa REAL SREg o (o jo o |0 |o o |o
KERDERTPO19 $31.000,000
504 |Caltrans s/ |srsa SRO9 H STREET KERDBRTPOzO|  $47.400,000|var-|var |var.|3-8 3-8 (3-8 13- |3-0
KERDERTPO19 U0 sl Blals |z ls
§04A (Caltrans SJV  |SRS8 (GAF CLOSURE}EB |3R 09 OFF-RAMP SR 90 ON-RAMP KERDBRTPO20 $47.400,000
KERDERTPO19 U000 s sl s le la la la
504B |Caltrans SV |SRS8 (GAP CLOSURE)EB |SR 99 ON-RAMF H STREET OFF-RAMF KERDBRTPO20 $47.400,000
KERDERTPO1D F37.000, 000 s ls 5 15 [ 15 |5 Is
504C |Caltrans SV |SR58 (GAP CLOSURE)FWE |H ON-RAMP SR 29 NB KERDARTPO20 547,400,000 5P
KERDBRTPO19 000,000 g la le [o o Jo |4 |a
504D (Caltrans SV |SRSS (GAP CLOSUREWE |SR 02 NB SR 00 5B KERDARTPO20 $47.400,000
KERDERTPD18 TR, O 3 0z |3 |2 |z |3 |2 s
S84E |Caltrans SJV  |SRS8 (GAP CLOSURE)-WE |SR 29 SB SR 29 ON-RAMP NB KERDARTPO20 $47.400,000
KERDERTPO19 $31.000,000
595 |Caltrans s)v  |SRsa H STREET CHESTER wERoDERTPOzo|  S47400poooft [ O[22 % % |
KERDZRTPO19 U0 g la l& Ja Ja Ja Ja Ja
§05A |(Caltrans SJV  |SRS8 (GAF CLOSURE}EE |H STREET OFF RAMP CHESTER ON-RAMP KERDBRTPO20 $47.400,000
KERDERTPO19 U000 g la le [o o Jo |4 |a
§05B |Caltrans SJV  |SRS8 (GAF CLOSURE}WE |CHESTER OFF-RAMP H STREET ON-RAMF KERDBRTPO20 $47.400,000
KERDERTPO1D F31.000, 000 s ls 5 15 [ 15 |5 Is
505 Caltrans SV SRE8 CHESTER UNION KERDERTEO20 547 400,000 = = =
KERDBRTPO19 000,000 s s ls 15 1s s |s |s
EOBA |Caltrans SV |SRES (GAP CLOSURE|EB |CHESTER ON-RAMP UNIOM OFF-RAMP KERDBRTPO20 47,400,000 N
KERDERTPO19 e s s 15 15 5 |5
5968 |Caltrans SJV  |SRS8 (GAP CLOSURE)-WE |UNION ON-RAMP CHESTER OFF-RAMP KERDARTPO20 $47.400,000 )
KERDERTPO19 $50.000,000 s e la Ja ls la ls |a
5O7 Caltrans S5V SR58 UNION COTTONWOOD Add Lanes KERDSRTFPOO3 547,400,000
508 |Caltrans 3V |SRs8 COTTONWOOD MT VERMON KERDBRTPOO3 34740000004 |4 |4 |4 |4 [+ |4 |4
500 |Caltrans SV |SRs8 MT VERNON OSWELL KERDBRTFOE3 34740000004 |4 |4 |4 |4 [4 |4 |4
800 |Caltrans 5V |SRsa OSWELL FAIRFAX KEROBRTPOS3 34740000004 |4 |4 |4 |4 [4 |4 |4
801 |Caltrans 3V |SRsa8 FAIRFAX SR124 3 [z Ja Ja |3 |3 [z |3
802 |Caltrans 3V |SRs8 SR134 EDISON 2 2 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2

93




Kern Council of Governmen@onformity Analysis fothe 20Z FTIP and2026 RTP

Appendix B - Highway Project Listing on Regionally Significant Route Segments and Year Number of Lanes Modeled
.

modeled (each

RTP

SORT AlR Type of PROJECT COST (RTP,|27 |28 |31 (32 |35 |37 |46 |49
KEY AGENCY BASIN STREET BEGIN END Impremnt. IDOther 1D Oither)
803 |Caltrans SV SR58 EDISON COMANCHE 2 (2 12 (2 |2 |2 |2 |2
804  |Caltrans SV SR58 COMANCHE TOWER LINE 2 (2 j2 (2 |2 |2 |2 |2
805  |Caltrans SV SR53 TOWER LINE GEMERAL BEALE 2 |12 (2 (2 (2 (2 |2 |2
806 |Caltrans D SJv SR58 GEMERAL BEALE BENA RD Truck Lanes |EADS-37840, 0918000011 2 |12 (2 (2 (2 (2 |2 |2
807 |Caltrans DB SV SR58 BEMA RD BEALVILLE Truck Lanes |EA D8- 37920 2 |2 (2 (2 |2 (2 |2 |2
608 |Caltrans D SV SR58 BEALVILLE BROOM RD Truck Lanes (A 08- 37920 2 |2 2 |2 |2
809  |Caltrans DB MD SR58 BROOM RD SR 202 Truck Lanes |EADS-37880, 0918000011 2 2 |2 |2
810  |Caltrans D8 MD SR53 SR202 MILL 2 2 |2 |2
811 Caltrans D MD SR5a MILL DENMISON 2 2 |2 |2
812 |Caltrans D MD SR58 DENMISON TEHACHAP| BLVD 2 2 |2 |2
813 |Caltrans D MD SR58 TEHACHAFPI BLVD SAND CANYOM 2 2 |2 |2
814  |Caltrans D MD SR53 SAND CANYON RANDSBURG CUTOFF 2 2 |2 |2
815 |Caltrans D8 MD SR5a RANDSBURG CUTOFF SRi4 2 2 |2 |2
816  |Caltrans D9 MD SR53 SR14 20 MULE TEAM PARKWAY 2 2 |2 |2
817  |Caltrans D8 MD SRE8 20 MULE TEAM PARKWAY OLD 58 2 2 |2 |2
818 |Caltrans D MD SR58 OLD 58 CALIFORMNIA CITY 2 2 |2 |2
819 |Caltrans D MD SR53 CALIFORMIA CITY MUROC 2 2 |2 |2
820  |Caltrans DS MD SR5a MUROC CLAY MINE 2 2 |2 |2
621 Caltrans D8 MD SR58 CLAY MINE 20 MULE TEAM PARKWAY 2 2 |2 |2
22  |Caltrans D MD SR58 20 MULE TEAM GEPHART 2 2 |2 |2
823 |Caltrans DB MD SR58 GEPHART BORAX 2 2 |2 |2
24 |Caltrans D MD SR58 BORAX COUNTY LINE 2 2 |2 |2
825  |Caltrans SJv SRE5S COUNTY LINE SR155 1 1 1 1 1 1
826 |Caltrans SV SRE5 S5R155 SHERWOOD 1 1 1 1 1 1
827  |Caltrans SV SRE5 SHERWOOD FAMOS0O RD 1 1 1 1 1 1
828  |Caltrans SV SRE5S FAMOSO RD MERCED AVE 1 1 1 1 1 1
829  |Caltrans SV SRES MERCED AVE LERDO HWY 1 1 1 1 1 1
830  |Caltrans SV SRE5S LERDO HWY JAMES 1 1 1 1 1 1
831 Caltrans SJv SRE5 JAMES 7TH STANDARD Local KEROSRTPOD24 F3000000(2 |2 (2 |2 |2 |2 |2 (2
832 |Caltrans SV SRE5 7TH STANMDARD SREY 2 (2 12 (2 |2 |2 |2 |2
833  |Caltrans SV SREg COUNTY LINE CECIL AVE a |3 (3 (3 (3 |3 3 3
834  |Caltrans SV SROg CECIL SR155 I o2 3 (2 )3 |3 3 3
835 |Caltrans SV SRE0 SR155 WOOLLOMES 2 3 |3 (3 |3 |3 3 3
838 |Caltrans SV SRO9 WOOLLOMES POND a |3 (3 (3 (3 |3 3 3
837 |Caltrans SV 5SRO0 POND SHERWOOD I T i< T < A < 3 3
838 |Caltrans SJv 5SRO0 SHERWOOD SR46 ER R R I 3 3
830 |Caltrans SV SROg SR45 KIMBERLINA RD a |3 (3 (3 (3 |3 3 3
840 |Caltrans SV SREg KIMBERLINA RD MERCED AVE T b T < T < < b 3 3
841 Caltrans SV SREY MERCED LERDO HWY 2 2 |3 (3 |3 |3 3 3
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842 |Caltrans sV |sReg LERDO HWY 7TH STANDARD N ENEENENENENE
843 |Caltrans S0V |sRog 7TH STANDARD SRES KEROSRTPiZ8|  scos0000002 (3 3 |3 |4 |4 |4 |4
844 |Caltrans S0V |sRog SRES OLIVE KEROSRTPiZ8|  scos0000002 (3 3 |3 |4 |4 |4 |4
845  |Caltrans SV |sRog SNOW RD SNOW RD Mew Interchan|KEROSRTP115|  si3e.200.000)- |- ® |x [x |x
846 |Caltrans S0V |sRog OLIVE OLIVE Ramp Improvy KEROSRTPO21|  Si03.000.000)- |- ® |x [x |x
847 |Caltrans sV |sRog OLIVE SR204 KEROSRTPIOS| si200000005 (5 5 |5 |5 |5 |5 |s
848 |Caltrans SV |sRog SR204 AIRFORT 4 (4 |4 J& [& [4 |4 |a
840 |Caltrans SV |sRog AIRPORT SRES(24TH 5T) 4 (4 |4 J& [& [4 |4 |a
850 |Caltrans SV |sRog SRES(24TH 5T) CALIFORNIA 4 (4 |4 J& [& [4 |4 |a
851 |Caltrans SV |sRog CALIFORNIA STOCKDALE 4 (4 |4 J& [& [4 |4 |a
852 |Caltrans SV |sRog STOCKDALE MING 4 (4 |4 J& [& [4 |4 |a
853 |Caltrans sV |sRoo MING Wilson Road 4 (4 |4 J& |2 (4 |4 |2
854 |Caltrans sV |sRoo Wilson Road WHITE LN Add Lanes |KERDSRTPO77| 35200000004 |4 [a o [4 |4 [4 |4
855 |Caltrans S0V |sRog WHITE LN PANAMA LN AddLanes  |KEROSRTFO7T| 35200000004 |4 [& 4 [+ |4 [+ |4
856 |Caltrans S0V |sRog PANAMA LN HOSKING AddLanes  |KEROSRTPOTT| 35200000004 |4 f& 4 [+ |4 [+ |4
857 |Caltrans S0V |sRog SR118 HOSKING Add Lanes  |KEROSRTFO7T| 35200000004 |4 [& 4 [+ |4 [+ |4
858 |Caltrans S0V |sRog SR223 SR110 N ENEENENENENE
850 |Caltrans sV |sRoo HERRING RD SR223 EENEENENENENE
860 |Caltrans sV |sRoo COFUS RD HERRING RD 32 3 |2 |2 |z |3 |z |3
861 |Caltrans sV |sRoo SR16E COPUS RD R I I I - T
862 |Caltrans S0V |sRog 15 SR168 N ENEENENENENE
863 |Caltrans DO MD  [TUCKER RD RED AFFLE VALLEY 2 [z |2 2 [2 {2 |2 |2
864 |Caltrans DO MD  [vaLLEYBL TUCKER REEVES Add Lanes  |Local 2 [z |2 2 [2 {2 |2 |2
865 |Caltrans DO MD  [VALLEYBL REEVES GOLDEN HILLS Add Lanes  |Local N EN N EN ENENENE
866 |Caltrans 30V |WESTSIDE PARKWAY HEATH WEST BELTWAY Mew Freeway |[KEROSRTPO1S| si7000000002 (2 |2 |2 |2 |3 |3 |3
867 |Caltrans 30V |WESTSIDE PARKWAY WEST BELTWAY ALLEN Mew Freeway |[KEROSRTPO1S| si7000000002 (3 (3 |3 |2 |3 |3 |3
868 |Caltrans 5V |WESTSIDE PARKWAY ALLEM JEWETTA Mew Fresway |[KEROSRTPOZO0| Ssce0000002 (3 3 |3 3 |3 |3 |3
860 |Caltrans 5V |WESTSIDE PARKWAY JEWETTA CALLOWAY Mew Fresway |[KEROSRTPOZO0| Ssce000000|2 (3 3 |3 3 |3 |3 |3
870 |Caltrans 30V |WESTSIDE PARKWAY CALLOWAY COFFEE New Freeway [KER08RTPOz0| 3eos.0o0o00|4/3 |43 |43 |43 |43 |43 a2 |4
871 |Caitrans 30V |WESTSIDE PARKWAY COFFEE MOHAWK New Freeway/|KEROBRTPO20| seos000.0004 |4 [4 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4
872 |caitrans SV |WESTSIDE PARKWAY(FHATMOHAWK TRUXTUN New Freeway/|KERDSRTPO20| 3808000000 var. |var. |var. |24 |2-4 [2-4 |24 |24
8724 |Caltrans SV |WESTSIDE PKWY-PH. 4-EB [MOHAWK OFF-RAMP MOHAWEK LOOP ON-RAMP | New Freeway |kER0sRTPo20| seespoopocol® 2 [ P2 2 P P |
8728 |Caltrans SV |WESTSIDE PKWY-PH. 4-EB [MOHAWK LOOF ON-RAMF | TRUXTUN OFF RAMF New Freeway [KEROBRTPO20| secsooo000f4 |4 [4 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4
§72C |Caltrans SV |WESTSIDE PKWY-PH. 4-E8 |TRUXTUN OFF-RAMF SR 00 OFF-RAMP Mew Freeway |[KEROSRTPOZO0| 580800000002 (3 3 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3
8720 |Caltrans 5V |WESTSIDE PKWY-PH. 4-WE|SR 00 ON-RAMP MOHAWEK OFF-RAMP Mew Fresway |[KEROSRTPOZO0| Ssce000000|2 (3 3 |3 3 |3 |3 |3
§72E |Caltrans SV |WESTSIDE PKWY-PH. 4-WE|MOHAWK OFF-RAMP TRUXTUN ON RAMP Mew Fresway |[KEROSRTPOZO0| S8os.000000)2 (2 2 |2 2 |2 |2 |2
§72F |Caltrans SV |WESTSIDE PKWY-PH. 4-WE|TRUXTUN ON RAMP MOHAWE ON-RAMP Mew Fresway |[KEROSRTPOZOD| sscenooooolz |3 3 |2 |3 |3 |3 |z
872G |Caltrans S0V |WESTSIDE PKWY-PH. 4-WE|MOHAWK LOOF ON-RAMF  |DIRECT ON-RAMP Mew Fresway |[KEROSRTPO2O0| 3580800000004 (4 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4 |4
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Kern County

B73 Kern County SJv Tth STANDARD RD SR 43/Enos Lane SANTA FE WAY Add Lanes KERDBRTP113 511,500,000 1 2 2 2 2 3 3
B74 Kern County SJv Tth STANDARD RD ZERKER RD ALLEN Add Lanes KERDBRTFOOS $57.000,000 |2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3
B75 Kern County SJv Tth STANDARD RD (ALLEM OLD FARM Add Lanes KERDBRTFOOS $57.000,000 |2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
6786 Kern County SJv Tth STANDARD RD OLD FARM JEWETTA Add Lanes KERDBRTPOOS $57.000,000|2 2 2 2 3 3 3 3
877 Kern County S Tth STANDARD RD CALLOWAY QUAIL CREEK Add Lanes KERDBRTPOOS $57.000.000|2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
678 Kern County SJv Tth STANDARD RD QUAIL CREEK COFFEE Add Lanes KERDBRTFOOS $57.000,000 |2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
870 Kern County SJv Tth STANDARD RD COFFEE SRE8 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
680 Kern County S Tth STANDARD RD SRE8 SRE8 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
681 Kern County S Tth STANDARD RD SRE8 SRE5 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
682 Kern County S Tth STANDARD RD SRE5 PEGASUS 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
683  |Kern County SV Tth STAMDARD RD PEGASUS WINGS WAY 2 |z |2 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
684 |Kern County SV Tth STANDARD RD WINGS WAY AIRFORT Add Lanes Local 21 21|13 |13 |3 |3 |3 |3
B85 Kern County S Tth STANDARD RD AIRPORT MC CRAY 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
686 Kern County S Tth STANDARD RD MC CRAY CHESTER 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
BB7 Kern County MD 80TH WEST ROSAMOND HOLIDAY Add Lanes Local 1 2 2
688 Kem County MD 80TH WEST HOLIDAY GASKELL Add Lanes Local 1 2 2
688  |Kem County MD Q0TH WEST GASKELL A AVE Add Lanes Local 1 |2 |2
680 |Kern County SV AIRFORT 7TH STANDARD DAY Add Lanas Local 2 |2 J3 |3 |3 |3
881 Hern County SV AIRPORT DAY SKEYWAY Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 |2 |2 |2
682 Kern County S AIRPORT SEYWAY NORRIS 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
683 Kern County SJv AIRPORT NORRIS DECATURIOLIVE Add Lanes Local 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3
684  |Kern County SJV AIRPORT DECATURIOLIVE ROBERTS LN Add Lanas Local 2 2 3 |2 (2 |2 | |3
685  |Kern County SJV AIRPORT ROBERTS LN STATE RD 2 |12 |13 |3 |3 |3 |3 |3
686 |Kern County SJV ALLEM NORIEGA HAGEMAM 21 |21 )2 )2 |2 |2 |2 |2
687  |Kern County SJV ALLEM HAGEMAN MEACHAM Add Lanes Local 2 |2 |3 J3 |3 |3 |3 |[3
608 |Kern County SV ALLEN MEACHAM SR53 Add Lanes Local P I T = T e Y - e B
ge8 Kern County SV ASHE RD SR 119 REMERO RD 2 2 2 2 2 2
700  |Kern County SJV BRECKENRIDGE RD SR 184/Morning Drive VINELAND RD 2 |z |2 |12 |2 |2
701 Kern County S BRECKENRIDGE RD VINELAND RD Edison /Masterson 1 1 1 1 |2 |2
702 |Kem County SV BRECKENRIDGE RD Edison /Masterson BEAUJOLIAS 1 1 1 1 |2 |2
703 |Kern County SJV BRECKENRIDGE RD BEAUJOLIAS COMAMNCHE DR 1 1 1 i |2 |2
704 |Kern County SV CALLOWAY TTH STANDARD ETCHART RD Add Lanes Local 2 |1z |z |1z |3 |3
705 |Kern County SJV CALLOWAY SRE58 GREENACRES DR Add Lanes Local 23 |23 |23 |3 |23 |203 |23 |2
706 |Kern County SJV CALLOWAY GREEMACRES DR HOLLAND ST Add lans Local 5820, 402|12 |2 |23 |23 |3 [3 |3 |3
707  |Kern County SJV CALLOWAY HOLLAND 5T SLIKKER 2 |12 |12 |12 |3 |3 |3 |3
708 |Kern County SV CALLOWAY SLIKKER BRIMHALL Add Lanes Local 2 2 j2 |2 (2 |12 B |3
708 |Kern County SJV CALIFORMIA WASHINGTON MT VERNOMN 2 |12 |12 |12 |3 |3 |3 |3
710 |Kern County SV CALIFORMIA MT VERNOMN EDISON 2 |2 |2 |12 |2 |2 |2 |2
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711 Kern County SV CHASE AVE Masterson Street COMAMNCHE OR o |0 n 1 1 1 1 1
712  |Kern County SV CHINA GRADE CHESTER MANOR 2 1z (2 )12 |2 |2 |2 |2
713  |Kern County =0 CHINA GRADE MANOR MONTE CRISTO Add Lanes Local 2 2 )2 |2 [2 |2
714  |Kern County SV CHINA GRADE MOMNTE CRISTO CHINA GRADE LOOP/ROUND NAdd Lanes Local 2 2 )2 |2 [2 |2
715  |Kern County SV CHINA GRADE CHINA GRADE LOOP/ROUND [ALFRED HARRELL Add Lanes Local 1 1 2 2 [z j2 [2 |2
7168 |Kern County W CHINA LAKE BL SPRINGER MAHAMN 1 1 1 1
717  |Kem County W CHINA LAKE BL MAHAN SR395 1 1 1 1
718 Kern County SV COFFEE SNOW NORRIS Add Lanes Local 1 1 2 2 2 |2 3 3
718 Kern County SV COMANCHE DR (Alfred Harell Highway SR 58 2 2 2 |2 |2 |2
720 |Kemn County SV COMANCHE DR SR 58 MULLER 1 1 2 |2 (2 |2
721 Kemn County SV EDISOMN RD SR 178 BRECKEMRIDGE RD o |0 (o |0 1 1 ]2 (2

22  |Kern County =0 EDISOM RD BRECKEMRIDGE RD Edison Highway o |0 (o0 |0 (o |O 1 1
723  |Kem County SV FAIRFAX RD SR 58 REDBANK RD 1 1 2 |12 (2 |2
724  |Kern County =0 FRUITVALE AVE SHNOW NORRIS 2 12 (2 |2 (2 |2
725  |Kern County =0 FRUITVALE AVE HAGEMAN RD SR 58/Rosedale Highway 2 12 (2 )12 (2 |3
726  |Kern County SV GILMORE FRUITVALE AVE LANDCO o o N 1 1 1 1 1
727  |Kern County SV GOSFORD SR118 CURNOW 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
728  |Kern County =0 HAGEMAN NORD RD WEGIS AVE 2 12 (2 |2 (2 |2
728  |Kern County SV HAGEMAN WEGIS AVE HEATH RD 2 2 [z j2 [2 |3
730  |Kern County S HAGEMAN HEATHRD RUDD 2 12 (2 |12 (2 |3
731 Kemn County SV HAGEMAN RUDD RENFRO 2 12 (2 |13 (2 |3
732 |Kemn County =0 HAGEMAN RENFRO JEMKINS 2 12 (2 |13 (2 |3
733  |Kemn County =0 HAGEMAN JEMEKINS SANTA FE 2 12 (2 )12 |3 (3 |3 |3
734  |Kemn County =0 HAGEMAN SANTA FE ALLEN b e Thed b= T T - T -
T35 Kern County SJv HEATH RD HAGEMAN RD SR 58/Rosedale Highway 2 2 2 2 2 2
736 Kern County S HEATH RD 3R 58/Rosedale Highway Stockdale Highway 2 2 2 2 2 2
737  |Kern County SV MANOR MC CRAY CHESTER 2 1z (2 )12 |2 |2 |2 |2
738  |Kern County SV MANOR CHESTER DAY 2 1z (2 )12 |2 |2 |2 |2
738 |Kern County =0 MANOR DAY CHINA GRADE LOCOP 2 1z (2 )12 |2 |2 |2 |2
740  |Kern County SV MANOR CHINA GRADE LOOP NORRIS 2 1z (2 )12 |2 |2 |2 |2
741 Fern County =0 MANOR NORRIS ROBERTS LN 2 1z (2 )12 |2 |2 |2 |2
742  |Kern County SV MEACHAM RENFRO RD JENKINS RD 2 2 [z j2 [2 |2
743  |Kern County S MEACHAM JEMKINS RD ALLEN 1 2 |2 |2 |2 |2
744  |Kemn County SV MOHAWEK HAGEMAN DOWNING 2 12 (2 13 |3 (3 |3 |3
745 |Kern County SV MOHAWEK DOWMNING SR58 2 12 (2 13 |3 (3 |3 |3
748 |Kemn County SV MT VERMNON 5R178 BERMARD 2 |1z (2 )12 |2 (2 |2 |2
747  |Kemn County =0 MT VERMNON BERMARD COLLEGE 2 |1z (2 )12 |2 (2 |2 |2
748 |Kemn County =0 MT VERMNOM COLLEGE FLOWER 2 |1z (2 )12 |2 (2 |2 |2
749  |Kemn County =0 MT VERMNON FLOWER MNILES 2 |12 (2 )12 |2 |2 |2 |2
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750 |Kern County MT VERNOM MILES KENTUCKY 2 |1z [z (2 |2 |2 |2 |2
751  |Kern County MT VERNON KENTUCKY EDISON HWY 2 |1z [z (2 |2 |2 |2 |2
752 Kern County MT VERNON EDISON HWY CALIFORMIA 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
753 Kern County MT VERNON CALIFORMIA VIRGIMLA 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
754  |Kern County MT VERNOM VIRGINIA BRUNDAGE - - - - - e e
755 Kem County NO. CHESTER BEARDSLEY ROBERTS LM 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
756  |Kern County NO. CHESTER ROBERTS LN DECATUR 2 |1z [z (2 |2 |2 |2 |2
757 Kern County NO. CHESTER DECATUR NORRIS 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
758 Kern County NO. CHESTER NORRIS CHINA GRADE LOOP 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
758  |Kern County NO. CHESTER CHIMA GRADE LOCP DAY 2 |1z [z (2 |2 |2 |2 |2
7680 |Kern County NO. CHESTER DAY MANOR 2 |1z [z (2 |2 |2 |2 |2
781 Kern County MILES MOMNTEREY MT VERNOMN 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
782 Kern County MILES MT VERNOMN OSWELL 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
783 Kern County MILES OSWELL STERLING RD 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
TE4 Fern County MILES STERLING RD FAIRFAX 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
765  |Kern County MNILES FAIRFAX BRENTWOCOD 2 |1z [z (2 |2 |2 |2 |2
786 Kern County MILES BRENTWOOD PARK DR 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
787 Kern County NILES PARK DR SR184 2 (2 |2 2 2 |2 |2 |2
768 |Kern County NORRIS RD CHESTER AVE MANOR 2 |z j2 [2 [2 |2
768 |Kern County NORRIS RD SR a9 AIRPORT DR |z jz |2 |2 |2
770  |Kem County OLD 58 ROSEWOOD SREABYPASS 2 2 |2 |2
771 Kern County OLD 58 ARROYO ROSEWCOOD 2 2 2 2
772 Kern County OLD 58 S5R14 ARROYO 2 2 |2 |2
773 Fern County QLD 58 SR14 UNITED 2 2 2 2
774  |Kern County OLD 58 UNITED §TH 5T 2 2 |z |2
F:] Kern County OLD 58 5TH SRE58BYPASS 2 2 2 2
776 |Kern County OLD RIVER MCCUTCHEN{HOSKING) SR118 1 1 1 1 1 1
T Kern County OLD RIVER SR118 CURNOW 1 1 1 1 1 1
778  |Kern County OSWELL BERMARD COLLEGE Add Lanes Local 2 12 2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
778  |Kern County OSWELL COLLEGE HILES Add Lanes Local 2 12 [2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
T80 Kern County OSWELL MILES KENTUCKY Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
781 Kern County OSWELL KENTUCKY PIOMEER DR Add Lanes Local 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
782 |Kern County OSWELL FIOMEER DR EDISON HWY Add Lanes Local 2oz [z (2 |2 |2z |2 |2
783 Kern County OSWELL EDISON HWY VIRGIMIA Add Lanes Local 2 (2 |2 2 2 |2 |2 |2
784 |Kern County OSWELL VIRGINIA BRUNDAGE Add Lanes Local 2 12 [2 [2 |2 |2 |2 |2
785  |Kern County OSWELL WHITE LN PAMAMA LN o |0 (o0 [0 |1 1 1 1
786 Kern County PAMAMA LN SR 43/ENOS LN RENFRO 1 1 2 2 2 2
787 |Kern County PAMAMA LN REMNFRO ALLEN Add Lanes Local 1 i ]2 |2 |2 |2
788 |Kern County PAMAMA RD UNION SR184 1 1 1 1 1
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780  |Kem County RAMDESBURG CUTOFF SR14 SREGBYPASS _
780 |Kern County PATTOMN WAY MEANY SR 58/Rosedale Highway 1 1 112 2 |2 |2
781 |Kem County QUAIL CREEK RD NORRIS SNOW ROAD 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
782 Kern County REDBANK FAIRFAX SR 184/Weedpatch Highway 2 2 2 |z |2 |2
k] Kern County RENFRO RD REINA JOHNSON RD 1 1 2 2 2 2
704 Kern County ROSAMOND BL TEHACHAPI WILLOW SPRING])B0TH 5T 1 2 2
705  |Kern County ROSAMOMND BL 80TH ST 70TH ST 1 |2 |2
706  |Kern County ROSAMOMND BL 7O0THST B5THET 1 |2 |2
TET7 Kern County ROSAMOND BL B5TH ST B0TH 5T 1 2 2
THE Kern County ROSAMOND BL B0TH ST A0TH 5T Local 2 2 2
788 Kern County ROSAMOND BL 50TH ST 40TH 5T Local 2 2 2
200 Kern County ROSAMOND BL 40TH ST 35TH 5T Local 2 2 2
a01 Kern County ROSAMOND BL 35TH ST 30TH 5T Local 2 3 3 3
802 Kern County ROSAMOND BL 25TH 5T SR14 Local 2 3 3 3
803 Kern County ROSAMOND BL S5R14 20TH 5T Local 2 3 3 3
204 Kern County ROSAMOND BL 20TH ST SIERRA HWY Local 2 3 3 3
805 Kern County ROSAMOND BL SIERRA HWY 16TH 5T Local 2 3 3 3
805 Kern County ROSAMOND BL 15TH ST 10TH 5T Local 2 3 3 3
207 |Kern County SNOW RD Allen Road QLD FARM RD 2 2 |12 |2 [2 |2
208  |Kern County SNOW RD QLD FARM RD JEWETTA AVE 2z 2 2 |1z |2 )2
a0a Hem County SNOW RD CALLOWAY DR QUAIL CREEK RD 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
810 Kem County SNOW RD QUAIL CREEK RD COFFEE RD 2 2 2 2 2 2
811  |Kern County SNOW RD FRUITVALE AVE Golden State Highway 2 2 |2 |2 (2 |2
212 |Kern County SO.CHESTER WILSOMN MING 2 2 j2 |2 |2 |2 |2
213  |Kern County STOCKDALE SR 43 SUPERIOR RD 2 2 |2 12 |2 [2 |32
214  |Kern County STOCKDALE SUPERIOR RD GREELEY RD 2 2 |2 12 |2 [2 |32
215 Kern County STOCKDALE GREELEY RD NORD 2 2 2 2 2 2 3
816 |Kern County TAFT HWY SREY HST Local 2 |12 |2 |12 |2 |2
217 |Kern County TAFT HWY HST UNION 2 |2 |2 |2 |2 |2
218 |Kern County TEHACHAP| WILLOW IRONE ROSAMOND 1 1 1
210 |Kern County TEHACHAP| WILLOW HAMILTOMN IROME 1 1 1
820 Kern County TEHACHAP| WILLOW HIGHLINE DEMMNISON 1 1 1
821 Kern County TEHACHAP| WILLOW (ABAJOD HIGHLINE 1 1 1

22 [Kern County UNION BELLE TERRACE MING Local 3 3 |3 |3 (3 |3 |3 |[3
223  |Kern County UNION WHITE LN PACHECO Local 2 2 j2 |2 |2 |13 |3 |3
224  |Kern County UNION HOSKING MC KEE Local 2 2 j2 |2 |2 |13 |3 |3
825 |Kern County UNION MC KEE SR118 Local 2 |12 (2 )12 (2 |3 |2 |3
828 Kern County VERDUGO LN MEACHAM ROSEDALE HIGHTWAY 1 1 2 2 2 2
827 Kern County VINELAND RD SR 58 EDISON HIGHWAY 1 1 2 2
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828 |Kemn County =0 VINELAND RD EDISON HIGHWAY Eucalyptus Drive 1 1 1 1 1 ]2 |2
828 Kern County SV VINELAND RD Eucalyptus Drive PIOMEER DR 1 1 1 1 2 |z
830 |Kemn County =0 VINELAND RD PIONEER DR SR 184/Morning Drive o |0 (@ |0 (0 |0 1 1
831 Kern County SV WHITE LN(MULLER RD) OSWELL FAIRFAX o |0 (o0 |0 (0 |0 |2 |2

California City
832 |California City MD CAL CITY BL SR14 RAILROAD 1 1 1
833 |California City MD CAL CITY BL RAILROAD BAROMN BLVD 1 1 1
834  |California City MD CAL CITY BL BARON BLVD NEURALILA 2 P -
835  |California City MD CAL CITY BL MEURALIA HACIENDA 2 2 |2 |2
836 |California City MD CAL CITY BL HACIENDA RANDSBEURG MOJAVE 2 2 |2 |2
837  |California City MD CAL CITY BL RANDSBURG MOJAVE REDWOOD 2 2 |2 |2
838  |California City MD CAL CITY BL REDWOOD TAMARACK AVE 1 1 1

Ridgecrest
238 Ridgecrest W CHINA LAKE BL RIDGECREST BELVD UPJOHN 2 2 |2 |2
240 Ridgecrest W CHINA LAKE BL UPJOHM BOWMAN RD 2 2 |2 |2
241 Ridgecrest W CHINA LAKE BL BOWMAMN RD COLLEGE HEIGHTS 2 2 |2 |2
842 |Ridgecrest W CHINA LAKE BL COLLEGE HEIGHTS DOLPHIN 1 1 1
843 Ridgecrest W CHINA LAKE BL DOLPHIN DOWMNS 1 1 1
844 Ridgecrest W CHINA LAKE BL DOWMNS SPRINGER 1 1 1

Shafter
845  |Shafter =0 LERDO HWY POPLAR SHAFTER 1 1 1 1 1 1
848  |Shafter SV LERDO HWY SHAFTER SR43 1 1 1 1 1 1
847 |Shafter SV LERDO HWY 5R43 MANMNEL 2 |1z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
848  |Shafter =0 LERDO HWY MANMNEL BEECH 2 |1z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
248  |Shafter =0 LERDO HWY BEECH CHERRY 2 |z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
250  |Shafter SV LERDO HWY CHERRY ZACHARY 2 |z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
851 Shafter SV LERDO HWY ZACHARY ZERKER 2 |1z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
852 |Shafter SV LERDO HWY ZERKER SREZ 2 |1z (2 )2 (2 |2 |2 |2
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Project ID
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Description

Est. Cost

Exemption
Code (per
CTIPS)

Air Basins

Arvin

KER220803

20400000968

IN ARVIN: PURCHASE OF A REPLACEMENT 35 FT ELECTRIC BUS AND A
REPLACEMENT BATTERY-ELECTRIC 26 FT DIAL-A-RIDE BUS, CONSTRUCT
SOLAR MICROGRID WITH BATTERY BACKUP CHARGING
INFRASTRUCTURE, WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT

53,653,187

210

San Joagquin

Arvin

KER260402

20400001039

ARVIN: STOCKTON AVE FROM FRANKLIN ST TO FALLBROOK AVE; 0.25
MILES OF ROAD RECONSTRUCTION

$896,701

1.10

San Joaquin

Arvin

KER260403

20400001040

ARVIN: NORTH A ST FROM BEAR MOUNTAIN BLVD TO 6TH AVE; 0.25 MILES
OF ROAD RECONSTRUCTION

$922,739

1.10

San Joaquin

Arvin

KER260502

20400001049

ARVIN: 4TH AVE FROM N. DERBY ST TO N. A 5T; CONSTRUCT ASPHALT
PAVED SHOULDERS, SIDEWALKS, CURE AND GUTTER, CURB RAMPS,
DRIVE APPROACHES, AND OTHER RELATED IMPROVEMENTS

$669,4562

1.04

San Joaquin

Arvin

KER260503

20400001050

ARVIN: ARVIN AVE FROM B ST TO C ST & C ST FROM ARVIN AVE TO BEAR
MOUNTAIN BLVD/HWY 223; CONSTRUCT ASPHALT PAVED SHOULDERS,
SIDEWALKS, CURB AND GUTTER, CURB RAMPS, DRIVE APPROACHES,
AND OTHER RELATED IMPROVEMENTS

$428,442

1.04

San Joagquin

Bakersfield

KER231003

20400000994

IN BAKERSFIELD: ON H ST BETWEEN SR 204 AND SR 58; CONSTRUCT
CURB CUTS, ADA RAMPS, HIGH-VISIBILITY CROSSWALKS, ADVANCED
STOP AND TURN LINE MARKINGS, AND PEDESTRIAN FIRENDLY
STREETSCAPING

517,618,167

3.02

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER231010

20400001005

RAISE GRANT: IN BAKERSFIELD: CHESTER AVE BETWEEN BRUNDAGE LN
AND TRUXTUN AVE (APPROX. 1.4 MI); REDEVELOPMENT WITH COMPLETE
STREET ENHANCEMENTS, ADA ACCESSIBLE SIDEWALKS, CLASS Il BIKE
LANES, ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS AND RELATED INFRASTRUCTURE
IMPROVEMENTS INCLUDING LIGHTING AND STORMWATER DRAINAGE

515,190,000

3.02

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER240505

20400001016

BAKERSFIELD: ALONG 18TH AND 19TH STREETS FROM L ST TO O ST,
CONSTRUCT CURB EXTENSIONS AND CUTS, HIGH-VISIBILITY
CROSSWALKS, ADDITIONAL STRIPING, AND INSTALL CLASS Il BIKE LANES

52,490,919

3.02

San Joaquin

Bakersfield

KER260504

20400001051

BAKERSFIELD: MONITOR ST FROM FAIRVIEW RD AND WHITE LN;
CONSTRUCTION OF CURB EXTENSIONS, HIGH-VISIBILITY CROSSWALKS,
RECTANGULAR RAPID FLASHING BEACONS (RRFEB'S), ADVANCED STOP
MARKINGS, TURN LANE MARKINGS, AND STRIPING, RAISED MEDIANS,
ACCESSIBILITY UPGRADES, AND A COMBINATION OF DEDICATED, CLASS
IAND CLASS IV BIKE LANES

55,118,956

3.02

San Joagquin

Caltrans

KER210202

20400000929

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS - SHOPP COLLISION
REDUCTION PROGRAM

595,714,000

1.09

Various

Caltrans

KER210205

20400000532

GROUPED PROJECTS FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR
REHABILITATION - SHOPP ROADWAY PRESERVATION PROGRAM

$1,107,212,000

1.10

Various

Caltrans

KER210207

20400000934

GROUPED PROQJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS, SHOULDER
IMPROVEMENTS, PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR REHABILITATION -
MINOR PROGRAM

514,528,000

1.10

Various
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GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SHOULDER IMPROVEMENTS - SHOPP
Caltrans KER220201 [ 20400000966 |ROADSIDE PRESERVATION PROGRAM 513,460,000 1.13 Various
IN DELANO, AT THE DELANO MAINTENANCE STATION AT 805 SOUTH
LEXINGTON STREET. EXPAND AND REMODEL MAINTENANCE BUILDING,
UPGRADE FACILITIES TO AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA)
STANDARDS, AND RELOCATE AND INSTALL NEW ZERO EMISSION
Caltrans KER220202 [ 20400000967 |VEHICLE CHARGING STATIONS $11,973,000 2.1 San Joaguin
Caltrans KER230102 [ 20400000983 |GROUPED PROJECTS FOR TRUCK CLIMBING LANES $52,017,000 1.17 Various
Caltrans KER250201 [ 20400001027 |GROUPED PROJECTS FOR EMERGENCY REPAIR 511,260,000 4.13 Various
IN DELANO: CONSTRUCT 18 ADA CURB RAMPS, STRIPE 17 CROSSWALKS,
FILL 3,749 FT OF SIDEWALK GAPS SURROUNDING EIGHT LOCAL PUBLIC
SCHOOLS BENEFITTING OVER 6,200 STUDENTS, COMPLETING THE SRTS
Delano KER231004 | 20400000995 |PLAN $703,000 3.02 San Joaquin
Delano KER250502 [ 20400001028 |IN DELANO: OPERATING ASSISTANCE FY 2026-27 ($1,057,854.50 toll credits) $2,115,709 2.01 San Joaguin
IN DELANO: PURCHASE 1 GAS EXPANSION DIAL-A-RIDE VAN COMPLIANT
Delano KER250811 [ 20400001037 |WITH AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (toll credits $27,181) $181,209 2.02 San Joaguin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: AT VARIOUS FACILITY LOCATIONS: PURCHASE AND
Transit KER210808 | 20400000945 |INSTALL ELECTRONIC DYNAMIC SIGNS $300,000 2.04 San Joaquin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: COMPUTER REPLACEMENT FOR MAIN AND DOWNTOWN
Transit KER210812 [ 20400000949 |FACILITY FY 2022-23 $30,000 2.04 San Joaguin
Golden Empire
Transit KER230803 | 20400000974 |IN BAKERSFIELD: PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE FY 2022-23 $7,400,000 2.01 San Joaquin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE THREE REPLACEMENT HYDROGEN 40 FT
Transit KER230805 [ 20400000976 |BUSES FY 2024-25 51,773,840 2.10 San Joaguin
IN BAKERSFIELD: GOLDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT ROUTE RESTORATION
Golden Empire PROGRAM; ACQUIRE TRANSIT PLANNING AND VISUALIZATION SOFTWARE
Transit KER230508 | 20400000981 |TO ASSIST GET IN COVID-19 SERVICE RECOVERY $413,005 4.01 San Joagquin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE TECHNOLOGY UPGRADE FOR EXISTING
Transit KER230811 [ 20400000986 |ADMINISTRATIVE FACILITY FY 2023-24 $150,000 206 San Joaquin
Golden Empire
Transit KER2305812 [ 20400000987 |IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE FARE COLLECTION SYSTEM FY 2023-24 $5,000,000 2.04 San Joaguin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE TEN (10) REPLACEMENT 40 FT CNG BUSES
Transit KER230816 | 20400000991 |FY 2024-25 57,637,939 210 San Joaquin
Golden Empire
Transit KER240504 [ 20400001021 |IN BAKERSFIELD: PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE FY 2024-25 510,126,359 2.01 San Joaguin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: CYBERSECURITY INFRASTRUCTURE FY 2024-25 to FY
Transit KER2405805 [ 20400001022 |2026-27 $837,378 2.04 San Joaguin
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Transportation Project Listing - Exempt Projects

Exemption
Jurisdiction/ TIP CTIPS ID Code (per
Agency Project ID | (If available) |Description Est. Cost CTIPS) Air Basins
Golden Empire
Transit KER250801 | 20400001026 |IN BAKERSFIELD: PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE FYPD25-26 510,250,000 2.01 San Joaquin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE TECHNOLOGY REPLACEMENT FOR ALL
Transit KER250803 | 20400001029 [FACILITIES FY 2025-26 $350,000 2.06 San Joaquin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE REPLACEMENT ACCESS CONTROL SYSTEM
Transit KER250804 | 20400001030 (FOR ADMINISTRATIVE FACILITY FY 2025-26 $100,000 2.04 San Joaquin
Golden Empire
Transit KER250805 | 20400001032 [IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE AND INSTALL DRIVER BARRIERS FY 2025-26 $700,000 2.05 San Joaquin
IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE REPLACEMENT COMPUTER AIDED
Golden Empire DISPATCH AND AUTOMATED VEHICLE LOCATOR WITH RADIC EQUIPMENT
Transit KER250806 | 20400001031 [FY 2025-26 57,000,000 2.06 San Joaquin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE TWO REPLACEMENT GAS ISUZU FLAT BED
Transit KER250807 | 20400001033 [VEHICLE AND EQUIPMENT FY 2025-26 $189,308 2.02 San Joaquin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE REPLACEMENT LIFTS FOR BUS BAY 3 &4 FY
Transit KER250808 | 20400001034 [2025-26 5724736 2.05 San Joaquin
Golden Empire
Transit KER250809 | 20400001035 [IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE GENERATOR SWITCH GEAR FY 2025-26 535,000 2.05 San Joaquin
Golden Empire
Transit KER250810 | 20400001036 (IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE 10 REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES FY 2025-26 58,862,600 2.10 San Joaquin
Golden Empire
Transit KER260801 | 20400001060 |IN BAKERSFIELD: PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE FY 2026-27 511,341,032 2.01 San Joaquin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE 2 REPLACEMENT CNG PARATRANSIT BUSES
Transit KER260802 | 20400001061 [FY 2026-27 F277 175 210 San Joaquin
Golden Empire IN BAKERSFIELD: PURCHASE 11 REPLACEMENT CNG AND 2
Transit KER260803 | 20400001062 [REPLACEMENT GAS PARATRANSIT BUSES FY 2026-27 52,347,825 2.10 San Joaquin
Kern Council of
Governments | KER210101 | 20400000927 |PLANNING, PROGRAMMING, AND MONITORING $2,500,000 4.01 Various
Kern Council of
Governments | KER260401 | 20400001038 |IN KERN COUNTY: REGIONAL TRAFFIC COUNT PROGRAM $180,000 4.01 Various
Kem Council of
Governments | KER260501 | 20400001048 |IN KERN COUNTY: COMMUTEKERN RIDESHARE PROGRAM $791,026 3.01 Various
NEAR WELDON: SIERRA WAY AT SOUTH FORK KERN RIVER (.05 MILES);
BRIDGE (PE PHASE ONLY, FOR NEPA ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT
Kem County | KER200403 | 20400000913 [APPROVAL) 551,977 4.05 San Joaquin
Kem County [ KER200811 | 20400000926 |IN MOJAVE: CONSTRUCT BUS MAINTENANCE FACILITY 52,000,000 211 Mojave Desert
IN KERN COUNTY: PURCHASE TWO (2) 35 FT AND THREE (3) 40 FT
Kem County | KER230818 | 20400000993 |REPLACEMENT CNG BUSES 54,060,625 2.10 Various
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Transportation Project Listing - Exempt Projects

Jurisdiction/

Agency

TIP
Project 1D

CTIPS ID
(if available)

Description

Est. Cost

Exemption
Code (per
CTIPS)

Air Basins

Kem County

KER231001

20400000979

IN OILDALE: NORRIS RD FROM MELODY LN TO AIRPORT DR: CONSTRUCT
SIDEWALK; NORRIS RD FROM AIRPORT DR TO N CHESTER AVE;
CONSTRUCT PEDESTRIAN ACCESSIBILITY AND CROSSING
IMPROVEMENTS (toll credits PE FY 23/24)

$9,793,000

3.02

San Joaquin

Kem County

KER231005

20400000936

IN KERN COUNTY: SRTS; INSTALL RRFBS, THERMOPLASTIC MARKING,
SIGNS AND ADA RAMPS AT EXISTING UNCONTROLLED MULTI-LANE
CROSSWALKS TO BENEFIT SEVEN (7) ADJACENT SCHOOLS. UPGRADES
TO 6 EXISTING MULTI-LANE CROSSWALKS ON ARTERIAL AND COLLECTOR
ROADS IN UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF OILDALE AND EAST
BAKERSFIELD

52,342,000

3.02

San Joaquin

Kem County

KER231006

20400001001

IN KERN COUNTY: KERN RIVER PARKWAY MULTI-USE PATH, EXISTING
LAKE MING PATH TERMINUS TO AREA APPROX 2,200 FT WEST OF CHINA
GRADE LP, UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF METRO BAKERSFIELD;
RESURFACING AND SAFETY IMPRCOVEMENTS ON PORTIONS OF KERN
RIVER BIKE PATH. CONSTRUCT NEW MULTIUSE PATH FROM CHINA
GRADE LP TO CAMING GRANDE. CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS AT ALFRED
HARRELL HWY

58,035,000

3.02

San Joaquin

Kem County

KER260404

20400001041

KERN COUNTY/UNINCORPORATED BAKERSFIELD: DOWNING AVE FROM
BAKERSFIELD CITY LIMITS TO FRUITVALE AVE; 0.9-MILES OF ROAD
RECONSTRUCTION

54,066,645

1.10

San Joaquin

Kem County

KER260405

20400001042

KERN COUNTY/UNINCORPORATED BAKERSFIELD: 7TH STANDARD RD
FROM I-5 TO SR 43; 14.5 MILES OF ROAD RECONSTRUCTION.

515,000,000

1.10

San Joaquin

Kem County

KER260406

20400001043

KERN COUNTY/UNINCORPORATED BAKERSFIELD: MORNING DR FROM
NILES ST TO BAKERSFIELD CITY LIMITS); 0.24 MILES OF ROAD
RECONSTRUCTION.

51,918,453

1.10

San Joaqguin

Kem County

KER260505

20400001052

KERN COUNTY (LAMONT): ART LN FROM WEST END OF ART LN TO
HABECKER RD; PAVE UNPAVED ROAD AND SHOULDER

670,538

1.10

San Joaquin

McFarland

KER220403

20400000960

MCFARLAND: INTERSECTION OF W. PERKINS AVE AND 3RD ST, IMPROVE
SAFER COMMUTE AND INCREASE SAFETY BY INSTALLING FLASHING
STOP LIGHTS, HIGH VISABILITY CROSSWALK, RESURFACING ROAD ON A
CROSSWALK AND SURROUNDING CROSSWALK AREA, STRIPING ROAD,
AND ADA RAMPS

$447,307

1.06

San Joaqguin

McFarland

KER260506

20400001053

MCFARLAND: INTERSECTION OF TAYLOR AVE AND MAST AVE;
CONSTRUCT PARK AND RIDE FACILITY WITH 31 PARKING SPACES, ADA
STALLS, AND TRANSIT STOP ACCOMMODATIONS

52,012,511

San Joaqguin

Ridgecrest

KER240403

20400001008

IN RIDGECREST: S MAHAN ST B/N W BOWMAN RD AND W DOLPHIN AVE;
RECONSTRUCTION AND INSTALLATION OF DRAINAGE FACILITIES (CURB
AND GUTTER) ALONG +/- OF SINGLE LANE ROADWAY, WITH VARIOUS
IMPROVEMENTS AND NUMEROUS UNIMPROVED LOCATIONS

51,867,643

1.10

Indian Wells

Ridgecrest

KER240502

20400001013

IN RIDGECREST: PURCHASE FOUR REPLACEMENT BATTERY ELECTRIC
VANS FOR TRANSIT FLEET

$515,900

2.10

Indian Wells
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Transportation Project Listing - Exempt Projects

Exemption
Jurisdiction/ TIP CTIPS ID Code (per
Agency Project ID | (If available) |Description Est. Cost CTIPS) Air Basins
RIDGECREST: S MAHAN FROM W DOLPHIN AVE TO W SPINGER AVE (+/-
2800"); RECONSTRUCTION AND INSTALLATION OF DRAINAGE FACILITIES
(CURB AND GUTTER) ALONG SINGLE LANE ROADWAY, WITH VARIOUS
Ridgecrest | KER260407 | 20400001044 [IMPROVEMENTS AND NUMERCUS UNIMPROVED LOCATIONS $2,519,191 1.10 Indian Wells
RIDGECREST: W LAS FLORES AVE FROM N CHINA LAKEBLVD TO N
NORMA ST; PAVEMENT RECONSTRUCTION INCLUDING CURB AND
Ridgecrest | KER260408 | 20400001045 [GUTTER, CURB RAMPS, AND SIDEWALKS $1,962,329 1.10 Indian Wells
IN RIDGECREST: PURCHASE ONE REPLACEMENT BATTERY ELECTRIC
Ridgecrest | KER260507 | 20400001054 [CUTAWAY BUS FOR TRANSIT FLEET $344,289 210 Indian Wells
IN SHAFTER: LERDO HWY FROM S VALLEY ST TO S SCHNAIDT ST;
Shafter KER240404 | 20400001009 |RECONSTRUCTION 5847,000 1.10 San Joaguin
IN SHAFTER: ZERKER RD FROM 500 SOUTH OF NEW KAPITTEL RD TO GMC
Shafter KER240405 | 20400001010 [ROOFING; RECONSTRUCTION $730,000 1.10 San Joaguin
SHAFTER: CENTRAL AVE FROM WALKER ST TO CALLOWAY ST,
Shafter KER260409 | 20400001046 |PAVEMENT RECONSTRUCTION $1,061,000 1.10 San Joaquin
TAFT: 550 SUPPLY RD; INSTALL CHARGING INFRASTRUCTURE AND SOLAR
Taft KER220503 | 20400000364 [MICROGRID $3,339,140 2.05 San Joaquin
IN TAFT: 10TH ST AND SAN EMIDIO ST; UPGRADE PEDESTRIAN CROSSING:
INSTALL ADA CURB RAMPS, RAISED MEDIAN, REPAINT CROSSWALKS,
MARKINGS, STRIPES, INSTALL 4 SOLAR LED FLASHING STOP SIGNS AND 2
Taft KER231007 | 20400001002 |SOLAR SPEED FEEDBACK SIGNS $455,000 3.02 San Joaguin
IN TEHACHAPI: NORTHSIDE OF WEST VALLEY BLVD BETWEEN QAKWOOD
ST AND CURRY ST AND MILL ST BETWEEN VALLEY BLVD AND TEHACHAPI
BLVD; INSTALL SIDEWALK, CURB, GUTTER, CURB RAMPS, IMPROVE
CROSSWALKS, AND INSTALL CLASS Il BICYCLE LANE ON NORTHSIDE OF
Tehachapi | KER231008 | 20400001003 [VALLEY BLVD AND ON MILL ST $3,266,000 3.02 Mojave Desert
WVarious GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BRIDGE REHABILITATION AND
Agencies KEROG0601 | 20400000418 |[RECONSTRUCTION - HIGHWAY BRIDGE PROGRAM (HBP) 521,166,557 1.19 Various
WVarious GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS - HIGHWAY SAFETY
Agencies KER140601 | 20400000710 (IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (HSIP) $18,782,600 1.06 Various
WVarious GROUPED PROJECTS FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR
Agencies KER180403 | 20400000855 [REHABILITATION $7,971,379 1.10 Various
WVarious GROUPED PRQJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS - SAFER ROADS -
Agencies KER180507 | 20400000862 [INCLUSIVE OF FEDERAL AID AND NON-FEDERAL AID ROADS $14,775,060 1.06 Various
Various GROUPED PROQJECTS FOR OPERATING ASSISTANCE TO TRANSIT
Agencies KER180801 | 20400000885 [AGENCIES $18,027 679 201 Various
Various
Agencies KER200506 | 20400000921 [GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION CHANNELIZATION $5,270,572 5.01 Various
Various
Agencies KER210102 | 20400000936 |GROUPED PROJECTS FOR ENGINEERING $13,500,000 4.05 Various
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Exemption
Jurisdiction/ TIP CTIPS ID Code (per
Agency Project ID | (If available) |Description Est. Cost CTIPS) Air Basins
“arious GROUPED PROJECTS FOR WIDENING NARROW PAVEMENTS OR
Agencies KER220101 | 20400000969 |[RECONSTRUCTING BRIDGES (NO ADDITIONAL TRAVEL LANES $113,430,000 1.19 Warious
Various
Agencies KER230101 | 20400000980 [GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERCHANGE RECONFIGURATION 5114,401,563 5.04 Warious
Warious GROUPED PROJECTS FOR PURCHASE OF NEW BUSES AND RAIL CARS TO
Agencies KER240801 | 20400001018 |[REPLACE EXISTING VEHICLES OR FOR MINOR EXPANSION OF THE FLEET 53,754,505 2.10 Warious
Warious
Agencies KER241001 | 20400001025 [GROUPED PROJECT FOR TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT ACTIVITIES 536,535,924 412 Warious
“arous GROUPED PROJECT FOR PAVEMENT RESURFACING AND/OR
Agencies KER260410 | 20400001047 [REHABILITATION 541,466,170 1.10 Various
“arous GROUPED PROJECTS FOR SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS - SAFER ROADS -
Agencies KER260510 | 20400001057 [INCLUSIVE OF FEDERAL AID AND NON FEDERAL AID ROADS $33,495,080 1.06 Warious
Various
Agencies KER260511 | 20400001058 |GROUPED PROJECTS FOR INTERSECTION CHANNELIZATION $11,795,839 5.01 Warious
Various
Agencies KER260512 | 20400001059 |GROUPED PROJECTS FOR BICYCLE AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES 52,235,599 3.02 Warious
IN WASCO: EAST SIDE OF CENTRAL AVE FROM 1310 NORTH OF FILEURN
5T TO VIA MOROCCO BLYD AND BETWEEN BETTIS AVE AND SR 46;
INSTALL CLASS | AND CLASS Il BICYCLE TRAILS, ADA CURB RAMPS, DRIVE
APPROACHES, AND RELATED PEDESTRIAN AND LANDSCAPING
Wasco KER231009 | 20400001004 |IMPROVEMENTS $660,000 3.02 San Joaquin
WASCO: SOUTHEAST CORNER OF FILBURN AVE AND CENTRAL AVE;
Wasco KER260508 | 20400001055 |[CONSTRUCT SLOW-FILL CNG STATION $630,000 2.11 San Joaquin
WASCO: GRIFFITH AVE FROM FILBURN ST TO WASCO UNION
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT MAINTENANCE, OPERATIONS, &
TRANSPORTATION FACILITY (APPROXIMATELY 0.25 Ml); SURFACE
UNPAVED EAST SHOULDER, CURB & GUTTER, ADA RAMPS, SIDEWALKS,
Wasco KER260509 | 20400001056 |STRIPING, AND RELOCATE PG&E POWER LINES $934,725 1.04 San Joaquin
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Option 1 Conformity Analysis Resultsi Adopted

EMFAC Emissions (tons/day)

Kern

Pollutant Source

Ozone EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run)
2008 standard
and Option 1 - 2015 standard

(2026 Updates to MVEBs for the 75 ppb Ozone SIP)

Ozone EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run)
2008 standard
and Option 1 - 2015 standard

(2026 Updates to MVEBs for the 75 ppb Ozone SIP)

PM-10 EMFAC 2021 (Annual Run)
(2007 Maintenance SIP)

PM-10 EMFAC 2021 (Annual Run)
(2007 Maintenance SIP)

PM2.5 24-hour
1997 standard
(2008 PM2.5 SIP)

EMFAC 2021 (Annual Run)

PM2.5 24-hour
1997 standard
(2008 PM2.5 SIP)

EMFAC 2021 (Annual Run)

Description

ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

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

Conformity Total

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

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

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

2027 2029 2031

| 334 | 308 | 286 |
3.40 3.10 2.90

| 757 | 717 | 6.95 |
7.60 7.20 7.00
2027

0.40

8.00

2037 2046 2049
245 | 201 | 195 |
2.50 2.10 2.00
690 | 756 | 7.94 |
6.90 7.60 8.00
2037 2046 2049
095 | 104 | 108 |
0.95 1.04 1.08
725 | 793 | 833 |
7.25 7.93 8.33
2037 2046 2049
037 | 040 | 042 |
0.40 0.50 0.50
725 | 793 | 833 |
7.30 8.00 8.40
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PM2.5 Annual
1997 standard
(2018 PM2.5 SIP)

PM2.5 Annual
1997 standard
(2018 PM2.5 SIP)

PM2.5 24-hour
2006 standard
(2018 PM2.5 SIP)

PM2.5 24-hour
2006 standard
(2018 PM2.5 SIP)

PM2.5 Annual
2012 standard
(Moderate Area
2018 PM2.5 SIP)

PM2.5 Annual
2012 standard
(Moderate Area
2018 PM2.5 SIP)

EMFAC 2021 (Annual Run)

EMFAC 2021 (Annual Run)

EMFAC 2021 (Winter Run)

EMFAC 2021 (Winter Run)

EMFAC 2021 (Annual Run)

EMFAC 2021 (Annual Run)

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

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

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

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

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

NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Conformity Total

2027

8.00

2027

8.34

0.40

8.00

2037 2046 2049
037 | 040 | 042 |
0.40 0.50 0.50
725 | 793 | 833 |
7.30 8.00 8.40
2037 2046 2049
037 | 040 | 042 |
0.40 0.50 0.50
753 | 822 | 862 |
7.60 8.30 8.70
2037 2046 2049
037 | 040 | o042 |
0.40 0.50 0.50
725 | 793 | 833 |
7.30 8.00 8.40
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EMFAC Emissions (tons/day)
KERN - MD

Pollutant Source Description

2027 2037 2046 2049

2008 and 2015 Ozone EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) | os8 | 037 | o028 | o027
(2017 Ozone SIP)

2008 and 2015 Ozone EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) | 167 | 164 | 18 | 195
(2017 Ozone SIP)

EMFAC Emissions (tons/day)
KERN - IWV

Pollutant Source Description

2027 2037 2046 2049

PM-10 EMFAC 2021 (Annual Run) PM-10 Total (All Vehicles Total) | 002 | o003 | 003 | o0.03
(Second Maintenance Plan) * includes tire & brake wear
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Enter Freeway VMT ==>
Enter Arterial VMT ==>
Enter Collector VMT ==>

Enter Total of Urban and
Rural Local VMT Here =>

Enter Freeway VMT ==>
Enter Arterial VMT ==>
Enter Collector VMT ==>

Enter Total of Urban and
Rural Local VMT Here =>

Enter Freeway VMT ==>
Enter Arterial VMT ==>
Enter Collector VMT ==>

Enter Total of Urban and
Rural Local VMT Here =>

Paved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN SJV 2027

Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj. District Rule Control-
VMT Emissions Emissions Emissions 8061/ISR Control | Adjusted
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day) Rates Emissions
Freeway 9,247,697 3,375 257.912 251.360 0.689 0.147 0.587
Arterial 9,184,143 3,352 426.228 415.400 1.138 0.337 0.755
Collector 596,241 218 27.671 26.968 0.074 0.666 0.025
Urban 595,134 217 206.920 201.663 0.553 0.679 0.177
Rural 619,425 226 931.620 907.953 2.488 0.090 2.264
| 1,214,558
Totals 20,242,640 7,389 1850.351 1803.345 4.941 3.808
KERN SJV 2037
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj. District Rule Control-
VMT Emissions Emissions Emissions 8061/ISR Control Adjusted
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day) Rates Emissions
Freeway 10,129,100 3,697 282.494 275.318 0.754 0.147 0.643
Arterial 9,667,564 3,529 448.663 437.265 1.198 0.337 0.794
Collector 598,375 218 27.770 27.065 0.074 0.666 0.025
Urban 637,887 233 221.785 216.151 0.592 0.679 0.190
Rural 663,924 242 998.547 973.180 2.666 0.090 2.426
| 1,301,811
Totals 21,696,851 7,919 1979.258 1928.978 5.285 4.079
KERN SJV 2046
Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj. District Rule Control-
VMT Emissions Emissions Emissions 8061/ISR Control Adjusted
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day) Rates Emissions
Freeway 10,085,991 3,681 281.292 274.146 0.751 0.147 0.641
Arterial 9,732,780 3,552 451.689 440.215 1.206 0.337 0.800
Collector 592,181 216 27.483 26.784 0.073 0.666 0.025
Urban 638,385 233 221.958 216.319 0.593 0.679 0.190
Rural 664,442 243 999.326 973.939 2.668 0.090 2.428
| 1,302,827
Totals 21,713,779 7,926 1981.747 1931.404 5.292 4.083
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KERN SJV 2049

Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj. District Rule Control-
VMT Emissions Emissions Emissions 8061/ISR Control Adjusted
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day) Rates Emissions
Enter Freeway VMT ==> Freeway 10,131,552 3,698 282.562 275.384 0.754 0.147 0.644
Enter Arterial VMT ==> Arterial 9,667,206 3,529 448.646 437.249 1.198 0.337 0.794
Enter Collector VMT ==> Collector 587,158 214 27.249 26.557 0.073 0.666 0.024
Urban 637,602 233 221.685 216.054 0.592 0.679 0.190
Enter Total of Urban and Rural 663,627 242 998.100 972.745 2.665 0.090 2.425
Rural Local VMT Here => 1,301,229
Totals 21,687,144 7,916 1978.243 1927.989 5.282 4.077
DO NOT CHANGE ANY ITEMS BELOW THIS LINE
Base EF (b
KERN Road Type |PM10/ VMT
HPMS Local Urban/Rural Percent Freeway 0.000152818|
From 1998 Assembly of Statistical Reports - Caltrans Arterial 0.000254296
49.0% Urban Collector 0.000254296
51.0% Rural Local 0.00190513]
100.0% Total Rural 0.008241141
KERN
January February March April May June July August September | October November December| Total/Average
Rain Days 7.2 6.6 6.0 4.0 1.8 0.0 0 0 1.0 14 3.8 5.0 36.8
Total Days 31 28 31 30 31 30 31 31 30 31 30 31 365
Rain Reduction Factor 0.94 0.94 0.95 0.97 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.96 0.97
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Enter Freeway VMT ==>
Enter Arterial VMT ==>
Enter Collector VMT ==>
Enter Local VMT ==>

Enter Freeway VMT ==>
Enter Arterial VMT ==>
Enter Collector VMT ==>
Enter Local VMT ==>

Enter Freeway VMT ==>
Enter Arterial VMT ==>
Enter Collector VMT ==>
Enter Local VMT ==>

Paved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN IWV 2027

KERN IWV 2037

KERN IWV 2046

Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.

VMT Emissions Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day)
Freeway 0 0 0.000 0.000 0.000
Arterial 467,179 171 19.983 19.655 0.054
Collector 27,114 10 1.160 1.141 0.003
Local 31,551 12 10.970 10.789 0.030
Totals 525,844 192 32.113 31.585 0.087

Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.

VMT Emissions Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day)
Freeway 0 0 0.000 0.000 0.000
Arterial 474,870 173 20.312 19.979 0.055
Collector 28,089 10 1.201 1.182 0.003
Local 32,104 12 11.162 10.979 0.030
Totals 535,063 195 32.676 32.139 0.088

Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.

VMT Emissions Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day)
Freeway 0 0 0.000 0.000 0.000
Arterial 467,096 170 19.980 19.651 0.054
Collector 27,524 10 1.177 1.158 0.003
Local 31,571 12 10.977 10.797 0.030
Totals 526,191 192 32.134 31.606 0.087
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KERN IWV 2049

Base Rain Adj. Rain Adj.

VMT Emissions Emissions Emissions
VMT Daily (million/year) (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tpy) | (PM10 tons/day)
Enter Freeway VMT ==> Freeway 0 0 0.000 0.000 0.000
Enter Arterial VMT ==> Arterial 461,732 169 19.750 19.426 0.053
Enter Collector VMT ==> Collector 27,030 10 1.156 1.137 0.003
Enter Local VMT ==> Local 31,198 11 10.847 10.669 0.029
Totals 519,960 190 31.754 31.232 0.086

DO NOT CHANGE ANY ITEMS BELOW THIS LINE

|

Base EF (Ib

Road Type |PM10/ VMT
Freeway 0.00011762
Rain Adjustment Factor | 0.98 | Arterial 0.000234382
(24 rain days for Kern Mojave Desert) Collector 0.000234382
Local 0.00190513

Silt Loading Ib
AP-42 Emission Factor Equation -- Used in CARB's methodology Road Type |PM10/VMT

EF = [k(sL)*0.91 * (W)*1.02] * (1-P/4N) Freeway 0.015
Where: Arterial 0.032
k=0.0022 Ib PM10 / VMT Collector 0.032
sL = Silt Loading Factor Local 0.32

W = Average Vehicle Weigth; 2.4 TONS

P = Number of Rainfall Days
N = 365 Days per year

Rainfall Adjsutment Factor = (1-P/4N) = (1-24/4*365) = 0.9835
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Unpaved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN 2027
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Rain Adj. Emissions Rain Adj. Emissions District Rule 8061/ISR Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
City/County 74.0 10 270.1 270.100 242.654 0.665 0.484 0.343
KERN 2037
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Rain Adj. Emissions Rain Adj. Emissions District Rule 8061/ISR Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
|City/County 74.0 10 270.1 270.100 242.654 0.665 0.484 0.343
KERN 2046
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Rain Adj. Emissions Rain Adj. Emissions District Rule 8061/ISR Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
City/County 74.0 10 270.1 270.100 242.654 0.665 0.484 0.343
KERN 2049
Vehicle Control-
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Rain Adj. Emissions Rain Adj. Emissions District Rule 8061/ISR Adjusted
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tpy) (PM10 tons/day) Control Rates Emissions
City/County 74.0 10 270.1 270.100 242.654 0.665 0.484 0.343
DO NOT CHANGE ANY ITEMS BELOW THIS LINE
KERN
January February March April May June July. August September October November December Total/Average
Rain Days 7.2 6.6 6.0 4.0 18 0.0 0 0 1.0 1.4 3.8 5.0 10.2
Total Days 31 28 31 30 31 30 31 31 30 31 30 31 365
Rain Reduction Factor 0.77 0.76 0.81 0.87 0.94 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.97 0.95 0.87 0.84 0.90




Unpaved Road Dust Emissions (tons/day)

KERN -- IWV 2027

Vehicle Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10 | Emissions (PM10 Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tpy) tons/day) tons/day)
City/County 14.0 10 51.1 51.100 47.740 0.131 0.131
KERN -- IWV 2037
Vehicle Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10 | Emissions (PM10 Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tpy) tons/day) tons/day)
City/County 14.0 10 51.1 51.100 47.740 0.131 0.131
KERN -- IWV 2046
Vehicle Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10 | Emissions (PM10 Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tpy) tons/day) tons/day)
City/County 14.0 10 51.1 51.100 47.740 0.131 0.131
KERN -- IWV 2049
Vehicle Rain Adj. Rain Adj.
Passes per VMT Base Emissions Emissions (PM10 | Emissions (PM10 Emissions (PM10
Miles Day (1000/year) (PM10 tpy) tpy) tons/day) tons/day)
City/County 14.0 10 51.1 51.100 47.740 0.131 0.131
DO NOT CHANGE ANY ITEMS BELOW THIS LINE
Rain Adjustment Factor 0.93

(24 rain days for Kern Mojave Desert)

PM10 = 14 miles * 10 passes per day * 365 days per year * 2 Ibs PM10 /VMT /2000 Ibs / ton * 0.9343 / 365

=0.131 TPD

Where Rainfall Adustment = (365 - P) / 365

(365 - 24) / 365
=0.9343




Road Construction Dust

KERN
Description
2027 2037 2046 2049

Year Lane Miles| Year Lane Miles] Year Lane Miles| Year Lane Miles
Baseline 2005 4790] 2027 5753] 2037 6041] 2046 6205
Horizon 2027 5753] 2037 6041] 2046 6205] 2049 6209
Difference 22 963 10 288 9 164 3 4
Lane Miles per Year 44 29 18 1
Acres Disturbed 170 112 71 5
Acre-Months 3056 2011 1272 93
Emissions (tons/year) 336.175 221.184 139.947 10.240
Annual Average Day Emissions (tons) 0.921 0.606 0.383 0.028
District Rule 8021 Control Rates 0.290 0.290 0.290 0.290
Total Emissions (tons per day) 0.654 0.430 0.272 0.020




Kern Council of Governmen@onformity Analysis fothe 20Z FTIP and2026 RTP

Road Construction Dust

KERN - INDIAN WELLS VALLEY

Description
2027 2037 2046 2049

Year Lane Miles Year Lane Miles Year Lane Miles Year Lane Miles
Baseline 2005 360 2027 371 2037 382 2046 396
Horizon 2027 371 2037 382 2046 396 2049 396
Difference 22 11 10 10 9 14 3 0
Lane Miles per Year 1 1 2 0
Acres Disturbed 2 4 6 0
Acre-Months 35 73 112 0
Emissions (tons/year) 3.850 8.041 12.288 0.000
Total Emissions (tons per day) 0.011 0.022 0.034 0.000




2026 RTP Conformity Analysis Results Summary -- Kern

Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
ROG (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) ROG NOx
2026 Budget 3.7 10.6
2027 3.40 7.6 YES YES
2029 Budget 3.3 10.3
2008 Ozone 2029 3.1 7.2 YES YES
and Option 1 -
2015 Ozone
2031 Budget 3.1 10.3
2031 2.9 7.0 YES YES
2037 2.5 6.9 YES YES
2046 2.1 7.6 YES YES
2049 2.0 8.0 YES YES
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM-10 (tons/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM-10 NOx
2020 Budget 7.4 23.3
2027 5.6 8.0 YES YES
2020 Budget 7.4 23.3
2037 5.8 7.3 YES YES
PM-10
2020 Budget 7.4 23.3
2046 5.7 7.9 YES YES
2020 Budget 7.4 23.3
2049 5.5 8.3 YES YES
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?

1997 24-Hour
PM2.5 Standard

PM2.5 (tong/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
2027 0.4 8.0 YES YES
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
2037 0.4 7.3 YES YES
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
2046 0.5 8.0 YES YES
2020 Budget 0.8 23.3
2049 0.5 8.4 YES YES
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Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM2.5 (tong/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2023 Budget 0.7 13.3
2027 0.4 8.0 YES YES
2023 Budget 0.7 13.3
1997 Annual 2037 0.4 7.3 YES YES
PM2.5 Standard
2023 Budget 0.7 13.3
2046 0.5 8.0 YES YES
2023 Budget 0.7 13.3
2049 0.5 8.4 YES YES
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM2.5 (tong/day) | NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2024 Budget 0.7 13.4
2027 0.4 8.4 YES YES
2024 Budget 0.7 13.4
2006 PM2.5 2037 0.4 7.6 YES YES
Winter 24-Hour
Standard
2024 Budget 0.7 13.4
2046 0.5 8.3 YES YES
2024 Budget 0.7 13.4
2049 0.5 8.7 YES YES
Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM2.5 (tons/day) [ NOx (tons/day) PM2.5 NOx
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2027 0.4 8.0 YES YES
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2012 Annual 2037 0.4 7.3 YES YES
PM2.5 Standard
(Moderate)
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2046 0.5 8.0 YES YES
2022 Budget 0.8 19.4
2049 0.5 8.4 YES YES
PM-10 Total On-Road Exhaust Paved Road Dust Unpaved Road Dust Road Construction Dust Total
PM-10 Nox PM-10 Nox PM-10 Nox PM-10 Nox PM-10 Nox
2027 0.833 7.998 3.808 0.343 0.654 5.637 7.998
2037 0.949 7.251 4.079 0.343 0.430 5.801 7.251
2046 1.041 7.932 4.083 0.343 0.272 5.740 7.932
2049 1.079 8.327 4.077 0.343 0.020 5.519 8.327
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2026 RTP Conformity Results Summary -- Kern (Mojave Desert)

Standard

2008 and 2015

Ozone

Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
ROG (tons/day) NOx (tons/day) ROG NOx
2020 Budget 1.3 3.6
2027 0.6 1.7 YES YES
2037 0.4 1.7 YES YES
2046 0.3 1.9 YES YES
2049 0.3 2.0 YES YES

2026 RTP Conformity Results Summary -- Kern (Indian Wells Valley)

Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
PM-10 (tons/day) PM-10
2020 Budget 0.4
2027 0.3 YES
2025 Budget 0.5
PM-10 (Second 2037 0.3 YES
Maintenance
Plan) 2025 Budget 0.5
2046 0.4 YES
2025 Budget 0.5
2049 0.3 YES
PM-10 Exhaust Paved Road Dust Unpaved Road Dust | Road Construction Dust Total
PM-10 PM-10 PM-10 PM-10
2027 0.100 0.087 0.131 0.011 0.328
2037 0.100 0.088 0.131 0.022 0.341
2046 0.100 0.087 0.131 0.034 0.351
2049 0.100 0.086 0.131 0.000 0.316




Option 2 Conformity Analysis Resultsi Not Adopted

EMFAC2021 Emissions (tons/day)

Pollutant Source Description
Ozone EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)
2015 standard Emission Reductions from Telework*

(2026 Extreme SIP Revision)
Conformity Total
Ozone EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)
2015 standard Emission Reductions from Telework*
(2026 Extreme SIP Revision)
Conformity Total
Pollutant Source Description

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Pollutant Source Description

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

San Joaquin Valley Total

2027 2029 2032 2035 2037 2046 2049
| 1784 | 16.22 | | 1434 | 1301 | 1239 | 1009 | 9.77 |
1.06  -0.95 094  -0.86 -0.82  -0.69  -0.67
16.8 15.3 135 12.2 11.6 9.4 9.2
| 3077 | 28.26 | | 26.00 | 2481 | 2450 | 2534 | 26.26 |
0.74  -0.63 056 -0.47  -0.43  -0.33  -0.32
31 28 26 25 25 26 26

Fresno (SJV)

2027 2029 2032 2035 2037 2046 2049
| 414 | 375 | | 330 | 298 | 282 | 229 | 220 |
| 644 | 588 | | 535 | 504 | 494 | 499 | 510 |

Kern (SJV)

2027 2029 2032 2035 2037 2046 2049
| 334 | 308 | | 278 | 257 | 245 | 201 | 195 |
| 757 | 717 | | 691 | 687 | 690 | 756 | 7.94 |
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Pollutant Source Description Kings (SJV)
2027 2029 2032 2035 2037 2046 2049
EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) | o083 | 076 | | 067 | o060 | 057 | 046 | 044 |
EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) 177 | 165 | 155 | 150 | 150 | 159 | 1.65 |
Pollutant Source Description Madera (SJV)
2027 2029 2032 2035 2037 2046 2049
EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) | o8 | o074 | | o065 | o059 | o057 | 046 | 0.45 |
EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) | 142 | 128 | | 116 | 100 | 108 | 107 | 110 |
Pollutant Source Description Merced (SJV)
2027 2029 2032 2035 2037 2046 2049
EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) 131 | 118 | | 101 | o090 | o085 | 066 | 065 |

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total) 3.18 2.94 | 2.69 2.57 2.55 2.62 | 2.72
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Pollutant Source Description

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Pollutant Source Description

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

Pollutant Source Description

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) ROG Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

EMFAC 2021 (Summer Run) NOx Total Exhaust (All Vehicles Total)

San Joaquin (SJV)

2027 2029 2032 2035 2037 2046 2049
| 317 | 289 | | 259 | 238 | 230 | 19 | 193 |
| 449 | 407 | | 370 | 349 | 344 | 35 | 370 |

Stanislaus (SJV)

2027 2029 2032 2035 2037 2046 2049
| 225 | 202 | | 177 | 159 | 150 | 119 | 115 |
| 309 | 276 | | 244 | 225 | 217 | 211 | 217 |

Tulare (SJV)

2027 2029 2032 2035 2037 2046 2049
| 198 | 180 | | 158 | 141 | 133 | 106 | 101 |
| 280 | 251 | | 220 | 201 | 193 | 185 | 188 |
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2026 RTP Conformity Analysis Results Summary

San Joaquin Valley (All Subareas)

Standard Analysis Year Emissions Total DID YOU PASS?
ROG (tong/day) | NOx (tons/day) ROG NOx
2026 Budget 19.1 34
2027 16.8 31 YES YES
2029 Budget 16.8 30
2029 15.3 28 YES YES
2032 Budget 14.9 27
2015 Ozone 2032 13.5 26 YES YES
2035 Budget 14.0 27
2035 12.2 25 YES YES
2037 Budget 13.4 27
2037 11.6 25 YES YES
2046 9.4 26 YES YES
2049 9.2 26 YES YES




APPENDIX D

TIMELY IMPLEMENTATION DOCUMENTATION FOR
TRANSPORTATION CONTROL MEASURES



Kern Council of Governmen@onformity Analysis fothe 20Z FTIP and2026 RTP

Kem Council of Governments
2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM Agency | Commitment | Commitment | Commitment | TIP | TIP Project Project Description 2025 FTIP 2026 RTP/2027 FTIP
Commitment Description Schedule Funding D Conformity Update Conformity Update
(as of 5/24) (as of 6/26)
KE 14.10 KCOG  |Public 02/03-04/05 | $40,000 per | 2002 | KERD20122 |IN KERN COUNTY: Complete Complete
Education year COUNTYWIDE WITH
Program SPECIAL EMPHASIS ON
SAN JOAQUIN PORTION
OF KERN COUNTY, PUBLIC
OUTREACH PROGRAM,
AND SOME CAPITAL
KE 1.1 Ariin  |New bus 2002 Not specified Complete Complete
service to lkea
plant and
business park
KE 1.5 Anin | Construct 2005 $650,000 | 2002 | KEROOOS03 | CONSTRUCT NEW Complete Complete
transfer station CMAQ TRANSIT TRANSFER
(includes local) STATION
KE 9.3 Anin  |Drive Approach | 2003; 2003 | $385,000 Total Complete Complete
Modification
Project; Traffic
Signal Project
KE 10.2 Anvin  |Bike Racks on 2002 Not specified Complete Complete
Buses
KE5.2and |Bakersfield |Traffic signal 2003 $1MCMAQ
5.16 interconnect (includes local)
projects

1of 7 52112026
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Kem Council of Governments
2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM

Commitment

Agency

Commitment

Description

Commitment

Schedule

Commitment

Funding

e

TIP Project

Project Description

D

2025 FTIP
Conformity Update

2026 RTP/2027 FTIP

Conformity Update

(as of 5/24)

({as of 6/26)

1988

KERS60506

TRAFFIC OPERATIONS
CENTER: MANAGEMENT
CENTER TO LINK ALL
TRAFFIC SIGNALS TO CITY
HALL- PURCHASE
HARDWARE AND
SOFTWARE -
CONSTRUCTION OF
CENTER (PHASE 21

Complete

Complete

2002

KER000504

SIGNALIZATION,
COMMUNICATION /
SYNCHRONIZATION OF
S0OUTH H STREET FROM
WHITE LANE TO PANAMA
LANE

Complete

Complete

2002

KER000505

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

Complete

Complete

2002

KER000506

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

Complete

Complete

2002

KER000507

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

Complete

Complete

2002

KER010502

SIGNALIZATION:
COMMUNICATION /
SYNCHRONIZATION OF
THREE IDENTIFIED SIGNAL
LOCATIONS

Complete

Complate

2of7
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Kem Council of Governments
2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM
Commitment

Agency

Commitment

Description

Commitment

Schedule

Commitment

Funding

e

TIP Project

Project Description

D

2025 FTIP

Conformity Update

2026 RTP/2027 FTIP
Conformity Update

(as of 5/24)

{as of 6/26)

2002

KER980512

IN BAKERSFIELD -TRAFFIC
SIGNAL WIRED
INTERCONMECT ON NILES
ST. FROM ALTA VISTA DR.
TOHALEY ST.

Complete

Complete

2002

KERS80520

IN BAKERSFIELD -{TRUNK
LINE) TRAFFIC SIGNAL
WIRED INTERCONNECT
ON CHESTER AVENUE
FROM 23RD 5T. TOW.
COLUMBUS 3T.

Complete

Complete

2002

KER010503

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

Complete

Complete

KE 5.3

Bakersfield

Intersection
improvements
at White and
Wible Foad;
Westside
Parkwav

2003; 2007 +

Not specified

Complete

Complete

2000

KERS70508

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

Complete

LANE

Complete

Jof 7
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Kem Council of Governments
2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM Agency | Commitment | Commitment | Commitment | TIP | TIP Project Project Description 2025 FTIP 2026 RTP/2027 FTIP

Commitment Description Schedule Funding D Conformity Update Conformity Update

(as of 5/24) (as of 6/26)

2002 | KER010501 [SIGNALIZATION: Complete Complete
COMMUNICATION /
SYNCHRONIZATION OF
GOSFORD ROAD FROM
WHITE LANE TO
STOCKDALE HWY

2002 | KER020102 IN BAKERSFIELD: FROM  |Complete Complete
STOCKDALE HWY TO
TRUXTUN AVE AT ROUTE
99; CONSTRUCT 4-LANE
AND 6-LANE NEW FACILITY
- Note: In 2008 FTIP, this
project has six phases due to
funding

KE®5 California |Expand bike 2003 Not specified Complete Complete
City  |lanes by about
75%

KE 1.5 Kem |Service fo 2003 $400,000 per Complete Complete
County |Shafter, Wasco, year
McFarland,
Delana, Lost
Hills, Lamont,
Weedpatch,
Ridgecrest,
California City
and Mojave

KE 5.2 County | Six signal 2005 $4,515,000
projects Total

4of7 5i21/2026
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Kem Councll of Governments
2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM

Commitment

Agency

Commitment

Description

Commitment

Schedule

Commitment

Funding

1P

TIP Project

Project Description

1D

2025 FTIP
Conformity Update

2026 RTP/2027 FTIP

Conformity Update

(as of 5/24)

(as of 6/26)

2000

KERQO0521

SIGNALIZATION,
SYNCHRONIZATION,
CHANNELIZATION AND
RELATED SAFETY
MODIFICATIONS ON OLIVE
DRIVE FROM FRUITVALE
AVENUE TO COFFEE
ROAD

Complete

Complete

2000

KERS990519

SIGNALIZATION, SIGNAL
SYNCHRONIZATION,
CHANNELIZATION AND
RELATED SAFETY
MODIFICATIONS - NILES
ST. FROM VIRGINIA ST. TO
MOBMING DR

Complete

Complete

2000

KERS80518

SIGNAL
SYNCHRONIZATION,
CHANNELIZATION AND
RELATED SAFETY
MODIFICATIONS - FAIRFAX
RO. FROM BRUNDAGE
LAME TO COLLEGE AVE.

Complete

Complete

2000

KERS90523

SIGNALIZATION, SIGNAL
SYNCHRONIZATION,
CHANNELIZATION AND
RELATED SAFETY
MODIFICATIONS - OSWELL
ST. FROM BRUNDAGE
LAME TO BERNARD 5T.

Complete

Complete

S5of 7
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Kem Council of Governments
2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM Agency | Commitment | Commitment | Commitment | TIP | TIP Project Project Description 2025 FTIP 2026 RTP/2027 FTIP
Commitment Description Schedule Funding D Conformity Update Conformity Update
(as of 5/24) (as of 6/26)
2000 | KEROOD533 | SYNCHRONIZATION Complete Complete
CHANMELIZATION AND
RELATED SAFETY
MODIFICATIONS ON
CALIFORMIA AVENUE
FROM WASHINGTON
STREET TO EDISON
HIGHWAY
Complete Complete
KE10.2 County |Retrofit buses 2005 $80,000 CMAQ| 2002 | KER000528 |INSTALL BIKE CYCLE Complete Complete
with bike racks (includes local) RACKS ON BUS FLEET
KE10.2 Delano  |Bike racks on 2003 Mot specified Complete Complete
four full size
transit buses
Ja4 GET  |Develop and $2.2 million | 2002 | KER990526 | Area Vehicle Locator (Phase |Complete Complete
implement an 1)
area vehicle KERS90527 | Area Vehicle Locator (Phase
locator 2)
KES3 Ridgecrest | Construct 1.5 2003 £165,000 TEA | 2002 | KERS90202 |IN RIDGECREST - Complete Complete
miles of bicycle CHELSEA STREET
lane on existing BICYCLE PATH EXTENSION
streets and 2.67 PROJECT
miles of new
bike lanes
Gof 7 52172028
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Kem Council of Governments
2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM

Commitment

Agency

Commitment
Description

Commitment

Schedule

Commitment

Funding

P

TIP Project
(]

Project Description

2025 FTIP
Conformity Update

2026 RTP/2027 FTIP

Conformity Update

(as of 5/24)

({as of 6/26)

KE15

Shafter

Analyze fransit
system for route
expansion;
construct a
CNG facility;
two CNG mini-
vans for
enhanced
service

2000; 2003

Not spacified

Comglete

Complete

KE15

Taft

Construct
transit transfer
station

2002

§375,000
CMAQ

2002

KERS90550

IN THE CITY OF TAFT -
CONSTRUCT TRANSIT
TRANSFER STATION

Complete

Complete

KE%.5and
92

Tehachapi

1.3 miles of
Class | bike
trails adjacent
to several
roadways in
community

2003

Not specified

Complete

Complete

Wasco

Traffic signal at
Highway 46 and
Griffith Avenue

Not specified

§221,000

Complets

Complete

KETAT

Wasco

Construct new
transit transfer
station

design in 2002

§619,710
CMAQ

200

KERO00520

CONSTRUCT NEW
TRANSIT TRANSFER
STATION

Complete

Complete

KE®9.1

Wasco

Convert two mid,
block alleys to
pedestrian
walkways

2002

TEA

2002

KEROO1001

DOWNTOWN
STREETSCAPE
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Comglete

Comglete

Tof7
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Kern Council of Governments
2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM Agenc Measure Title Measure Description 2035 FTIP 2026 RTP[2027 FTIP
Commitment | 2450 — (not verbatim) Conformity Update Conformity Update
(as of 5/24) (as of 6/26)
Implement muiti-agency oureach
149 KCOG  |Business, industry and Governmental (grogram ard promiote incentves for | Commitment Complete. Commitment Complets.
Outreach Program 2002-03 through 2004-05
Encourage implementation. . include
various chammelization and signal
KES.4 Bakersfield moddification projects identified by Commitment Complete. Commitment Complete.
special trafic shudies or development
5 f t ]
= e Tras ;o Cantra for the nexd 5 years (200
Measures
County of Purchase buses fo operate regional . . - . - . .
KE1.1 Kem Regional E < Bus Program express bus senice The County of Kem contirues to offer regional express bus service. The Courty of Kem continues bo offier regional express bus senice.
County of Offfer ome day of free travel from
KELT Kem Bakersfizld o Hermile Whisky Flat | The County of Kem has offered free transit for these events and will contirue fo do so. The County of Kem has offered free fransit for these events and will condinue fo do so.
Days and Frazier Park Lilac Festival
Free fransit during special events
c o Imglementation of the Bikeway Master Plan confimues to ocour along with updates to the Kem | Implementation of the Bkeway Master Plan confinues to occur alomg with updates to the Hem
KE9.2 :;'(ne: Implement Bikeway Master Plan County General Plan. The Blkeway Masier Plan was approved regionally by fhe Kemn Council | County General Plan. The Bikeway Master Flan was approved regiomally by the Kem Counci
Encouragement of Pedestrian Travel of Governments October 2012, of Govermments Ociober 2012,
Conduct voluntary employee no-drive
c o day programs durirg the ozone
KE14.4 cunty szason through media and employer | Commitment Complete. Commitment Complete.
based puilic awareness activilies
Voluriary No Drive Day Programs 2002
Provide areas for pedestrian and
icyclist in vicnity of commenal
KESA Taft devely t and promiote use of Commitment Complete. Commitment Comgletz.
Develop Inteligent Transportation prmen == “me e
such areas.
Systems
ka3 a8 Provide faciities for only pedesinan o c . ; .
. aft Bicyce/Pedestian Program and bicyde use. mmeiment Complete. Commitment Complete.
Provide funding for bileway syshem.
KER.5 Taft Provide education matzrials Commitment Complete. Commitment Complets.

Encouragement of Bicycle Travel
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Kermn Council of Governments
2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation

RACM Agenc Measure Title Measure Description 2035 FTIP 2026 RTP/2027 FTIP
Commitment Adency I {not verbatim) Conformity Update Conformity Update
(as of 5/24) (as of 6/26)
Provide free transit betwaen
Saturday's events during the Wasco
KELT Wasco Rose Festival beginning in 2002 Commiiment Complete. Commitment Complete.
through 2005

Free fransit during special evenis

Offer free fransportation to full time,
[permarent City of Wasco, School
District ard High Schoal District Commitment Compiste. Commitment Complets.

KESS Wiaseo | Encourage merchants and smployers |amoiopses beginring in 2002 through
o suksidize the cost of transit for 2005
employess
KEas Viassa Close strests for special events for | Close streets to vehicles for the Yes, the parate rowie was dossd for vehicle traffic and open to foot fraffic. Closure wil Yes, the parade route was closed for vehicke traffic and open to foot fraffic. Closure will
- us= by kikies and padestrians [annual Wasco Festial of Roses continue for ampual svent contmue for araual event.
Option 2: 2022 RACM Not Adopted
Kem Council of Governments
2002 RACM Timely Implementation Documentation
Agency Measure Title Measure Description 2025 FTIP 2026 RTP/2027 FTIP
[not verbatim) Conformity Update Conformity Update
{as of 5/24) (as of 6/26)
nciude infiormation on eco-diving and
h=d ai ity renefi ol fuel
KCOG reiated o quality benefis and el 4w Commitment Complete
savings by updating
Commuietern.ong website
Eco-driving educational program
Bakersicid Complate St'-\eels and Transit Orierted Dw:m Bicycle Connectivity NA Commitment Complete
Development Project




APPENDIX E

PUBLIC MEETING PROCESS DOCUMENTATION



NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
DRAFT 2026 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/ SUSTAINABLE
COMMUNITY STRATEGY , DRAFT 2027 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM, CORRESPONDING DRAFT CONFORMITY
ANALYSIS, AND
NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY OF DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT
SCH#: 2025041115

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that th&ern Council of Governmentsill hold a public
hearingat 6:00 p.m. June 1, 2026 at the City of Tehachapi Council meeting, 220 West C
Street, Tehachapi, CA3561and at 6:30 p.m. June 18, 202& theKern Council of
Governmentsoffice building at1401 19" Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, CA 93301
regarding the Draft 202Federal Transptation Improvement Program (20EA1P), the

Draft 2026 Regional Transportation Pl8osainable Community Strategy (2026
RTP/SCS)the corresponding Draft Air Qualitg@onformity Analysis for the 2027 FTIP

and 202RTP/SCSand the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)e purpose of th
public hearing is to receive public comments on these documents.

1 The202 RTP/SCS is a lonterm coordinated transportation/land use strategy to meet
Kern County transportation needs out to the yeaf204

1 The EIR document provides an analysis of potential environmental impacts related to
the implementation of the RTP/SCS as required by the California Environmental
Quiality Act

1 The 2027 FTIP is a neaterm listing of capital improvement and operational
expenditures utilizing federal and state monies for transportation projeéterin
Countyduring the next four years.

1 The correspondingConformity Analysis contains the documentation to support a
finding that the 2027 FTIP and 202BTP/SCS meet the air quality conformity
requirements foozone and particulate matter.

The public participation efforts for the ZDETIP satisfies the program of projects (POP)
requirements of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Urbanized Area Formula
Program Section 5307 and FTA Bus and Bus Facilities Program Section 5339. If no
comments are received on the proposed POP, tipwged transit program (funded with
FTA 5307 and FTA 5339 dollars) will be the final program.

Individuals with disabilities may call Kern Council of Government§&i6352900 or

email administrative@kerncog.ofgithin threeworking-days advance notice) to request
auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public hearing. Translation services are
available (with threavorking-days advance notice) to partiampaspeaking any language

with available professional translation services.

A 55-day public review and comment periodmmenced on May 8, 2026, and concludes
July 2, 2026 for the Draft 2026 RTP/SCS. The Draft Environmental Impact Report
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(Program EIR)asreleased for a 48ay review and comment period commencing on May
18, 2026, and concludes July 2, 2026. The Draft ZOPP andthe corresponding Draft
Air Quality Conformity Analysis for the 2027 FTIP and 20R®P/SCS30-day review and
comment period will commenan June 1, 2026and conclude oduly 2, 2026 The draft
documents are available for review at Kern Council of Governmentsffice, located at
1401 19" Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, CA 933aad onthe Kern COGwelsite at
www.kerncog.org

Public comments are welcomed at the hearing, or may be submitted in wriBr@phy.m.
July 2, 2026, to Jay Schlosser, Executive Dire@bthe address below

After considering the comments, the documents will be considered for adoption, by
resolution, by the Kern Council of Governments at a regularly scheduled meeting to be
held onSeptember 1,72026. The documents will then be submitted to state and federal
agencies for approval.

Contact Person: Mr. Jay Schlosser, Executive Director
Kern Council of Governments
1401 19th Street, Suite 300
Bakersfield, CA 93301
Phone: 66346352900
E-mail: jschlosser@kerncog.org


http://www.kerncog.org/
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BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN

RESOLUTION NO. 26-33
In the Matter of:
Resolution Adopting the Kern Council of Governments 2027 Federal Transportation Improvement

Program, 2026 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, and Corresponding
Conformity Analysis

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

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

WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 375 (Steinberg, 2008) requires that Metropolitan Planning
Organizations prepare a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) as part of the 2026 RTP that demonstrates
how the region will reduce the greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) from automobiles and light trucks to

achieve, if there is a feasible way to do so, the applicable greenhouse gas emission reduction targets
approved by the California Air Resources Board (ARB); and

WHEREAS, pursuant to SB 375, the applicable ARB per capita GHG emission reduction targets
for Kern COG are 9% below 2005 per capita emissions levels by 2020 and 15% below 2005 per capita
emissions levels by 2035; and

WHEREAS, pursuant to SB 375, the SCS must: (1) identify the general location of uses, residential
densities, and building intensities within the region; (2) identify areas within the region sufficient to house all
the population of the region, including all economic segments of the population, over the course of the
planning period of the regional transportation plan taking into account net migration into the region,
population growth, household formation and employment growth; (3) identify areas within the region
sufficient to house an eight-year projection of the regional housing need for the region pursuant to Government
Code Section 65584; (4) identify a transportation network to service the transportation needs of the region;
(5) gather and consider the best practically available scientific information regarding resource areas and
farmland in the region as defined in subdivisions (1) and (b) of the Government Code Sections 65080 and
65581; and (6) consider the statutory housing goals specified in Sections 65580 and 65581, (7) set forth a
forecasted development pattern for the region which when integrated with the transportation network, and
other transportation measures and policies, will reduce the GHG emissions from automobiles and light trucks
to achieve the GHG reduction targets, and (8) allow the RTP to comply with air quality conformity
requirements under the federal Clean Air Act; and

WHEREAS, the 2026 RTP/SCS includes the SCS which sets forth a regional growth forecast to
determine the projected increase in population, households, and jobs based on local general plans and known
development entitlement agreements, which, when integrated with the transportation network and other
transportation measures and policies will reduce the GHG emissions from automobiles and light trucks to
achieve the regional GHG targets set by CARB;

WHEREAS, the 2026 RTP/SCS reconfirms the use of the socio-economic assumptions and data
forecasted adopted by the Kern COG Board in April 2024 and was developed consistent with the adopted
Kern COG oversight procedure; and
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