








Response to City of Shafter:
Paragraph 1:

The Draft 2011 RTP does not include an elevated land use density alternative. It only includes
the listing of broad principles from the regional Blueprint developed over a 3 year public
outreach process involving 3,100 participants from the region and approved by the Kern COG
Board on November 20, 2008. Although the Kern Regional Blueprint process analyzed and
reviewed an alternative land use density scenario for the year 2050, the Kern Regional Blueprint
final report stated on Page 9 of the Executive Summary:

“The forecasted growth pattern (in the RTP) must be based on “current planning
assumptions” to assure the air conformity provisions are meaningful. If the
federal government determines that the growth patterns are not realistic, it can
withhold federal transportation funding. ... the Kern COG Board of Directors may
establish the Blueprint alternative scenario as the baseline for land use and
growth projects that will guide the next RTP update.”

Federal Title 23 CFR Part 450.322 regarding development and content of the metropolitan
(regional) transportation plan states:

“(e) ...In updating the transportation plan, the MPO shall base the update on the
latest available estimates and assumptions for population, land use, travel,
employment, congestion, and economic activity. The MPO shall approve
transportation plan contents and supporting analyses produced by a
transportation plan update.”

In October 2008, the Kern COG Board established the Kern Climate Change Task Force made
up of local member agency representatives and area stakeholders to coordinate the region’s
implementation of SB 375 (signed into law in September 2008).

The Kern COG Task Force has been developing and analyzing land use density alternatives for
2035. However, a reasonable alternative land use scenario for the horizon year of the RTP
(2035) has not yet been established by the Task Force and the Kern COG Board, nor is it
required to do so under SB 375 until the next full RTP update to be completed in 2014.

The modeling used in the Draft 2011 RTP reflects the latest local general plans, amendments,
assumptions and regional growth forecast adopted by the Kern COG Board on October 15,
2009 by Resolution 09-35. The 2011 RTP does NOT include an increase in density over what
is already adopted in local General Plans or has been provided by local agencies as required by
the Federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990. Section 40 CFR 93.122(b)(1)(iii) states:

“Scenarios of land development and use must be consistent with the future
transportation system alternatives for which emissions are being estimated. The
distribution of employment and residences for different transportation options
must be reasonable;”



Incorporation of densities greater than what is shown in local General Plans or that is assumed
to be unreasonable by local planning staffs would violate federal regulations regarding the use
of latest planning assumptions in the preferred alternative to the RTP and associated federal air
guality conformity analysis.

Work is continuing to develop an alternative transit and land use scenario, as part of the Long
Range Transit Study for Metropolitan Bakersfield, and in support of the CARB greenhouse gas
target setting process required by SB 375. However, this land use alternative has not been
included in the modeling and analysis for the Draft 2011 RTP and Conformity Analysis. Section
40 CFR 93.110(a) states:

“...The ‘time the conformity analysis begins’ for a transportation plan or TIP
determination is the point at which the MPO or other designated agency begins
to model the impact of the proposed transportation.”

Long after modeling began on the federal conformity analysis in October 2009, on April 15,
2010, the COG Board considered the recommendation of the Kern COG Task Force to select
the Draft 2011 RTP scenario, option 3, over two other alternative land use scenarios with higher
land use densities. The minutes from the Task Force indicated that the alternative land use
scenario required additional refinement and that option 3 already reflected adequate densities
and infill growth based on the existing local General Plans and policies. Consequently, an
alternative higher density land use scenario was not included in the RTP, and is not required
until 2014.

The Draft 2011 RTP incorporation of Blueprint principles does not conflict with Kern County’s
existing and planned transportation system because the Kern COG Board has yet to approve an
acceptable alternative higher density land use scenario.

Paragraph 2:
One of the nine principles in the Kern Regional Blueprint states:

“Use compact, efficient development and/or mixed land uses where appropriate —
When we concentrate new development in our town and city centers we preserve
our suburban and rural neighborhoods and our surrounding natural and open
lands. Providing a convenient mix of retail, services and housing in these town
and neighborhood centers will allow more people to walk for daily needs instead
of travel to other communities, as well as provide opportunities to revitalize these
centers.”

The matrix on page 2-8 of the Draft 2011 RTP clearly illustrates how this principle, as well as
the other eight principles, do not conflict with the existing RTP goals. The RTP implements the
goals, not the Blueprint principles. The matrix shows that as the RTP goals are implemented,
the Blueprint principles will be advanced. The matrix shows that the compact development
principle is linked to each of the seven RTP goals. Each of these links are explained with a
footnote in response to a comment from Shafter on October 30, 2009, during a pre-consultation
process.

A complete analysis of the impact that more compact development might have on congestion is
not available, and will not be available until an alternative land use scenario can be refined.



Request to remove all references to the Blueprint in the RTP. The Kern Regional Blueprint
is an integral part of Kern COG’s adopted Public Involvement Procedure for the RTP. Deleting
all references to the Blueprint would bring Kern COG out of compliance with its adopted
procedure. Appendix A of the procedure requires an early “Document/Process Inception” step.
Kern COG used the Kern Regional Blueprint to fulfill this early inception process. Removing the
references to the results of the feedback from this extensive process would put Kern in violation
of its own adopted Public Involvement Procedures. Failure to follow the COG’s adopted
procedures would bring the agency out of compliance with federal transportation regulations
found in SAFETEA-LU. Federal Title 23 CFR Part 450.316 states:

“ (b) In addition, the metropolitan transportation planning process shall: (1)
Include a proactive public involvement process that provides complete
information, timely public notice, full public access to key decisions, and supports
early and continuing involvement of the public in developing plans and TIPs and
meets the requirements and criteria specified as follows: ... (ix) Public
involvement processes shall be periodically reviewed by the MPO in terms of
their effectiveness in assuring that the process provides full and open access to
all; (x) These procedures will be reviewed by the FHWA and the FTA during
certification reviews for TMAs, and as otherwise necessary for all MPOs, to
assure that full and open access is provided to MPO decisionmaking processes;
(xi) Metropolitan public involvement processes shall be coordinated with
statewide public involvement processes wherever possible to enhance public
consideration of the issues, plans, and programs and reduce redundancies and
costs; (2) Be consistent with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Title
VI assurance executed by each State under 23 U.S.C. 324 and 29 U.S.C. 794,
which ensure that no person shall, on the grounds of race, color, sex, national
origin, or physical handicap, be excluded from participation in, be denied benefits
of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program receiving
Federal assistance from the United States Department of Transportation; (3)
Identify actions necessary to comply with the Americans With Disabilities Act of
1990 (Pub. L. 101336, 104 Stat. 327, as amended) and U.S. DOT regulations
Transportation for Individuals With Disabilities (49 CFR parts 27, 37, and 38); ...”
See: http://cfr.vlex.com/vid/450-316-metropolitan-planning-elements-
19724999¢#ixzz0rVajwgSP

Deviation from the adopted public involvement procedure puts at risk Kern COG’s federal
certification, and the ability of the region to deliver federally funded projects. In addition,
removing references to the Blueprint principles would be a break in trust with the 3,100
participants, many of whom represent minorities or people with disabilities, who provided their
input to the Blueprint process.

Kern COG understands the concerns of the City of Shafter that new state and federal
regulations may have on the economy of local government and their ability to provide jobs. The
participants in the Blueprint echoed this concern. One of the top principles in the Blueprint was:

“Enhance economic vitality — Our economic engines can work more effectively
when we link the development of current and new industries to job and workforce
training. Our education and economic sectors must work closely to ensure we
are creating jobs for our region’s residents. Additionally, we can consider
developing alternative energy sources as new industries to diversify our
economic base.”



To reflect this concern, Kern COG is adding the following text to the discussion of Blueprint
principles in the RTP beginning on page 2-10.

“The Blueprint is not a static document. The Blueprint public involvement process began in
2006 when the economy faired considerably better than it does in 2010. The Blueprint public
input process included two 1,200 person quality-of-life issue phone surveys. Since the initial
Blueprint process, Kern COG has completed a third quality-of-life phone survey in Spring of
2010 to track changes in public opinion over time. The most recent survey found that providing
job opportunities is how the highest ranking issue on which local governments should be
focused. Kern COG is planning to revisit the Kern Regional Blueprint as part of the next 4-year
RTP process beginning in 2011. Any changes to the Blueprint Principles as a result of that
process will be re-analyzed in regard to their linkages to RTP goals in future RTP cycles.”

Thank you for your comments.



Golden Empire Transit District

Emery Rendes — email dated 6/2/10

(Continued on Next Page)



GET DUS

EOILDEN EMPIRE TRANSIT BISTRIET

DRAFT 2011 RTP COMMENTS

(5/24/10)

Page 4-18

The constrained Program of Projects includes 120 expansion buses; however, there is not 1
provision for expansion of facilities. It is unreasonable to assume that current maintenance and
operations facilities will be adequate to accommodate expanded fleets.

Page 4-34

The unconstrained Program of Projects includes two “maintenance stations.” Without narrative

to support the POP it is difficult to know what these are. It is clear, however, that given the age 2
of facilities and projected fleet expansion that GET will need to undertake a major facility

expansion or relocation program, including purchase of land. The $10 million dollars

programmed for maintenance stations would not be adequate to accomplish the needed
maintenance and operations facilities project(s). A minimum of $40 million should be

programmed for this purpose.

Page 4-37

Golden Empire Transit (GET) has provided public transit service for the metropolitan

Bakersfield area since 1973. Today, GET operates 20 routes with a maximum of 70 buses in 3
service. GET's service area covers 160 square miles and serves approximately 459,000

residents. GET-A- Lift provides complementary paratransit service within metropolitan

Bakersfield for those who are physically unable to use the fixed route service. Elderly and

disabled services are also provided by the Consolidated Transportation Service Agency

(CTSA).

GET has determined that within metropolitan Bakersfield, the east and southeast areas exhibit

the highest service potential. This analysis is based on population density, income, auto 4
ownership, and age. Other areas with high transit potential are portions of Oildale and central
Bakersfield. The lowest potential rider areas include portions of the southwest and northwest.

Page 4-37 and Table 4-4 use FY2004-2007 ridership data which does not give an accurate

picture of transit ridership over the past three years. GET ridership has steadily increased in
subsequent years. Would suggest replacing text with:

Total transit ridership across the Kern County showed a slight decline over the years FY2004- 3
2007 as shown in Table 4-4. Ridership for GET and KRT, however, has increased in more

recent years as a result of service expansion and rising gasoline prices. Ridership update for
Table 4-4 for GET and GET A Lift: 2007-08: 7,029,420, 2008-09: 7,578,323. An all-time record
for ridership was achieved in 2008-09.



Page 4-39

For GET, regular fare is $1.00. Seniors & disabled fare is $.50. The fare for GET A Lift is
$2.00.

Accomplishments Since 2000
Golden Empire Transit District (GET)

In 2008-09, GET'’s fixed route operation achieved its highest ridership level ever with 7,514,503
riders. Over the last several years, GET-A-Lift’s ridership has increased almost every year.
Since 2000 Sunday and evening service was initiated, Day Passes replaced transfers,
headways were improved on several routes, and the first 40 ft.-length buses were placed into
service. GET has made a commitment to improving Kern County’s air quality by purchasing
compressed natural gas (CNG) buses. By early 2006, GET’s entire fleet, including those
assigned to staff, was CNG-fueled. GET has installed bike racks on all of its buses to facilitate
intermodal trips, which provides an ancillary improvement to air quality. In partnership with
IKEA and Tejon Ranch, GET initiated a new express route between Downtown Bakersfield,
Bakersfield Auto Mall, and Tejon Industrial Complex in October 2008. A permanent park and
ride lot for this service will be established in the Greenfield area.

Page 4-41

Transit Needs and Issues
Limited Transit Dollars

Revise as follows:

Financial resources for public transportation are limited while demand for those resources
continues to increase. Traditional public transportation revenue sources do not support the
increasing need for public mass transportation to help mitigate population increases, clean air
mandates, and trip reduction programs.

The expansion of public transportation services in Kern County is predicated on an aggressive
financial plan. The Golden Empire Transit District's budgets have increased annually as the
system responds to increasing consumer demand for transit, in part caused by recessive
economic times and shrinking disposable dollars. The financial core to subsidize public transit
service is Transportation Development Act (TDA) Local Transportation Fund (LTF). Funds for
the LTF are derived from that portion of the local sales and use tax attributed to the County, or
one quarter of 1% of the 8.25% sales and use tax rate. Kern Council of Governments
apportions these taxes to public transit throughout Kern County. In addition, the TDA
authorized the State legislature to budget for State Transit Assistance (STAF), by means of
allocating a portion of the sales and use tax on gasoline.

However, in an attempt to balance the State’s financial problems, the Governor suspended the
State Transit Improvement Fund for five years. This action began in 2008-09 and will continue,
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unless alternate financial means become available. Lost funding reduces the opportunity to
increase transit service or to acquire more buses. The action clearly demonstrates transit’s role
in relation to all state-funded activities.

Currently no local dedicated funding source is available for public transit. A one-half cent
countywide sales tax ballot issue for highway as well as transit improvements failed in
November 2006. Given the desire on the part of many policy makers and residents for public
transit to play a meaningful role in improving air quality, promote mobility among transit
dependant populations, and support economic development in the community, the need to
secure a dedicated and increasing source of funding becomes imperative.

Under Short Range Plans, add:

The Golden Empire Transit Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) is the primary planning document
which guides the routine decisions associated with operating the public transit system. This
document is updated annually to chart the course of the agency over a five-year period.
Updating the plan annually reveals deficiencies in the current service and suggests
improvements to the public transit service.

Page 4-42
GET no longer has the 90% % mile service policy, so this section can be changed as follows:

Due to funding constraints, GET has struggled to keep up with the growth in population and
service area over the last decade. Currently, GET serves about 70 percent of the population
within one-quarter mile of an existing fixed route. Most of the unserved population is on the
periphery of metropolitan Bakersfield, with some areas that form “holes” in the one-quarter mile
buffer around the routes. While some of the unserved areas may not have high transit potential,
some areas may have high transit potential, but are currently under-served. Continued
development around the urban fringe presents many difficulties in meeting route coverage
standards. Much of the new development is low density; middle and upper income housing that
tends to generate little transit ridership. Furthermore, new development is not always contiguous
to existing development causing transit services to cover unproductive miles in outlying areas
that generate low ridership. However, urban fringe development may generate levels of transit
ridership to justify express bus service, such as is offered by GET between Bakersfield College
and Valley Plaza.

As a non-attainment area for air quality standards, ways to increase transit’s market share will
continue to be a major focus of transit planning. However, transit’s inabilities to expand service
into new areas, provide service during non-traditional work hours, and improve on the frequency
and convenience of service, prevent transit from increasing market share. This makes transit’s
real impact on congestion and vehicle miles traveled (VMT) nominal.

Recent Transit Planning Activities

Add the following:

New Public Transportation Services Plan: In 2005 GET submitted a joint application with
Odyssey, a statewide transportation nonprofit organization, for a Caltrans Community-Based

Transportation Planning grant to help plan improvements to transit service in Bakersfield. The
purpose of this grant was to develop a service plan to provide more innovative and effective
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public transportation options for serving underserved and hard-to-serve neighborhoods and
major destinations within Bakersfield. The primary goal of the project was to engage GET's
stakeholders in the planning process and develop plans that improve mobility and increase
transportation choices and transit usage given available resources. The study was completed in
2008 and several service improvements recommended in this study have been implemented,
including headway improvements and service extensions.

Long Range Plan: The Golden Empire Transit District in partnership with the Kern Council of
Governments is initiating a metropolitan Bakersfield Transit System Long Range Plan. The
Plan is expected to be completed in 2011. The Plan will provide public agency staff and elected
officials with information documenting the relationship between population growth in
metropolitan Bakersfield, transit ridership demand, funding, and evaluation of current operations
and efficiencies. The purpose of the Plan is to address emerging intra-city transit system
needs. It will also address connectivity between rural areas and major regional transportation
facilities such as the Amtrak train station and Bakersfield’s airports. The Plan includes public
outreach to solicit public input on transit needs.

Page 4-65
Correct as follows:

Golden Empire Transit, Kern’s largest transit provider, operates a 100-percent compressed
natural gas (CNG) fleet.

Page 4-70

Current GET annual ridership (under Bus System Improvements) is approximately 7.3 million.

Response to Golden Empire Transit District:

Paragraphs 1 and 2. Transit maintenance and operations are reflected in the revenue
assumptions of the RTP. It is understood that transit service growth must be sustained by
investments to maintenance infrastructure. Kern COG recommends that once GET completes
its long-range plan, cost information about facility upgrades could be reflected in a future update
of the RTP. An update to revenue assumptions would be appropriate at that time as well. Kern
Cog will facilitate discussions between GET, the City of Bakersfield, and County of Kern to
ascertain when and how much funding will be needed to sustain maintenance and operation for
existing and future services. Once the long-range plan is completed, it may be necessary to
reduce the number of future expansion buses and use the capital revenue assumptions for
future phased maintenance upgrades.

Paragraphs 3, 4, and 5. Thank you for the updated information. Kern COG will incorporate the
provided revisions in the Final RTP.

Paragraph 6. Thank you for the updated information. Kern COG will incorporate the provided
revisions in the Final RTP.
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Paragraph 7. Thank you for the updated information. Kern COG will incorporate the provided
revisions in the Final RTP.

Paragraphs 8, 9, 10, 11 and 12. Thank you for the updated information. Kern COG will
incorporate the provided revisions in the Final RTP.

Paragraphs 13 and 14. Thank you for the updated information. Kern COG will incorporate the
provided revisions in the Final RTP.

Paragraphs 15 and 16. Thank you for the updated information. Kern COG will incorporate the
provided revisions in the Final RTP.

Paragraphs 17 and 18. Thank you for the updated information. Kern COG will incorporate the
provided revisions in the Final RTP.



County of San Bernardino, Department of Public Works

Naresha P. Varma, Chief, Environmental Management Divison — dated 6/14/10

(Continued on next page)



DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

FLOOD CONTROL » LAND DEVELOPMENT & CONSTRUCTION

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT ¢ SURVEYOR » TRANSPORTATION jabel COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDING
825 East Third Stregt o San Bernardino, CA 92415-0835 » (909) 367-8104 Sy GRANVILLE M. "BOW" BOWMAN, P.E., P.LS.
Fax (909) 387-8130 e Director of Public Works

June 14, 2010
File: 10(ENV)-4.01

Kern Council of Governments
1401 19" Street
Bakersfield, CA 93301

Atin:  Raquel Pacheco
Marityn Beardsiee
Rob Ball

RE: AVAILABILITY OF DRAFT 2011 FTIP, DRAFT 2011 RTP, DRAFT EIR, AND
CORRESPONDING DRAFT CONFORMITY ANALYSIS

Thank you for giving the San Bernardino County Department of Public Works and Flood Control
District the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced project. We have reviewed the
documents and have no comments.

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Mary Patterson by

phone at (909) 386-9063, or by e-mail at Mary. Patterson@dpw.sbcounty.gov.

Sincerely,

2

NARESH P. VARMA, P.E., Chief
Environmental Managemant Division

NPV:MP:mb/ceaa comments Kern COG.dos
cc:  Linda Mawby

Nancy Sansonetti
GMB/ARI Reading File

Bourg of Glnereiac:s

GReGORY € DEVEREALX ERADRNZELTELT .. ... ..., . ... Fisilwiel NEIL DERRY, . . . . oo e iztet
Counl, Auninistras e Oficer FrULBERE . Second Delrial Gur¥ L CHTT. S .o Ftamn Distrcd
JOSIE GONZALES L <. Filih Dagriet

Response to San Bernardino County Public Works:
Thank you for your letter. We acknowledge that your agency has no comment.



Marvin Dean

Marvin Dean, 1% Ward Bakersfield City Council 2010 Candidate — dated 4/14/10

(Continued on next page)



Date: April 14, 2010

To: Kern Council of Governments
From: Marvin Dean
1% Ward Bakersficld City Council 2010 Candidate

Re: Public Workshop 2030 Regional Transportation Plan Kem County

[ request that my recommendation be apart of the workshop public comment record file.
The workshop title is how should we spend our transportation (ax dollars?
> Opportunity to express opinions about transportation need in our community.

In campaigning throughout Southeast Bakersfield resident raise the concern about GET transit
bus route & lack of city street maintenance and need more bus stop seating for elderly.

> Problem (Heavy) GET transit bus travel through Southeast Bakersfield wearing out local
neighborhood street in the community creating large pot hole one very damage sectior. Owen
Street to Potomac Ave. Lack of bus stop seating for elderly resident waiting for transit bus.

> Recommendation: City of Bakersfield Public Work & GET transit bus coordinate bus route
travel & street maintenance work to prevent large pot hole that create problem for resident car
travel and traffic safety issues. Kern Cog allocates some of both Bakersfield & Get transit fund:
for Southeast Bakersfield street improvement and maintenance of bus route.

> Put more money into transit bus stop seating for elderly throughout Southeast Bakersfield
community.

> Put more bike lanes throughout Southeast Bakersfield for bike travel.

> Consider creating jobs opportunities for inner city low income minority person as extract /
temporary help with agencies on transportation related projects.

* Kern County Inner-city community construction boot camp, LLC is resource can assist local
agencies in this effort.

Sincerely,

Response to Mr. Dean: Thank you for sharing your concerns regarding public transit in the
metropolitan Bakersfield area.



Kern COG is working with Golden Empire Transit District to prepare a Long Range (20-year)
Metro Bakersfield Transit Systems Study, which is anticipated to be adopted by September
2011. Your comments are pertinent to this study, and have been shared with the GET District
for incorporation wherever possible within the Long-Range Plan. This plan is coordinated with
the Short-Range (3-year) Transit Plan, which also considers system and service improvements
necessary to address transportation needs of all metropolitan Bakersfield residents.

In addition, the Kern County Bicycle Plan update is underway, with a scheduled completion date
of June 2011. Your comment regarding expansion of bike lane facilities in the southeast will be
considered as part of this program.



Dave and Michelle Rose, Rosamond

Rose Letter dated June 17

David and Michelle Rose
7601 Dogwood Ave
Rosamond, CA 93560

June 17, 2010

Mr. Robert Phipps, Administrative Scrvices Director
Kern Council of Governments

1401 19th Street, Suite 300

Bakersfield, CA 93301

Subject: Paving 75" Street West in Rosamond

Please pave 75" Street West between Avenue A and Elder Avenue, using CMAQ or other source
of funding. As this area has grown, there are now over 30 homes with families (including
oursclves) using this portion of 75 Street West. As itis currently an unpaved dirt street, its
frequent use creates a considerable amount of dust, and it should therefore be included for
paving—when funds are available—in order to minimize this pollution source. 1 realize this
funding is not entirely predictable, but would ask that you include a project for CMAQ funds
(and/or any other appropriate funding source) to pave a portion of 75™ Street West, from north of
Ave A to Elder Avenue, for the same reasons that 55 Street West south of Rosamond Blvd is

being paved.

Thank you for your supporl with Kern County transportation issues.

David and Michelle Rose

Response: Kern COG will forward this comment to the Kern County Roads Department, which would
serve as the lead on this project and is eligible to apply for CMAQ funding.



APPENDIX E

RTP RESOLUTION
(to be included in Final RTP)



BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN

RESOLUTION NO. 17-10

In the matter of:

FINAL SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE 2011 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN: (1) CERTIFICATION OF SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

REPORT; (2) ADOPTION OF STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS; (3) ADOPTION OF
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

WHEREAS, Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) has prepared a Subsequent
Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the 2011 Regional Transportation Plan (“Plan”) relating to and
environmentally assessing environmental effects of this Plan; and

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

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

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the SEIR for the 2011 Regional Transportation Plan
has been presented to the Kern COG Policy Board as the decision-making body of the Lead Agency, and
that Kern COG has independently reviewed and evaluated the information contained in both the Draft and
Final SEIR and written and oral testimony; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG, as the decision-making body for the Lead Agency,
hereby certifies that the SEIR for the 2011 Regional Transportation Plan has been completed in
compliance with CEQA and CEQA Guidelines; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG finds that certain changes or mitigation measures
will substantially lessen or avoid potentially significant environmental effects identified in the Final SEIR
and will be incorporated into the Regional Transportation Plan as conditions of future entitlements,
permits, and agreements; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that certain unavoidable significant environmental effects, resulting
from Plan implementation even with mitigation measures to reduce these effects, have been identified in
the SEIR, but it is infeasible to avoid or substantially lessen these effects because of specified economic,
social or other considerations; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that as required by CEQA, Kern COG has balanced the benefits of
the Plan against unavoidable significant environmental effects in determining whether to approve the
Plan, and Kern COG has independently determined that the benefits of the Plan outweigh the
unavoidable significant environmental effects for the reasons stated in the Statement of Overriding
Considerations; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG approves Exhibit A: Statement of Overriding
Considerations and Exhibit B: Mitigation Monitoring Program.



AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 15" DAY OF JULY 2010

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Paul Linder, Chair
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
ATTEST:

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly
authorized at a regularly-scheduled meeting held on the 15th day of July 2010.

Ronald E. Brummett, Executive Director
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

Date:

Resolution No. 17-10

FINAL SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE 2011 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN: (1) CERTIFICATION OF SUBSEQUENT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT,; (2) ADOPTION OF STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS; (3) ADOPTION OF
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
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BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, KERN COUNTY
RESOLUTION NO. 10-18
In the Matter of:

ADOPTION OF THE 2011 RTP, 2011 FTIP AND CORRESPONDING AIR QUALITY 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, federal planning regulations require that Metropolitan Planning Organizations prepare and
adopt a Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) for their region; and

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

WHEREAS, a 2011 Regional Transportation Plan has been prepared in full compliance with federal
guidance; and

WHEREAS, a 2011 Regional Transportation Plan has been prepared in accordance with state guidelines
adopted by the California Transportation Commission; and

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

WHEREAS, the 2011 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (2011 FTIP) has been prepared to
comply with Federal and State requirements for local projects and through a cooperative process between the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), the State Department of
Transportation (Caltrans), principal elected officials of general purpose local governments and their staffs, and public
owner operators of mass transportation services acting through the Kern COG forum and general public
involvement; and

WHEREAS, the 2011 FTIP program listing is consistent with: 1) the 2011 Regional Transportation Plan; 2)
the 2010 State Transportation Improvement Program; and 3) the Corresponding Conformity Analysis; and

WHEREAS, the 2011 FTIP contains the MPO’s certification of the transportation planning process assuring
that all federal requirements have been fulfilled; and

WHEREAS, the 2001 FTIP meets all applicable transportation planning requirements per 23 CFR Part
450; and

WHEREAS, projects submitted in the 2011 FTIP must be financially constrained and the financial plan
affirms that funding is available; and

WHEREAS, the 2011 RTP and 2011 FTIP includes a new Conformity Analysis; and
WHEREAS, the MPO must demonstrate conformity per 40 CFR Part 93 for the RTP and FTIP; and

WHEREAS, the 2011 RTP and 2011 FTIP do not interfere with the timely implementation of the
Transportation Control Measures; and



WHEREAS, the 2011 RTP and 2011 FTIP conforms to the applicable SIPs; and

WHEREAS, the documents have been widely circulated and reviewed by Kern COG advisory committees
representing the technical and management staffs of the member agencies; representatives of other
governmental agencies, including State and Federal; representatives of special interest groups; representatives of
the private business sector; and residents of Kern County consistent with public participation process adopted by
Kern COG; and

WHEREAS, a public hearing was conducted on May 20, 2010 to hear and consider comments on the 2011
RTP, 2011 FTIP, and Corresponding Conformity Analysis; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

1. The Kern Councils of Governments adopts the 2011 RTP, 2011 FTIP, and Corresponding Conformity
Analysis.

2. The Kern Council of Governments finds that the 2011 RTP and 2011 FTIP are in conformity with the
requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act Amendments and applicable State Implementation Plans for air
quality.

AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 15" DAY OF JULY 2010.

AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:
Paul Linder, Chair
Kern Council of Governments
ATTEST:

| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments duly
authorized at a regularly scheduled meeting held on the 15th day of July 2010.

Ronald E. Brummett, Executive Director
Kern Council of Governments

Date:
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