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1. INTRODUCTION

This project has been initiated to address the intersection of State Route 178 (SR
178) and State Route 184 (SR 184) by proposing to use future Bedford Green
Drive as a bypass for traffic from northbound SR 184 to westbound SR 178. This
will eliminate SR 184 northbound to SR 178 westbound traffic. The proposed
intersection of SR 184 and Bedford Green Drive will require the flattening of a
couple of vertical curves along SR 184 in an effort to improve design speed and
sight distance. The existing sidewalk, curb and gutter that run parallel to State
Route 184 within the project limits will be reconstructed, including the curb
returns and curb ramps at the proposed intersection. This project will improve
safety by redirecting traffic at this proposed intersection and increase sight
distance.

The escalated construction and right of way capital cost for this project is
$1,400,000 and $6,000 respectively (Attachment D). Additional Right of Way
will not be required. This safety improvement project will be funded from the
201.010 program in the 2010 SHOPP.

Project Limits 06-Ker-184-11.1/11.3

Dist., Co., Rte., PM

Capital Costs: $1,400,000

Right of Way Costs: $6,000

Funding Source: SHOPP

Number of Alternatives: 2

Recommended for 1

Programming or

Approved Alternative

Type of Facility Conventional Highway

(conventional,

expressway, freeway):

Number of Structures: 0

Attached CE

Environmental

Determination/Document:

Legal Description Kern County on State
Route 184 from PM
11.1toPM 11.3

2. RECOMMENDATION/PROPOSAL

It is recommended that this Project Study Report-Project Report be approved, the
project be amended into the 2010 SHOPP and authorization granted to proceed to
the design phase.




the design phase.
BACKGROUND

e Project History

SR 184 approaches SR 178 (traveling west and east) from the south at a skewed
“tee” angle. Currently all turning movements are allowed at the intersection.
Traffic Investigations Report indicates that there were 17 collisions at this
intersection during the five-year period ending April 30, 2009. Traffic
investigations initiated this project with a conceptual report on 6/25/09. An
amendment to the conceptual report was approved on 3/11/2010. The conceptual
report amendment proposes that a project be prepared to reconfigure the
intersection of SR 178 and SR 184, prohibiting the turning movements from
northbound SR 184 to westbound SR 178. Vehicles traveling northbound on SR
184 to westbound SR 178 will be redirected to future Bedford Green Drive,
located approximately half of a mile to the south of SR 178/184 intersection and
approximately three quarters of a mile to the west of SR 178/184 intersection,
which will improve safety by improving sight distance.

e Community Interaction .

The City of Bakersfield, Bakersfield City School District, K. Hovnanian
(developer/owner), and District 6 Caltrans met various times to discuss the
construction of an elementary and junior high school at Bedford Green Drive and
SR 184, the construction of Bedford Green Drive, and the profile modification of
SR 184. All parties entered into a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) for the
Construction of Bedford Green Drive and profile modification at the intersection
of SR 184 and Bedford Green Drive on 3/18/2010 in an effort to facilitate traffic
circulation after construction of all proposed facilities. The elementary and junior
high schools will open in August 2013. The MOU states that all work on SR 184
and Bedford Green Drive must be completed before August 2013.

e Existing Facility

This portion of SR 184 in Kern County is part of the National Network
with Terminal Access for STAA trucks. Trucks account for about 16%
of traffic on this segment of the highway. This segment of SR 184 is
currently in a rural area with a 2009 ADT (average daily traffic) of 5,700
vehicles. There is no posted speed limit within the project area. The
Ultimate Transportation Corridor for this portion of Route 184 is an
undivided four-lane conventional highway that runs north and south. The
land use at this location is primarily for agriculture, grazing, commercial
and residential development.

The proposed intersection of Bedford Green Drive and SR 184 will form
a “tee” with Bedford Green Drive approaching SR 184 from the west.
Bedford Green Drive is not a paved road yet, but where it intersects with
SR 184, it has a concrete entrance with curb returns and ADA ramps.




Currently at this intersection, there is an existing two-way left-turn lane
on SR 184 to proposed Bedford Green Drive. The SR 184 profile is
relatively steep with a current design speed of 40 MPH. There is also a
sidewalk with two storm drains located on the North side of SR 184.

4. PURPOSE AND NEED STATEMENT

e Need

LOS D is assigned to both the rural and urban portions since a majority of the
route is urban. The 2030 Concept Facility describes SR 184 as a 4-lane
conventional highway. Since local development, such as schools and housing, is
underway along Bedford Green Drive, this project must be constructed to provide
access to this development. Also, a safety project is needed to reduce the number
of accidents at the intersection of SR 178/184. Redirecting traffic at the proposed
intersection of SR 184 and Bedford Green Drive will improve safety by
improving sight distance of this segment of SR 184 and will reduce the number of
accidents at the intersection of SR 178/184.

e Purpose

The purpose of this project is to improve safety at the intersection of SR 178/184
by redirecting the traffic to the proposed intersection of SR 184/Bedford Green
Drive. Also the leveling of the profile in the vicinity of this proposed intersection
will enhance safety by improving sight distance.

5. DEFICIENCIES

The existing roadbed profile has comparatively steep sag and vertical curves with
a sight distance of 300 feet which provides a design speed of 40 MPH. In the
most recent three-year study, there were no accidents recorded within the project
limits (see Attachment E), however, at the intersection (SR 184 & SR 178)
located approximately 0.84 miles to the North of this proposed intersection, there
have been a total of 17 accidents during the 3-year period from January 1, 2006 to
December 31, 2009. The types of collisions were as follows: 3 sideswipes, 1 rear
end, 7 broadside, 2 hit objects, 1 overturn, and 3 unknown. The actual accident
rate of 0.85 ACCS/MV (accidents per million vehicles) was higher than the
statewide average of 0.19 ACCS/MV.




Three Year Accident Data (January 1, 2006 to December 31, 2009)
(Accidents per Million Vehicles)

State Route Actual (MV) Average (MV)
184 Fatal F+l Total Fatal F+ Total
PM 11.1/11.3 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 0.018 | 0.61 1.50

As mitigation for this existing intersection of SR 184 and SR 178, it was
proposed that the future Bedford Green Drive be utilized as a bypass for traffic
from northbound Route 184 to westbound Route 178. This will reduce the
traffic accident rate at the SR178/SR 184 intersection.

6. CORRIDOR AND SYSTEM COORDINATION

Route 184 serves the State of California as a north/south route and travels across
primarily agricultural, grazing land and commercial land use in the San J oaquin
Valley. Itis designated as a State Highway Terminal Access Route for STAA
trucks under the Federal Surface Transportation Assistance Act of 1982. It serves
as a link between State Route 223 near the City of Arvin and Route 178 within the
Bakersfield City limits. This highway is most commonly used by agricultural
trucks, commuter, and recreational traffic.

7. ALTERNATIVES
Two alternatives are considered including the “no-build” alternative.

7A. VIABLE ALTERNATIVES

The “Build” alternative recommends that the existing roadbed profile be modified
by flattening the sag and vertical curves east and west of the intersection of State
Route 184 and proposed Bedford Green Drive to accommodate desirable design
speed of 50 MPH. With the profile modification, the sidewalk, curb and gutter,
that run parallel to State Route 184 within the project limits, would be
reconstructed along with constructing curb returns and wheelchair ramps to
accommodate ADA requirements at Bedford Green Drive. Also, a drainage
system will be provided as recommended by District Hydraulics Branch. A
Geotechnical study was conducted by Headquarters Geotechnical Branch and 2:1
side slopes with retaining walls are recommended at locations where nonstandard
slopes are proposed. The recommendation was approved by District Landscape
Branch on August 16, 2011. Based on this cost and the latest collision data
supporting a Safety Index (SI) above the threshold of 200, the proposed project
will be funded from the 201.010 (HB-1) program. No right of way acquisition or
utility relocation is anticipated for this alternative.




7B. REJECTED ALTERNATIVES

The “No-Build” alternative would not meet the project need and purpose and
therefore is rejected.

CONSIDERATIONS REQUIRING DISCUSSION

A. Hazardous Waste

There are no potential hazardous waste concerns.

B. Value Analysis

Value Analysis (VA) for this project is not required.
C. Right of Way Issues

Right of Way acquisition would not be required to complete this project. There is
an 8” gas line behind the existing sidewalk. A field review was conducted, to
locate the vicinity of the gas line, on September 20, 2011, with PG&E and
Caltrans Utility. It was determined that the possibility of the gas line being in
conflict and requiring relocation is low. The Risk Management Plan addresses the
risks associated with the gas line. There is a sewer line identified in the project
area. The only foreseeable conflict is the adjustment of one sewer manhole. The
manhole lies outside of the traveled way and will need to be adjusted during
construction. (Attachment F)

D. Environmental Issues
There are no Environmental concerns for this project. The project is Categorically
Exempt under California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and Categorically

Excluded under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and
determination was made on August 11, 2011.

E. Air Quality Conformity

There are 1o air quality conformity concerns for this project.

F. Noise Studies

This is not a Type I project. Per Caltrans Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol and in
accordance with 23 CFR772, and FHWA Policy (Highway Noise Analysis1995),
Traffic Noise Analysis is not needed for projects that are not Type L




G. Geotechnical

Small sections of this project will require slopes at a minimum of 2:1 (H:V) due
existing right of way limitations. A geotechnical report has been prepared,
detailing the design of these slopes, which will require building retaining walls at
these sections. Three recommendations were made for retaining walls and they
were Type 1 Wall, Type 5 Wall, or 2 Gabion Basket Wall. Where the proposed
slopes of the project are steeper than standard, a Type 1 Wall will be proposed in
the cut section and a Gabion Basket Wall will be proposed in the fill section.

H. Landscape Architecture

Landscape Architecture has performed a preliminary review for this project. They
have found this project to be situated in an area that is mostly used for grazing
with existing and planned commercial and residential uses. The roadsides are
mainly rural flat and rolling terrain. Landscape has identified the following as
potential issues.
e Side Slope:
To accommodate the vertical curve improvements, it is anticipated that the
existing side slopes will be disturbed and modified. Slope design is an
important visual characteristic of this project. All slopes should be
designed at gradients of 4:1 (H:V) or flatter, however some sections of this
project will have design slopes minimum of 2:1 and require a slope design
exception , which has been approved by the District Landscape Architect
(Attachment G). In addition, the tops and toes of all slopes shall be
rounded to create a more natural appearance.

e Erosion Control:

All areas disturbed during the construction of this project will require an
erosion control application. The preliminary cost for erosion control is
$10,000 per acre and has been included in the construction cost estimate.

I. Risk Management

A risk management plan has been developed by the Project Manager as shown on
Attachment K.

J. Cooperative Agreement

A Cooperative Agreement is currently being prepared for the construction phase
of this project. There are two projects being worked on at the intersection of
Bedford Green and SR 184. The City of Bakersfield’s (City) road connection
project will be constructed by the Spring 2012. Caltrans safety project (06-
01.900_ Profile Correction) would go out to construction in the Fall 2012.
Because of the safety issues associated with this project, the cost savings, and
early delivery, Caltrans and the City have agreed to combine both projects during




construction. The City would advertise, award and administer the construction
work. (Attachment L)

9. OTHER CONSIDERATIONS AS APPROPRIATE

e Transportation Management Plan (TMP)

Preliminary traffic impacts and mitigation for this project have been outlined in
the attached Transportation Management Plan (TMP Data Sheet). Costs
associated with the traffic impact management measures listed in the TMP Data
Sheet have been included in this funding estimate.

More detailed TMP will be provided by District Traffic Operations Branch at the
PS&E stage.

Full (complete) highway closure is anticipated throughout the duration (15 days)
of the roadway work. The City of Bakersfield has approved the conceptual design
of the detour for the complete road closure. Night work will be avoided due to the
presence of kit fox in this area. The City of Bakersfield has approved the
conceptual design of the detour plan for the complete road closure. (Attachment
H)

o National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)/ Storm Water
This project is exempt from incorporating the Permanent Treatment Best
Management Practices. A Storm Water Data Report was prepared to address
impact to storm water, drainage issues, erosion control, and funding which is
included in the cost estimate. (Attachment I)

10. COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT

During construction of the project, there will be a 15 day road closure on SR
184. Traffic will be detoured through SR 178 and Fairfax Rd. The City has
approved the conceptual plan. As part of the outreach plan, a TMP will be
developed by Caltrans during PS&E to address the aforementioned issues.

11. ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION/DOCUMENT

The project was determined by Caltrans District 6 Environmental Branch to be
Categorically Exempt under California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
to be Categorically Excluded under the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA), on August 11, 2011. (Attachment J)




12. FUNDING
12A. CAPITAL & SUPPORT COST

Project Cost
Component Fiscal Years Total
11121 12713 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17

R/W Capital $6
Const. Capital** $1,400 $1,400
PA&ED* $0 $0
PS&E* $365 $365
R/W Support™* $9 $9
Const.Support™® $101 $101
Total $380 | $1,501 | $0 $0 $0 $0 $1881

All costs X$1000. Support Categories are the same as those identified by SB 45.
Construction Capital escalated at 3%. Right of Way Capital estimate is escalated.
Support cost escalated at 3.1%

Support Cost ratio: 34% [All Support Costs (*) divided by the sum of the escalated Construction Capital
(**) and the escalated R/W Capital]

13. SCHEDULE
HQ Milestones Delivery Date
(Month, Day, Year)

PA&ED 10/1/11
Program Project 11/1/11
District PS&E 12/2/2011
PS&E to HQ 2/2/2012
R/W Cert 3/1/2012
RTL 3/2/2012
Approve Contract 77112012
CCA 11/1/2012
End Project 11/1/16

14. FHWA COORDINATION

This project is eligible for federal-aid funding and is considered to be STATE-
AUTHORIZED under current Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
Stewardship Agreement with Caltrans. No FHWA coordination required.




15. PROJECT PERSONNEL

Project Manager: Minerva Rodriguez
Design Senior: Gurbhay Brar

Project Engineer: David Velazco
Environmental Manager: Kirsten Helton

Right of Way Manager: Chanin Selway

16. PROJECT REVIEWS

Field Review Gurbhay Brar, Gurdeep Brar,

(559) 243-3518
(559) 230-3106
(559) 230-3103
(559) 445-6282

(559) 445-6237

Date

District Maintenance  Bill Moses

Date

District Safety Review _Ed Salazar, David Velazco

Date

HQ Design Coordinator/Reviewer _Mike Janzen

Date

Project Manager District Safety Review  Minerva R.

Date

District SHOPP Program Advisor _Marco Sanchez

Date

HQ SHOPP Program Advisor _Janice Benton

Date

17. ATTACHMENTS:

Title Plan Sheet

Typical Cross Section Plan Sheet
Layout Plan Sheet

Cost Estimate

TASAS Table B

Right of Way Data Sheet
Slope Exception Memo

TMP Data Sheet

Storm Water Data Report
Environmental Document
Risk Management Plan

Draft Cooperative Agreement

FRESEQEEYO®E R

7/1/10
o
9/7/11
9/7/11
9/7/11
9/7/11
3/1/10
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PROJECT REPORT COST ESTIMATE

Dist-Co-Rte: 06-Ker-184
PM: PM 11.1-11.3
EA: 06-0L900K
Program Code: 201.010

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Limits: in Kern County near Bakersfieid from 0.5 miles west of SR 184 and SR 178 intersection

This project proposes o flatten the roadbed profile in an effort to improve design speed and
Proposed gjght distance. With this new profile improvement, the existing sidewalk, curb and gutter that

improvement:irun parailel to State Route 184 within the project limits will be reconstructed, including the curb

returns and wheelchair ramps at the intersection of Bedford Green Drive and State Route 184.

{Scope of Work)
Alternative: |1
SUMMARY OF PROJECT COST ESTIMATE
TOTAL ROADWAY ITEMS $ 1,393,744
TOTAL STRUCTURE ITEMS $ 0
SUBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION COSTS $ 1,393,744
TOTAL RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS (Escallated) $ 6,000
TOTAL PROJECT CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $ 1,399,744
Reviewed by
Design Manager: J2) 5/”
Ee (Date)
Approved by§eg P
Project Manager: / @f&? f /1
’ (Date)

Phone Number: 24 ‘:5 - 56!’5
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PROJECT REPORT COST ESTIMATE

. ROADWAY ITEMS

Section 1 - Earthwork

Roadway Excavation
Imported Borrow
Clearing & Grubbing
Develop Water Supply

Section 2 - Structural Section*
PCC Pvmt 0.5° Depth
PCC Pvmt Curb & Gutter
Asphalt Concrete

Lean Concrete Base
Cement-Treated Base
Aggregate Base

Treated Permeable Base
Aggregate Subbase
Pvmt Reinforcing Fabric
Edge Drains

Cold Planing 8' Shoulder

Section 3 - Drainage

Large Drainage Facilities

Storm Drains

Pumping Plants

Project Drainage
Drainage ‘Bnlets

AC dike

CMP

RCP

Quantity
8,100

0
1
0

125
80
3,200

3,900

olojojo

NIO|Oj©

700

Dist-Co-Rte: 06-Ker-184
PM: PM 11.1-11.3
EA: 06-0LO00K
Program Code: 201.010

Section Cost

Unit Unit Price ltem Cost
CY $25 $202.500
Toy 50 $0
LS $5,000 $5,000

LS $0 $0

$0

$0

Subtotal Earthwork:

cY $350 $43.750

cY $200 $16,000
Tons $80 $256,000
oy $0 $0
T oy $0 $0
cY $32 $124.800

T oy $0 $0
oy $0 $0
FT* $0 $0

FT $0 $0
“savo T s $0
T - $0

Subiotal Structural Section:

LS $0 $0
$0 $0
$0 $0

EA $2,500 $5.000

FT $2 $1.400

FT $0 $0

FT $0 $0

Subtotal Drainage:

* Reference sketch showing typical structural section elements of the roadway. include (if available) T.l., R-Value and

date when tests were performed.

Page 2 of 6

$207,500

$440,550

$6,400




PROJECT REPORT COST ESTIMATE

Section 4 - Special ltems
Retaining Walls (Gabion)
Additional Water Pollution
WPC Maintenance Sharing
Prepare WPC

Temporary Conc Washout
Temprary DI Protection
Construction Site Manage
Texture and Stain barrier
Erosion Contro}

Slope Protection

Noise Barriers

Haz Materials Mitigation
Environmental Mitigation

Resident Engineer Office

Section 5 - Traffic ltems

Public Information

Traffic Design Estimate
Temporary Traffic Signals
Electrical Controller
Roadside Signs

Traffic Control Systems
Traffic Management Plan
Construction Area Signs
Poriable Changeable Sign
COZEEP

Dist-Co-Rte: 06-Ker-184
PM: PM 11.1-11.3
EA: 06-0L900K
Program Code: 201.010

Section Cost

Quantity Unit Unit Price item Cost
500 CcY $400 $200.000
1 LS $1,100 $1.100
1 LS $250 250
1 LS $1,100 1,100
1 LS $2,500 2.500
2 EA $1,000 $2.000
1 LS $34,000 $34,000
0 LS $0 $0
1 LS $35,000 $35.000
0 LS %0 $0
0 LS $0 $0
0 $0 $0
0 $0 $0
1 LS $10,000 $10.000
' $0

$0

$0

Subtotal Specialty ltems:

1 LS $11,000 $11.000
1 LS $35,000 $35.000
0 LS $0
0 LS $0
1 LS $2,000 $2.000
1 ‘LS $20,000 $20.000
1 LS $30,000 $30.000
1 LS $5,500 $5,500
1 LS $18,000 18,000
0 T s $0 $0

Subtotal Traffic items:

TOTAL SECTIONS 1 thru

Page 3 of6

$285,950

$121,500

$1,061,900




PROJECT REPORT COST ESTIMATE

Dist-Co-Rte: 06-Ker-184
PM: PM 11.1-11.3
EA: 06-0LOOOK
Program Code: 201.010

Section 6 - Minor ltems ltem Cost

Section Cost

$1,061,900 X 0.05 = $53,095

(Subtotal Sections 1 thru 5) (5 o 10%)

TOTAL SECTION 6 MINOR ITEMS: $53,005
Section 7 - Roadway Mobilization
$1,114,995 X 0.05 = $55,750
(Subtotal Sections 1 thru 6) (05%)
TOTAL SECTION 7 MOBILIZATION ITEMS: $55,750
Section 8 - Roadway Additions
Supplemental Work
$1,114,995 X 0.05 = $55,750
(Subtotal Sections 1 thru 6) (5 to 10%)
Contingencies
$1,114,995 X 0.15 = $167,249
(Subtotal Sections 1 thru 6) (15%)
TOTAL SECTION 8 ROADWAY ADDITIONS: $222,999
TOTAL ROADWAY ITEMS: $1,393,744
(Subtotal Sections 1 thru 8)
Estimate Prepared 0N
by: M@g u szjj /g Lot e Phone: 559-230-3103 l6~6~0
David g}é!azco (Date)
Estimate Checked ,
by: (loirercf. ,g A A Phone: 559-230-3106 o f b fi ¢
W 77 “Gurbhay Brar (Date)

**Jge appropriate percentage per PDPM, Part 3 Chapter 20.

hitp:/iwww.dot.ca.govihaloppd/pdpm/pdpm.him - pdpm
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PROJECT REPORT COST ESTIMATE

Il. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Dist-Co-Rte: 06-Ker-184
PM: PM 11.1-11.3
EA: 06-0L900K
Program Code: 201.010

STRUCTURE
No. 1 No. 2 No. 3

Bridge Name
Structure Type
Width (out to out) - (ft) 0
Span Length - (it) 0
Total Area - f® 0 0
Footing Type (pile/spread)
Cost Per ft? (incl. 10% mobilization & 25%
contingencies $0 $0 $0
Total Cost for Structure $0 $0 $0
Other $0 $0 $0
* Add additional structures as necessary _

SUBTOTAL STRUCTURES ITEMS $0
Railroad Related Costs (Not incl. in R/W Est) $0

TOTAL STRUCTURES ITEMS $0
COMMENTS:
Estimate Prepared
by_ PhOhei
(Date)

(If appropriate, attach additional pages as backup)
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PROJECT REPORT COST ESTIMATE

lil. RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS

Acquisition, including excess lands and
damages to remainder(s) and Goodwill

Utitity Relocation (State share)
Clearance/Demolition

RAP

Title and Escrow Fees
Construction Contract Work

Current Values
(Future Use)

$0

$5,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

TOTAL RIGHT OF WAY**

* Escalated to assumed year of advertising.
** Current total value for use on Sheet 1

Estimate Prepared
by:

Dist-Co-Rte: 06-Ker-184

PM: PM 11.1-11.3

EA: 06-0L900K
Program Code: 201.010

Escalation Escalated
Rates Values®
0.0% $0
20.0% $6,000
0.0% $0
0.0% $0
0.0% $0
0.0% $0
$6,000
ESCALLATED VALUE*

Date to which Values are Escalated: 0/0/00

Phone:

(If appropriate, attach additional pages and backup including Right of Way Data Sheet and Environmental Mitigation

and Compliance Cost Estimate Sheet).

Page 6 0of6




H INTNHDVLLY.

. OTM22130
02116/2011
0321 PM

Logation Description

© Gallfornia Department of Transportation®
Table B - Selective Accldant Rate Calculgstio’n

[

Rate . Neo. of Accldents / Sibhlficance Pers
Group S Myl s - Kid
(RUS)  Tot Fat Inj FH .. Veh! :Wet Dark I

ADT
Main
X8t

Total
MV

M+ or ]

Actual

Fat

FH+l

Pagelt | 1
EventiD: 3120417
Accldant Rates
Average
Fat  FH . Tot

06 KER 184 011,100 - 06 KER 184 011 268 } "
0001-0001

© Accident Rates expressed as: - #

¢ rasten : . ")' B | 2 i
+ denotes that Million Vehieles (MV) ubed:jv ac‘;clic‘ Rtirats

oy

200912

of ac
!!

L8 Cogd i
« ~. For Ramps RUS only considers R(?Rur’a}l) U(Urban)

o

mHit - 0 0 0
U 3 .

= - BRI
- L

ot }\fl&hicle miles

1 K
i) . .
instead {for interssctions and ramps).

48

| A
122!

0.000

20

L ,
00:7,0018 .61 150

LR N
i
'!
i
.
o
o

A
i i
0o
: '
.
.
N
T
G
T
T
P
. ‘; H
R
A
Th i
il




State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency

Memorandum
To:  Gurbhay Brar Date: 8/25/2011
File: CD 06 EA OL90OK Alt ALTI1REV
Attn | Co KER  RTE 184
DESCRIPTION:

Vertical Curve Improvements

From: Department of Transportation
Division of Right of Way Central Region

Subject: RIGHT OF WAY DATA SHEET
We have completed an estimate of the right of way costs for the

above-referenced project based on the Right of Way Data Sheet
Request Form dated 8/8/2011

The following assumptions and limiting conditions were identified:

Appraisal

Utility

According to Design, the only for seeable conflict is a sewer manhole. Also, as per
Design, no potholing has been requested for this project because the gas line is
outside of the current right of way. No company utility verification or claims of
liability were completed for this estimate. Once verifications have been completed and
utilities plotted an updated estimate should be requested.

Right of Way Lead Time will require a minimum of 3 months after we receive Certified
Appraisal Maps and/or Utility Conflict Plans, obtained necessary environmental
clearance and applicable freeway agreements have been approved.

i

_%n NICHOLAS G DUMAS
Assistant Region Divig:
(559)445~6195

bn Chief, Right of Way

Page10f3
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EA: 06-0L800K COIRTEPM-PM (Rte 1 and Rte 2) : KER/184/11.1-11.3 & /- Request Date:  8/8/2011

ALT: ALTIREV Revised Date:
Right Of Way Cost Estimate Current Year | Contingency Rate |  Right of Way Escalated Year
2011 Escalation Rate 2012
Acquisition: $0 25% 5% $0
Mitigation: %0 25% 5% $0
State Share of Utilities: $5,000 25% 5% $5,788
Expert Witness: $0 25% 5% $0
Relocation Assistance: $0 25% 5% $0
Demolition and Clearance: $0 25% 5% $0
Title and Escrow: $0 25% 5% $0
Ad Signs: $0 25% 5% $0
Total Current Value: $5,000 $6,788
If RW Cost Est fields are blank, Costs = $0
Estimated Construction Contract Work (CCW): RAW LEAD TIME/Mo. 3
RR invelvement
Cost Break Down
Pot Hole Railroad Facilities or Right of Way NO
Affected?
Mitigation
Land Const/Maint Agreement: NO.
Bank Service Contract: NO"
Permit Fee =
Right of Entry: NO™
Parcel Data Clauses: NO
# of Parcel Type X: - -
Estimated Lead-time NO
# of Parcel Type A:
less than $10,000 non-complex ‘ Utilities
# of Parcel Type B: ua-1: 4
more than $10,000 non-complex Owner Expense
# of Parcel Type C: ' ua-z: , ) 0
complex, special valuation State Expense, Conventional no Fed Aid
# of Parcel Type D: # of Duals Needed: U4-3: . 0
most complex and time consuming State Expense, Freeway no Fed Aid
. . ‘ U4-4: 0
Totals: ) 0 | Totals: 0 State Expense, both with Fed Aid
# of Excess Parcels: Us-7: o]
Mise RIW Work Utility verification, no relocation/potholing
# of RAP Displacements: 0 use ! ) °
Utility verification, w/ some relocation/potholing
# of Clearance/Demos: U5-9: 4
# of Const Permits: Utility verifications, relocation/potholing required

# of Condemnations:

Page2 of 3




EA: 06-0L800K ALT: ALTIREV

Parcel Area

Total R/W Required:

Total Excess Area:

General Description of RIW and Excess Lands Required (zoning, use, major improvements, critical or sensitive

parcels, etc.):

General Description of Utility Involvement:
Verticat Curve Improvements

Is there a significant effect on assessed valuation:

No

Were any previously unidentified sites with hazardous waste or materiai found:

Are RAP displacements required: No

# of single family: # of muliti-family:

{ # of business/nonprofit:

Sufficient replacement housing will be available without last resort housing:

Are material borrow or disposal sites required:
Are there potential relinquishments or abandonments:

Are there any existing or potential airspace sites:
Are environmental mitigation parcels required:

Data for evaluation provided by:
Estimator:
Railroad Liaison Agent:

Utiftiy Relocation Coordinator:

complete and current, subject to the limiting conditions set forth.

Date
ENTERED PMCS 0/25/2011

BY: H.Yang

No

# of farms: \

No
No
No
No
Maria Toles

Minerva Aceves

| have personally reviewed this Right of Way Sheet and all supporting information. 1 find this Data Sheet

S

8/18/2011
8/18/2011

NICHO

LAS G DUMAS
Assistant Region Division

C%f, Right of Way
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency

Memorandum
To: Elbert Cox Date: July 21,2011
Senior Landscape Architect
District 06 File: 06-Ker-184 PM: 1117113
SR 184 Profile Modification
Project#:
a/f / EA OLO00K
From: DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Project Development-Design
Subject: Request for Slope Exception (1:1, 1.5:1, and 2:1[F:V])

We ate preparing the Project Study Report/Project Report for the Route 184 Profile Modification
Project. This portion of State Route 184, located approximately half of a mile west of the
tntersection of State Route 178 and State Ronte 184 in Kern County, will be modified by
flattening the roadbed profils in an effort to improve design speed and sight distance. With this
new profile improvement, the existing sidewalk, curb and gutter that run parallel to State Route
184 within the project limits will be reconstructed, including the curb retuzns and wheelchair
tamps at the intersection of Bedford Green Drive and State Route 184. Attached ave the title plan,
layout plan, typical cross-sections plan, and geotechnical report.

This project has been in the PID stags for some months now. Over those months, we have
conducted a number of meetings regarding the cost of Right of Way Purchase and ways that we
can design the project withont going over the proposed budget. Most of the conclusions to the
meetings were avoiding buying Right of Way. To stay clear of having to buy Right of Way, we
made a number of decisions regarding slopes, with the approval of the Geotechnical Branch in
Headquarters.

Tt is understood that a slope of 4:1(H:V) is desirable. However, for this project, we are atternpting
to eliminate right of way impacts. We are proposing cut slopes of 1.5 1{H:V) or flatter with no
benches. We are proposing fill slopes of 2:1 (H:V) or flatter, with a short section (Station 35+85 to
Station 36+05) of 1:1(H:V) il slope. The Headquarters Geotechnical Branch has given us details
on how to accomplish that. Making the cut and fill slopes flatter than proposed would entail the
purchase of substantial additional right of way.

Please approve the proposed slopes and retuin to me by July 29, 2011. If you need further
information or have any questions, please contact me at (559) 230-3103 or my Supervisor,
Gurbhay Brar at (559) 230-3106. : '

Gurbhay Brar
Senior Engineer, Design IV, BranchC

APPROVED: gé/ CZ/AD 8 -lo—eon

Etbert Cox 4 Date
District Landscape Architect




Department of Transportation
District 6

TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PLAN DATA SHEET
: S 06-Ker 184-PM 11.1/11.2
MESA MARIN PROFILE CORRECTION
PROJECT NUMBER: 0600000343-K
August 12, 2011

Prepared For: GURBHAY BRAR, Design Senior
Office of Design IV, Branch C
Attn: David Velazco

Prepared By:  JOSE FERNANDEZ, JR.

Concurred By: Approved By:
“BENIAMIN'C. CAMARENA JOSE EERNANDEZ, JR., P.E.
District 6 — District Traffic Manager District 6 — TMP Manager

This updated Transportation Management Plan (TMP) data sheet is prepaed in response {0
a request from Office of Design IV, Braoch C dated August 01,2011,

Attached is the updated TMP Data Sheet for the above referenced project. Per Deputy
Directive 60, TMP must be considered at the early stage of all projects and activities
performed on the State Highway System. The following items shall be inclurded in the
project initiation document (PID):

1) The updated TMP Data Sheet shall be attached to the project initiationdocument (P1D).

2) Any costs associated with the traffic impact mitigation measures listedin the updated
TMP Data Sheet shall be included in the PID estimate.

3) The following statements shall be included in the body of the PID:




Updated TMP Data Sheet Project No. 0600000343-K Ciy/Rte/PM: Ker [84-PM 11.1/11.2
Design Senior: Gurbhay Brar Office of Design IV, Branch C
Date: August 12, 2011 Poge2 of 2

“Preliminary traffic impacts and mitigation for this project have been outlined in the
attached updated Transportation Matiégement Plan Data Sheet (TMP Data Sheet). Costs
associated with the waffic fropact mitigation measures Histed in the updated TMP Data
Sheet have been included in this documents estimate.” :

« A TMP for this project is required and should be requested when the design is complete
enough to determine specific maffic impacts, but yet eazly enough to make design
changes/additions required for traffic mitigation.”

1 ane closure charts and detailed TMP will be provided during PS&E stage.”
“Full/complete highway closure during daytime hours is anticipated throughout the
duration of the project. Night work will be avoided due to the presence of kit fox in this

area. A detour plan will be developed during the PS&E stage.”

If you have any questions, please contact me at 559-444-2492.

Attachments: -
~ Updated TMP Data Sheet




DISTRICT 6 - TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

UPDATED DATA SBEET
(TMP Elements and Cosis)

ey

CORTEY
PROJECT NAME

PROJECT LIMIT

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A4) The project includes the following:
(Check all that applicable type of fucility closures.)

reeway Off-ramps
reeway On-ramps
Local Streets

Highway or Freeway Lanes
Highway or Freeway Shoulders
Freeway Connectors

B} Are there any coustruction strategies that can restore existing number of lanes?
i No “Yes (Check all applicable strategies.)

Temporary Roadway Widening
Structure Involvement?

Lane Restriping (Temporary narrow lane widths)

Roadway Realigoment (Detour around work area}

‘Median and/or Right Shoulder Utilization

“Use of HOV lane as Temporary Mixed Flow Lane

Staging Alternatives (Explain Below)

No (If yes, notify Project Manager)

o) Caiculated Delay
(To be performed if construction strategies in ltem B do not

or on al} projects along Interstate 5 and Route o0

mitigate congestion resulting from ftem A

i minutes
moipuies
minutes

1.  Estimated Maximum Individual delay

2. Existing or Acceptable Individual Vehicle Delay

3. Estimated Individual Vehicle Delay Requiring Mitigation
4.  Estimate Defay Cost (Most Applicable)

% Extended Weekend Closure

L4 Weekly (7 days)

5.  Estimated Duration of Project Related Delays

6.  Cost of Construction Related delays

# of Days

TMP Estimates based on X-Number of Working Days

requiring Lane/ Shoulder/Ramp/Freeway/Highway Closures: FRTs A Workiné Days




' : UPDATED TMP DATASHEET

PAGE2 OF 2
Date: S Cnty/Rte: KER 184
Design Sem?rrr:. Gurbhay Brar PM 111182
Branch: C Office of Design: v EA 0600000343
) Prefiminary TMP Elements and cost: {Identify all elements and estimated costs that will be used to

mitigate congestion resulting from the proposed constructiorn activities.)

Construction Strategies (In Addition {o

Elements Identified on Itom B)
s Two-way Traffic On Qne Side
“Reversible Lanes
amp/Connector Closuse
ight Work
xtended Weckend Work
‘Ped/Bicycle Access Improvements
" Maintain Business Access

-+ B Bidding

nnovative Const. Techniques
ocordination w/ Adi. Const. Site
peed Limit Reduction
= Traffic Screens

Public Information - Bees # 066063
» Brochures & Mailers

Press Release/Media Alerts

Paid Advertisements

Public Information Center/Kiosks

Freight Travel Information

4.
rl
L]
L]
El
L

2. Motorist Information Strategies

y Traffic Radio Announcernents

Fired CMS

Portable CMS BEES 128650
Temporary Motorist Information Signs
Ground Moonte Signs {(Detow)
Dynamic Speed Message Sign
Highway Advisory Radio

CT Hwy Infom. Network (CHIN)

£

5,  Demand Managenent

HEHOV Lane/Ramps

ariable Work Hours
"elecommuting

- Truck/Beavy Vehicle Restrictions

$ncident Management
Transportation Management Center
Traffic Management Team (TMT)
Intelligent Transportation Systems
"Traff. Surveillance (Toop & CCTV)
Helicopter Surveillance
Tow/Freaway

COZEEP BEES 066062

Ridesharing/Carpooling Incentives .
Park & Ride Promotion '

Alternative Route Sirategies
Off-site Detours/Use of Alf. Ries :
| Signal Timing/Coord. Improvements z
1125 Temporary Traffic Signals

4.  Construction Strategies (In Addition te
Eiements Identified on Itemn B)
Lane Requirement Chart
Construction Staging

Traffic Handling Plans

Full Facility Closures

Local Road Closures

Lane Modifications

One-Way. Reversing Operation

Other Considerations
Application of New Technologies

7.

PROJECE NOTES:

1. Current doliar values used. Inflation was not factored into the estimate.

2. There are no noise restrictions / moratoriums for night work.

3. Traffic Control/Miaintain Traffic costs was not provided. Please consult wi

4. Portable CMS specified for this project by this estimate is designed for congestion
required for other purposes should be included under other specifications.

5. COZEEP specified for this project by this estimate is designated for congestion relief as outlined by BD-60.
COZEEP required for other purposes should be incfuded under other specifications.

. The TMP is a living document that is subject to change if material changes take place in the final version of the proj
if changes axe required during construction to respond 10 excessive levels of congestion.

7. This updated TMP Data Sheet supersedes the previous TMP Data Sheet dated February 01, 201 1.

y d d signs depends on the Desien Engineer's estimate,
ye i o . ' DATE:
JOE FERNANDEZ OFFICE OF TRAFFIC OPERATIONS August 12, 2011

th the OF or construction office for this estimate.
relief as outlined by DD-60. Portable CMS

ect phase or




Long Form - Storm Water Data Report

/
Dist-County-Route: 06-Ker-184 o
Post Mile Limits: 12.4/44.3
Proiect Type: Road‘Proﬁle Improvement,
Project iD (or EA) 0600000343 (06-0L900K)

Program identification: HB-1

Phase: 5 PiD
PA/ED
O " PS&E

Regional Water Quality Control Board(s): Central Valley Region (5F)

is the Project required to consider Treatment BMPs? Yes [ No X
If yes, can Treatment BMPs be incorporated into the project? Yes ] No X
If No, a Technical Data Report must be submitted to the RWQCB
at least 30 days prior to the projects RTL date. List RTL Date:
Total Disturbed Soil Area: 2.9 acres Risk Level: Erosivity Walver
Estimated: Construction Start Date: July 4, 2013 Construction Completion Date: August 15, 2013
Notification of Construction (NOC) Date to be submitted: Erosivity Waiver
Erosivity Waiver , Yes Date:18D No [T
Notification of ADL reuse (if Yes, provide date) Yes [} Date: No
Separate Dewatering Permit (if yes, permit number) Yes [} Permit # No

This Report has been prepared under the direction of the following Licensed Person. The Licensed Person attests to the
technical information contained herein and the date upon which recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are

based. Profession Engineer or Landscape Architect stamp required at PS&E.
v, lo/b/ i

Udaya Y/Shénkar, Registered Project Engineer Date

I have reviewed the storm water quaii@ign issues and fipd.this report to be complete, current and accurate:

oo lofé/i

Minerva Rodriguez, roject A?LgnageU /j "Daté
@W 0 ﬁxf ol BWA /0}7/’/;
Bill Moses, Designated Maintenance Representative Date
f“' k! 4 ‘Z;:'@ﬁ &96"5 g@/"?i/g!
“Brad Cole, Désignated Landscape Architect Representative Date
Xg\ W K h j O
[Stamp Required for PS&E only) Marissa Nishikawa, Districi/Regional SW Coordinator | Dbte

Calrans Storm Water Quality Handbooks
Project Planning and Design Gulde
July 2040

ATTACHMENT I
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-Rev. January 12, 2017

‘Bﬁ“mﬁspaﬁaﬁtﬁm Air @u!aéi@y @@ﬁ?@mﬁ%y Findings Checklist

Projéct Name: SR 184 vertical Curve Improvements Project o
Dist-Co-Rie-PM:.  06-K r-SR184-PM 11.1-11.3 o e EA: 08-0LO00
Federal-Aid No.: _ ' } :
‘Document Type: B 8004CE.  [] 8005GE 1ea - [ ES
Step 1. Is the project located in a nonattainment or maintenance area for ozone, nifrogen dioxide, carbon
monoxide (CO}, PM2.5, or PM10 per EPA's Green Book listing of non-attainment argas?
] 110, go to Step 6. Transporiation conformity does not apply to the project.
17 ves, go to Step 2. ‘
Step 2. Is the project exempt from conformity per 40 CFR 93.126 or 40 CFR 93:128
[&F"if yes, go to-Step 16. Thé projest is exempt from all project-level conformity requirements (40 CFR
- 93.126 or 128), {check one box below and identify the project type, if applicable).
P40 CFR 93.126  Project type: safety
[ 40CFR 93,128 '
[J 1 no, goto Step 3. o
Step 3. Is the project exempt from regional-conformity per 40 CER 93.127
1 1t yes, go to Step 8. The project is exempt from regional conformity requirements.(40 LFR93.427)
{identify the projectiype). Projectiype: '
[] Ifno gotoStep4.

| Step 4. Is the project located ina region with 2 currently confarming, RTR and TIP?

1.} 1f yes, the project 16 inéluded in-a cutrently conforming RTP and TIP péf40 CFR83.115. Thé project’s
design and-scope have not changed Significanitly from what was assumet In RTP conformity analysis |

. (40 CFR 93.45[b}. Goto Step 8.

13 1f noand the projest i§ locatéd in an isolated rural area; go to Step 5.
[ .if no.and the projectis not located in an isolated rural area, STOP and do not proceed until a conforming RTP |
and TIP are adopfed.

| Step 5. Forisclated rural areas, is the project regionally significant per40 CFR 93:101, based on:review by

Interagency Consultation? '

[] ifyss gotoStep6. _ _ .

L] 1 no, go to Step 8. The projsst; focated in dn isolated rural ared, Is not regionally significant and dogs
not require a regional smissions analysis (40 CFR 93401and 834080, =~~~

Step 8. Is he.project included in another regional conformity analysis that meets the isolated rural srea:analysis
| requirements per 40 CFR 93.109, including Interagency Consultafion-and publicinvolvement?

[l tfyes, goio Step 8. The project, idcated in an isolated rural area, has met its regional angdlysis
" requirements through inclusion in a previously-approved regional conformity analysis that mesis
current requirements (40 CFR 83.109[1).
i 0 ifno, goto Step 7. o

Step 7. The project, located in an isolated rural ares, requires a separate regional emissions analysis,

7 Regional smissions analysis for regionally significant project, located in an isolated rusal ared, is
complete. Regional confoimity analysis was conducted that includes the project and reasonably
foreseeable regionally significant projects for at Jeast 20 years. Interagency Consultation and public
participation were conducted. Based on the analysis, the interim or emission budgst conformity tests
applicabls to the area are mésl {40 OFR 93.109]1 and 95.‘5@5}41 Go fo Step 8.

Step 8. Is the project located in a CO nonattainment or maintenance area?

{0 ifno, go to Step 9. GO conformity analysis is not reqguired,

[0 ifyes, hot-spot analysis requirements for CO per the CO Protocol {or per EPA’s rodeling guidancs,
CAL3QHCR can be used with EMFAC emission factors?) have been met, Projset will not cause or
contribute fo a new localized CO violation {40 CFR £3,41% and 93.123)°. Goto.Step 0.

f" The analysis must support this conclusion before going to the next step. _ »
2 Use of the CO Protocol is strongly recommended due to its use of screening methods to minimize the need for modeling.
When modeling is needed, the Protocol simplifies the modeling approach.
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Step 9. Is the project located in 2 PM10 andlor a PNI2.5 nonatiainment or maintenance area?

1 [T ifno, go to Step 13. PHI2.5/PED conformity analysis s not required.
[ Ityes, go toStep 10.

Step 10. Is the project considered to be a Project of Air Quality Concern (POAQC), a3 described in EPA’s

Transportation Conformity Guidance for PM 10 and PM 2.57 - _

[1 1 no, tiie projectis not 2 project of concern for P10 andfor PM2.5 hot-spot analysis based on 40 CFR
93.116 and $3.123 and EPA’ Hot-Spot Analysis Guidance. Interagency Consuliaiion concurred with
this determination on 5 Go to Step 12.

[ fyes, go 1o Step 11.

Step 41. The.projectis a POAQC.

1 Theprojectisa prgieact of concern for PM10 and/or PM2.5 hot-spotanalysis based on 40 CFR 93.116

and 93.123, and EPA’s Hot-Spot Guidance. Interagency Consultation concurred withi this
determination on Detalled PM hot-spot analysis, consistent with 40 CFR 93.118 and 83.123 and
EPA’s Hot-Spot Guidance, shows that the projest would not cause orgontiibute fo, of Worsen, any
new localized violation of PM0 andior PM2.5 standards, Go fo Step 12, 3

Stop 12, Does the approved PM SIP include any PM10 andfor Ph2.5 confrol Teasures that apply © the project, |

| and has a written commitment been made as part of the air qualily analysis to implement thé identified SIP control
‘measures? ' : '
1 1 yes, a written commitment is made {0 implement the identified SIP control meastres for PMI0

andior PW2:5 through construction or operation of this project (40 CFR 93.117)-

|1 #fno, gotoStep 4.

- NEPA document?

Step 135, Have projectievel miigation or confrol mheasures for GO, PNIT0, andior PNI2.5, included as part of the |

| project's desigr-concept and scope; been sdentified as-a condition ofthe RTP or TIP coiiformity defermination?

AND/OR o ,
Step 13b. Are projechlevel mitigation or controi measures-for CO, PN10, andlor PM2.5 included in the project's
Step 13¢ (applies only if St&p-13a andfor 13b aré answéred "yes’). Has a written commitment been made as part
of the air quality- analysis to implement the identiiied measures?

[} if yes to 13a and/or 13b and 13¢, a written commitment is made to implement the identified mitigation or
control measuresfor CO, PM1D, andlor PM2.5 through construction or operation of this project.
These mitigation or control measures gre identified inthe project’s NEPA document and/or as
eonditiohs of the RTP or TiF conformity determination.” (40 CFR93.425(=)

- [7] 1t no, go to'Step 14

"8tap 14. Doesthe p
‘[ if yes; then no FHWA involvement is required and Calirans makes the.conformity determination through its
signature on the CE form. An AQCA IS not needed. Gojo Slep 16. ‘

roject qualify for Categorical Exclusion under SAFETEA-LU Sectior 60047

I Ifno, goto Step 15,

" Step 18. Does the project required preioaratién-,ofé-Ca':tegoricaf Exclusion, EA, or EIS under SAFETEA-LU

Section 600587

111 Wyes, then Caltrans.submiis a conformity. determination to FHWA for FHWA'S conformity determination. An

AQGA is needed. Seé the Transportation Air Quality Conformity Analysis Content.Checklist Tool.
Date of FHWA air quality conformity determination:
Go to Step 16.

Step 16. STOP as all air quality ﬁ@ﬁformi‘iquuireméﬁis have been met,

Signature:

Printed Nams: Date:

Title:

3 As of October 1, 2007, there are no CO nonattainment areas in California. Thersfore, the requiremenis to not worsen

existing violations and to reduce/eliminate existing violations do not apply.
2




NEPA/CEQA RE-VALIDATION FORM

DISTJCO./RTE. Tosminise
PM/PM | PM8.9/10.1

E.A. or Fed-Ald Project No. | 06-325501

Other Project No. (specify) | scH # 20030610852

PROJECT TITLE . 19™ Avenue Interchange

ENVIRONMENTAL | MND/CE

APPROVAL TYPE :

DATE APPROVED | 06/01/10

REASON FOR ' | Check reasoh for consultation:

CONSULTATION ; CiProject proceeding to next major federal approval

(23 CFR 771.128) XiChange in scope, set:ting, effects, mitigation measures, requirements

DESCRIPTION OF ' Briefly describe the chénged conditions or new information-or page 2. Append éontinuation
CHANGED ‘CONB!T!ONS | shesi(s) as necessary. include a revised Environmental Commitments Record (ECR) when
| ‘applicable. '

EREERE

Ba§eé oh an /éxa ination of the:changed cbnditions and supporting information: fCheck ONE of the three statements below,
regarding the validity of the original desument/datermination (23 CFR 771.129). If document is no longervalid, indicate whether

additional public review is warranfed and whether the type of environmental document will be elevated.]

l The original environimental docunient or CE remains valid. No further documentation will be prepared.
- The original environmental document or CE is in need of updating; further documentation Has been prepared and
1 is included on the continuation sheet(s ) or [ is attached.
No Additional public review is warranted (23 CFR 7741.111(0)(3)
= The originat d‘ocuméﬁi or-CE is no longer valid:
NoAdditional public review is warranted (23 CFR 774 11H{R)(3))
YesSupplemental environmental document is needed.
Yeosiew environmental document is needed. (If “Yes.” specify type: CE i 3

i éﬁ//&

Sitdré: Proj‘et Monager/DLAE Date

N {Only mandated for projects on the State Highway System.)

Based on.an examination of thechanged conditions and supporting information, the following conclusion has been reached
regarding appropriate CEQA documentation: (Chack ONE of the four stafements below, inticating whether any additional
documentation will be prepared, and if so, what kind. If additional documentation is prepared, gttach a copy of this signed.form and
any continuation sheets.)

O Original-document remains valid. No further documentation is necessary.
X Only minor technical changes or additions to the previous document are necessary. An addendum has been

orwillbe ] preparedandis [1 included on the continuation sheets or will be attached. it need
not he circulated for public review. (CEQA Guidelines, §15164)

o Changes are substantial, but only minoradditions or changes are necessary {o make the previous document
adequate. ‘A Supplemental anvironmental document will be prepared, and it will be circulated for public review.
(CEQA Guidelines, §15163)

[ Changes are substantial, and major revisions to the surrent document arenecessary. A Subsequent
envirenmental dogcument will be prepared, and it will be circulated for public review. (CEQA Guidslines, §15162)
(Specify type of subsequent docurnent, e.g., Subsequent FEIR)

CONGURRENCE WET‘H\,\Q&QA CONCLUSION
@f’i)ﬂ?fy ‘i

%

/1 /i
Date

Sigature: Project Manager

Page | of : Revised November 2008




NEPA/CEQA RE-VALIDATION FORM

19 Ave IC Project, KIN198, EA 06-_325‘501
Changes in project design, e.g., substantial scope change, a new alternative, and change in project
. alignment

Changes in the description of the project include:
(1) the interchange description has changed from a half-cloverleaf interchange 10 a two-quadrant cloverleaf interchange; ]
(2) instead of a cul-de-sac to eliminate the at-grade access on the north approach of 181/2 Avenue/Vine Street, 181/2
Avenue/Vine Street would be reconstructed within the right of way to join Beech Lane with a "knuckle configuration.

(8) on State Route 198, the roadway improvements within the existing right of way would be extended to the west from
PM 9.1 to PM 8:9;

(4) on State Route 198, instead of three auxiliary kanes, only one westbound auxiliary lane would be added from 0.2
mile east of 19th Avé o the SR 198/SR 41 connector ramp; and an eastbound two lane collector distributor road would
be added from the SR 41/SR198 eastbound connector ramp i0 19th Avenue resulting in 0.04 acre of additional Right of
Way,

(5) on the northem segment of 10" Avenus, the roadway improvements extend further north than the original scope
resulting in 0.03 acre of additional Right of Way,

| (6)on the southern segment of 19" Avenue, the roadway improvements extend further south than the original scope

1 resulting in 01.18 acres of additional Right of Way;

(7) relocating an underground canal within the city park adjacent to the Right of Way fence for maintenance purposes,
(0.73 acre temporary impact) and additional Right of Way from the city park (1.1 acres permanent impact). Alarge
segment of the existing pipe will be abandoned in place.

(8) development of water retention basins within the cloverieaf loops (high water level=12");

(9) construction of an additional 6-feet wall on top of the overcrossing bridge wall fo provide privacy to the residents in
the NW corner of 19th Ave and Silverado Drive;

(10) relocation of sewer It stations: one at the southeast comer of Carmel Drive and San Simeon Drive and the other at
the southeast corner of Silverado Drive and 19" Avenue;

(11) relocation of sewer tines from the west side of 1 o Avenue to Carmel Drive, under State Route 198 and through the
parking lots south of State Route 188; oo -

(12) an additional 10-13" of right-of-way is nieeded on the eastbound off-ramp for maintenance; and

{13) relocation of PG&E poles (temporary 30’ sasement) from south of State Route 198 to lona Avenue through an
open field.

' Changes in environmental setting; e.g., new development affecting traffic or alr guality;

A motel and mini-mart/gas station in the SW cornerof 191‘?‘ Avenue/SR198, and a targe apartment complex
north of the city park on the east side of 19™ Avenue north of SR198 has been constructed.

o

Changes in environmental circumstances; e.g., a new law or regulation; change in the status of a
listed species.

(1) SECTION 4{f}: The Federal Highways Administration (FHWA) required a Programmatic Section 4(f) analysis for -
| "use” of less than one acre of the city park. Additional Right of Way is needed and the new amount exceeds the
acreage allowed for a Programmatic Section 4A(f) determination.

(2) Air Quality: The 2005 environmental document did not include an analysis for Mobile Source Air Toxin (MSAT) and a
hot spot analysis for Particulate Matter (PM2.5 and PM10);

(3) Farmland: The 2005 environmental document did not include an analysis for farmland impact;

{4) Noise: The 2005 environmental documenit did not include an analysis for noise impacits resulting from the
construction of the bridge structure to residences along 19th Avenue.

(5) Biological Resources: the 2005 environmental document did not include the impact resulting from the removai of tall
trees on migratory birds. Also, absent from consideration was the relocation ofthe underground irrigation canal on the
Waters of the United States.
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NEPA/CEQA RE-VALIDATION FORM
19™ Ave IC Project, KIN198, EA 06-325501
Changes fo environmental impacts of the project, e.g., a new type of impact, ora change in the
magnitude of an existing impacl. ~

As paﬁ of the environmental nalys,is conducted for the revalidation of this project, the following

environmental issues were considered and it was determined that the project would have no effect on:

o the General Plans of the City of Lemoore or Kings County, Coastal Zone, Wild and Scenic Rivers,
Growth, Farmland/Timberland, Community Character and Cohesion, Environmental Justice, Hydrology
and Floodplain, Geology/Soils/Seismic/T opography, Paleontology, Hazardous Waster, Natural
Communities, Wetlands and other Waters of the U.S., Plant Species, and Invasive Species.

In addition, the project would have no significant effecton:

o Utilities/Emergency Services, and Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities.

Furthermore, the following was determined: ,

(1) SECTION 4¢f): in March 2010, under NEPA Delegation, Caltrans HQ determ ined that consideration
under Section 4(f) is not required under CFR Title 23, Part 774.11 (i); When a property is formally
reserved for a future transportation facility before or at the same time a park, is established and
concurrent or joint planning of development of the fransportation facility and the Section 4(f) resource
occurs, then:any resulting impacts of the transportation facility will not be considered as use as defined
in CFR Title 23, Part 774.17.

(2) Relocations: Affected recreational facilities at Vieira Field would be relocated by the City of Lemoore,
along with the private bicycle motocross (BMX) park, and the City's storm-water retention basin. The
residents displaced by the project would receive assistance through the relocation assistance program
for their relocation.

(3) Visual Impacts: A Visual impact Assessment was completed by Calfrans Landscape Architects in May
2010 resulting in the determination the bridge would have a negative effect on residents living nearby;
however, the effect would not be significant with mitigation. The mitigation (landscaping) proposed o
soften the view of the bridge structure includes shrubbery, native grasses, tall trees, and vines, along
with adding architectural enhancements to new retaining walls and sound wall(s).

| (&) Cultural Resources: Native American consultation regarding the changes in the project was initiated on

or about March 2, 2010 and a Supplemental HPSR was completed in May 2010. In consideration for the
concerns expressed by representatives of the Santa Rosa Tach«i/Yokut'Ranc’heria for sensitive cultural

. resources nearby, a qualified archaeologist is recommended to be present during major ground
disturbing activities. : '

(5) Water Quality/Stormwater Runoff: Potential impacts to water quality during construction would be

mitigated through the use of Caltrans erosion control practices.

- (6) Air Quality: A su pplemental Air Quality Analysis, including MSAT, PM, and PM, analysis, was
completed in April 2010. Consultation with coordinating agernicies determined the project as a Project Not
of Air Quality Concern. However, hecause the San Joaguin Valley is notin compliance with federal and
state PM, and PM; air quality standards, the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution District would require a

~ Dust Control Plan.

(7) Noise: A Noise Impact Analysis completed by Caltrans noise specialists in March 2010 resulted in the
determination that no residences along 16 Avenue would experience traffic noise impacts approaching
or exceeding acceptable levels for outdoor residential noise sbatement (67 decibels). However, sound
walls are still recommended for the receptors along State Route 198 per the 2002 Noise Study Report.

(8) Biological Resources: (a) The 2004 Natural Environment Study (NES) determined that construction of

the 107 Avenue Interchange project "may affect, not likely to adversely affect” the federally-listed San
Joagquin kit fox, and for all other federal and state listed species, a "no effect” determination was made.
{b) The 2004 NES did not assess the potential for Swainson's hawk and the impacts resulting from the
removal of tall trees within, and adjacent to, the project on migratory birds. Therefore, avoidance and
minimization measures for migratory birds and Swainson's hawk shall be included in the contract.  (¢)
Design changes in the project would require additional impacts to sliver takes along State Route 198,
north and south of 19" Avenue, and the city park. All of these areas are not considered habitat for the
San Joaguin kit fox; therefore, Section 7 consultation on these additional areas was not required. {(d) In
addition, the abandonment and relocation of the section of the underground irrigation canal, known as
the Fox Ditch Pipeline, would not require discharge or dredged fill material into waters of the United
States; therefore, a Section 404 of the Clean Water Act Permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
and Section 401 Water Quality Certification from the Regional Water Quality Contro! Board would not be
required.
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NEPA/CEQA RE-VALIDATION FORM
19" Ave IC Project, KIN198, EA 06-325501

Changes fo avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures since the environmental document
was approved. :

| 1) Cultural Resources: (a) A qualified archaeologist would be present during major ground disturbances
i and (b) an archaeological monitoring area (AMA) would be designated for the area within the park for
the underground canal relocation. :

I 2) Visual Impacts: The mitigation (landscaping) proposed to soften the visual effects resulting from

' construction of the bridge in the 2002 Scenic Resources Evaluation conflicts with utility maintenance;
therefore, other plants or trees may be used after construction.

Biological Resources: San Joaquin kit fox: (a) Impacts to 16.1714 acres of suitable San Joaquin kit fox
habitat would be compensated through the purchase of 17.79 San Joaquin kit fox conseration credits
from the Kreyenhagen Hills Conservation Bank. (b) Preconstuction surveys would be implemented. (b)
educational trainings would be implemented. (¢) San Joaguin kit fox provisions will be included in the
construction contract. (d) A qualified biologist would monitor during construction. Swainson's hawk: (@)
If construction occurs during the nesting season (February 15-September 1) surveys for Swainson’s
hawk shall be conducted within 30 days prior to construction in accordance with Swainson’'s Hawk
Technical Advisory Committee’s (TAC) Recommmended Timing and Methodology for Swainson’s Hawk
Nesting Surveys in California, Central Valley (TAC 2000). (b) If the species is observed nesting within
0.5 miles of the project, consultation with the CA Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) would be
required. (c) A qualified biologist would be required to monitor the nest during construction to ensure the
construction activity does not disturb the Swainson’s hawk behavior. (d) If an active nestiree were
required to be removed as a result of the project, compensatory mitigation would be required with the
CDFG. (a) Migratory Bird Provisions shall be included in the contract and adhered to during
construction. (b) if construction oceurs during the nesting season (February 1 5 through September 1)}
surveys for nesting migratory birds shall be conducted within 30 days prior to construction.

| 4) Hazardous Waste: During construction and the realignment of the underground irrigation canal, it is

i highly recommended that when the underground canal pipe is exposed, samples be taken for asbestos
testing and recorded. Testing will ensure the appropriate handling of the abandoned pipe left in piace for
the future. s |

3)

Changes to environmental commitments since the environmental document was approved, e.g., the
addition of new conditions in permits or approvals. When this applies, append a revised
Environmental Commitments Record (ECR) as on fo the Continuation Sheets.

i

See attachad Environmental Commitments Record

Page 4 of 4




Risk Input Sheet

DIST-EA  06-0LS00K

Project Name:

Mesa Marin Profile Correction

Project Manager: Minerva Rodriguez

Date Register Created: September 15,2011

CO -RTE -PM

KER-184-11.1/11.3

Telephone: (559)243-3518

Date Register Last Updated: September 16, 2011

ttem | Riskip | Statusof

06-0L.900K-
01

Opportunity or
Risk Threat

RBS Risk
Category

Date Risk
Identified

RIW 09/15/11

Risk Description

R/W Cert Defay

Root Cause(s)

Possibility of gas line
relocation.

Objective

TIME

Probability (P)

2=Low
(10-19%)

L/NL

Cost/Time
Impact Value

Impact |QOverall Risk

o Ratin Risk Owner

Minerva
Rodriguez

(559) 243-3518

Risk Owner
Mobile Phone

(559) 917-5109

Risk Owner
Email Address

Minerva
Rodriguez@dot
.ca.gov

Risk Trigger(s)

A potholing task order
was sent to PG&E on
9/27/11 to ensure
location is accurately
identified.

Strategy

ACCEPT

Response Actions

Adjusted Cost/Time
limpact Value

Primary WBS

Status Date & Review | Next Review

Additional WBS Comments Date

10

11

12

13

14

15

20

ATTACHMENT K



06-KER-184-11.1/11.3
EA: 0L900
District Agreement 06-1496

COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT

This agreement, effective on , is between the State of
California, acting through its Department of Transportation, referred to as CALTRANS, and:

City of Bakersfield, a body politic and municipal corporation or chartered city of the
State of California, referred to as CITY.

For the purpose of this agreement, the term PARTNERS collectively refers to CALTRANS and
CITY (all signatory parties to this agreement). The term PARTNER refers to any one of those
signatory parties individually.

RECITALS

California Streets and Highways Code sections 114 and 130 authorize PARTNERS to
enter into a cooperative agreement for performance of work within the State Highway
System (SHS) right of way. '

This agreement outlines the terms and conditions of cooperation between PARTNERS to
complete construction for flattening roadbed profile and reconstructing sidewalk, curb, and
gutter on SR 184 between 0.05 miles west of SR 184 and SR 178 intersection, in the City
of Bakersfield.

For the purpose of this agreement, flattening the roadbed profile and reconstruction of
sidewalk, curb, and gutter on SR 184 between 0.05 miles west of SR 184 and SR 178
intersection, in the City of Bakersfield, will be referred to as PROJECT. All
responsibilities assigned in this agreement to complete construction will be referred to as
OBLIGATIONS.

CALTRANS will pay for CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL from SHOPP funds and CITY
will pay for CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT from local funds.

There are no prior PROJECT-related cooperative agreements.

Prior to this agreement, CALTRANS developed the Project Initiation Document;
CALTRANS developed the Plans, Specifications and Estimate; and CALTRANS
developed the Right of Way Certification.

CALTRANS signed and approved a Categorical Exemption on August 11, 2011 pursuant
to CEQA and a Categorical Exclusion on Angust 11, 201 1pursuant to NEPA.

PACT Version 10.1.2011_02_17
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

District Agreement 06-1496

The estimated date for OBLIGATION COMPLETION is July 31, 2012.

Tn this agreement capitalized words represent defined terms and acronyms. The Definitions o

section contains a complete definition for each capitalized term.

From this point forward, PARTNERS define in this agreement the terms and conditions
under which they will accomplish OBLIGATIONS.

RESPONSIBILITIES

CALTRANS is SPONSOR for +8050% SEPROIECTand CITY is SPONSOR for 50% of
PROIECT.

CALTRANS will provide IQA for the portions of WORK within existing and proposed
SHS right of way. CALTRANS retains the right to reject noncompliant WORK, protect
public safety, preserve property rights, and ensure that all WORK is in the best interest of
the SHS.

CITY may provide IQA for the portions of WORK outside existing and proposed SHS
right of way. ' ‘

CALTRANS and CITY are FUNDING PARTNERS for this agreement. PARTNERS’s
funding commitments are defined in the FUNDING SUMl\/IARY.

CALTRANS is the CEQA lead agency for PROJECT.
CALTRANS is the NEPA lead agency for PROJECT.

CITY is IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for CONSTRUCTION.

SCOPE

Scope: General

i7.

18.

19.

PARTNERS will perform all OBLIGATIONS in accordance with federal and California
laws, regulations, and standards; FIWA STANDARDS; and CALTRANS STANDARDS.

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for a PROJECT COMPONENT will provide a Quality
Management Plan (QMP) for that PROJECT COMPONENT as part of the PROJECT
MANAGEMENT PLAN.

Any PARTNER may, at its own expense, have representatives observe any
OBLIGATIONS performed by another PARTNER. Observation does not constitute
authority over those OBLIGATIONS.

PACT Version 10.1.2011_02_17 20f 20




20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

District Agreement 06-1496 '

Each PARTNER will ensure that all of its personnel participating in its respective
OBLIGATIONS are appropriately qualified, and if necessary licensed, to perform the
tasks assigned to them.

PARTNERS will invite each other to participate in the selection and retention of any
consultants who participate in OBLIGATIONS.

I WORK is done under contract (not completed by a PARTNER’s own employees) and is
governed by the California Labor Code’s definition of “public works” (section 1720(a)(a)),
that PARTNER will conform to sections 1720 — 1815 of the California Labor Code and all
applicable regulations and coverage determinations issued by the Director of Industrial
Relations.

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for each PROJECT COMPONENT included in this
agreement will be responsible for resolving and being available to help resolve problems
generated by that PROJECT COMPONENT for the entire duration of PROJECT.

CALTRANS will issue, upon proper application, the encroachment permits required for
WORK within SHS right of way. o SR

Contractors and/or agents, and utility owners will not perform WORK without an
encroachment permit issued in their name. - RS

If any PARTNER discovers unanticipated cultural, archaeological, paleontological, or
other protected resources during WORK, all WORK in that area will stop and that
PARTNER will notify all PARTNERS within 24 hours of discovery. WORK may only
resume after a qualified professional has evaluated the nature and significance of the
discovery and a plan is approved for its removal or protection.

PARTNERS will hold all administrative draft and administrative final reports, studies,
materials, and documentation relied upon, produced, created, or utilized for PROJECT in
confidence to the extent permitted by law. Where applicable, the provisions of California
Government Code section 6254.5(e) will govem the disclosure of such documents in the
event that PARTNERS share said documents with each other.

PARTNERS will not distribute, release, or share said documents with anyone other
than employees, agents, and consultants who require access to complete PROJECT
without the written consent of the PARTNER authorized to release them, unless
required or authorized to do so by law.

If any PARTNER receives a public records request, pertaining to OBLIGATIONS, that
PARTNER will notify PARTNERS within five (5) working days of receipt and make
PARTNERS aware of any disclosed public records. PARTNERS will consult with each
other prior to the release of any public documents related to the PROJECT.
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28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

3s.

36.

37.

38.

PACT Version 10.1.2011_02_17

District Agreement 06-1496

If HM-1 or HM-2 is found during 2 PROJECT COMPONENT, IMPLEMENTING
AGENCY for that PROJECT COMPONENT will immediately notify PARTNERS.

CALTRANS, independent of PROJECT, is responsible for any HM-1 found within the
existing SHS right of way. CALTRANS will undertake HM MANAGEMENT
ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 with minimum jmpact to PROJECT schedule.

CITY, independent of PROJECT, is responsible for any HM-1 found within PROJECT
limits and outside the existing SHS right of way. CITY will undertake or cause to be
undertaken HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 with minimum impact to
PROJECT schedule.

¥ HM-2 is found within PROJECT limits, the public agency responsible for the
advertisement, award, and administration (AAA) of the PROJECT construction contract
will be responsible for HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-2.

CALTRANS’ acquisition or acceptance of title to any property on which any HM-1 or
HM-2 is found will proceed in accordance with CALTRANS’ policy on such acquisition.

PARTNERS will comply with all of the commitments and conditions set forth in the
environmental documentation, environmental permits, approvals; and applicable
agreements as those commitments and conditions apply to each PARTNER’s
responsibilities in this agreement. coch e el

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for each PROJECT COMPONENT will furnish
PARTNERS with only a final report for OBLIGATIONS completed in that component.

Upon OBLIGATION COMPLETION, ownership or title to all materials and equipment
constructed or installed for the operations and/or maintenasice of the SHS within SHS right
of way as part of WORK become the property of CALTRANS in accordance with
CALTRANS STANDARDS.

CALTRANS will not accept ownership or title to any materials or equipment constructed
or installed outside SHS right of way.

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for a PROJECT COMPONENT will be solely responsible
for accepting, rejecting, compromising, settling, or litigating claims of any and all non-
agreement parties hired to do WORK in that PROJECT COMPONENT.

PARTNERS will confer on any claim that may affect mutual OBLIGATIONS or
PARTNERS’ liability or responsibility under this agreement in order to retain resolution
possibilities for potential future claims. No PARTNER will prejudice the rights of another
PARTNER until after PARTNERS confer on claim.

PARTNERS will maintain, and will ensure that any party hired by PARTNERS to
participate in OBLIGATIONS will maintain, a financial management system that
conforms to Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP), and that can properly

40f 20
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accumulate and segregate incurred PROJECT costs, and provide billing and payment
support.

39. PARTNERS will comply with the appropriate federal cost principles and administrative
requirements outlined in the Applicable Cost Principles and Administrative Requirements
table below. These principles and requirements apply to all funding types included in this
agreement.

40. PARTNERS will ensure that any party hired to participate in OBLIGATIONS will comply
with the appropriate federal cost principles and administrative requirements outlined in the
Applicable Cost Principles and Administrative Requirements table below.

he federal cost principles and administrative requirements associated with each organization type
apply to that organization.

Organization Type . Cost Principles Administrative Requirements
Federal Governments - 2 CFR Part 225 OMB A-102
State and Local Government 2 CER, Part 225 49 CFR, Part 18
Educational institutions 2 CFR, Part 220 2 CFR, Part 215
Non-Profit Organizations 2 CFR, Part 230 2 CFR, Part 215
For Profit Organizations 48 CFR, Chapter 1, | 49 CFR, Part 18
‘ Part 31

CFR (Code of Federal Regulations})

OMB {Office of Management and Budget)

Related URLs:
e Various OMB Circular: http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/grants_ci rculars
e Code of Federal Regulations: http://www.gpoaccess.gov/CFR

41. PARTNERS will maintain and make available to each other all OBLIGATIONS-related
documents, including financial data, during the term of this agreement.

42. PARTNERS will retain all OBLIGATIONS-related records for three (3) years after the
final voucher.

43. PARTNERS have the right to audit each other in accordance with generally accepted
governmental audit standards.

CALTRANS, the state anditor, FHWA, and CITY will have access to all
OBLIGATIONS-related records of each PARTNER, and any party hired by a
PARTNER to participate in OBLIGATIONS, for audit, examination, excerpt, or
transcription.

The examination of any records will take place in the offices and locations where said
records are generated and/or stored and will be accomplished during reasonable hours
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of operation. The auditing PARTNER will be permitted to make copies of any
OBLIGATIONS-related records needed for the audit.

The andited PARTNER will review the draft audit, findings, and recommendations,
and provide written comments within 30 calendar days of receipt.

Upon completion of the final audit, PARTNERS have 30 days to refund or invoice as
necessary in order to satisfy the obligation of the audit.

Any audit dispute not resolved by PARTNERS is subject to dispute resolution. Any
costs arising out of the dispute resolution process will be paid within 30 calendar days
of the final audit or dispute resolution findings.

Any PARTNER that hires another party to participate in OBLIGATIONS will conduct a
pre-award audit of that party in accordance with the Local Assistance Procedures Manual .

PARTNERS will not incur costs beyond the funding commitments in this agreement. If
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY anticipates that funding for WORK will be insufficient to
complete WORK, IMPLEMENTING AGENCY will promptly notify SPONSOR.

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY has no obligation to perform WORK if funds to
perform WORK are unavailable.

If WORK stops for any reason, IMPLEMENTING AGENCY will place all facilities
impacted by WORK in a safe and operable condition acceptable to CALTRANS.

If WORK stops for any reason, each PARTNER will continue to implement all of its
applicable commitments and conditions included in the PROJECT environmental
documentation, permits, agreements, or approvals that are in effect at the time that WORK
stops, as they apply to each PARTNER’s responsibilities in this agreement, in order to
keep PROJECT in environmental compliance until WORK resumes.

Each PARTNER accepts responsibility to complete the activities that it selected on the
SCOPE SUMMARY. Activities marked with “N/A” on the SCOPE SUMMARY are not
included in the scope of this agreement.

49.

PARTNERS anticipate that environmental permits, approvals, and applicable
agreements are not needed for PROJECT. In the event that environmental
permits, approvals, and applicable agreements are needed for PROIJECT,

PARTNERS will amend this agreement to include completion of those
environmental permits, approvals, and applicable agresments.
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Permit Coordinate Prepare/ ] [§ Renew Amend

N/A N/A N/A . N/A N/A N/A

Scope: CONSTRUCTION

50. CITY will advertise, open bids, award, and approve the constriction contract in
accordance with the California Public Contract Code and the California Labor Code.

CITY will pot advertise the construction contract until CALTRANS completes or
accepts the final plans, specifications, and estimate package; CALTRANS approves
the Right of Way Certification; and PARTNERS verify full funding of
CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT and CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL is available.

By accepting responsibility to advertise and award the construction contract, CITY
also accepts sole responsibility to administer the construction contract.

51. CITY will provide 2a RESIDENT ENGINEER and construction support staff that are
independent of the design engineering company and construction contractor.

55 IMPLEMENTING AGENCY will implement changes to the construction contract through \
contract change orders (CCOs). PARTNERS will review and concur on all CCOs over :
$25,000.

CALTRANS must approve all CCOs affecting public safety or the preservation of
property, all design and specification changes, and all major changes as defined in the
CALTRANS Construction Manual prior to implementing the CCO.

53. If the lowest responsible construction contract bid is greater than the funding commitment
to CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL, all PARTINERS must be involved in determining how to
proceed. If PARTNERS do not agree in writing on a course of action within 15 working
days, this agreement will terminate.

54. CITY will require the construction contractor to furnish payment and performance bonds
naming CITY as obligee, and CALTRANS as additional obligee, and to carry liability
insurance in accordance with CALTRANS specifications. .

55. As IMPLEMENTING AGENCY for CONSTRUCTION, CITY is solely responsible for
maintenance within PROJECT limits as part of the construction contract.

56. PARTNERS confirm that maintenance will be handled through an existing maintenance
agreement.
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65.

66.
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68.
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PARTNERS agree that manhole covers belonging to CITY will be raised to match
roadway profiles as part of construction contract.

COST
General

The cost of any awards, judgments, or settlements generated by OBLIGATIONS is an
OBLIGATIONS COST.

CALTRANS, independent of PROJECT, will pay all costs for HM MANAGEMENT
ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 found within the existing SHS right of way.

CITY, independent of PROJECT, will pay, or cause to be paid, all costs for HM
MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES related to HM-1 found within PROJECT limits and
outside of the existing SHS right of way.

HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES costs related to HM-2 are CONSTRUCTION
SUPPORT and CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL costs.

The cost to comply with and implement the commitments set forth in the environmental
documentation is an OBLIGATIONS COST.

The cost to ensure that PROJECT remains in environmental compliance is an
OBLIGATIONS COST.

The cost of any legal challenges to the CEQA or NEPA environmental process or
documentation is an OBLIGATIONS COST.

Independent of OBLIGATIONS COST, CALTRANS will fund the cost of its own IQA for
WORK done within existing or proposed future SHS right of way.

Independent of OBLIGATIONS COST, CITY will fund the cost of its own IQA for
WORK done outside existing or proposed future SHS right of way.

CALTRANS will provide encroachment permits to PARTNERS, their contractors,
consultants and agents, at no cost.

Fines, interest, or penalties levied against a PARTNER will be paid, independent of
OBLIGATIONS cost, by the PARTNER whose actions or lack of action caused the levy
of the fines, interest or penalties. That PARTNER will indemnify and defend each other
PARTNER.
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69. Travel, per diem, and third-party contract reimbursements are an OBLIGATIONS COST
only after those hired by PARTNERS to participate in OBLIGATIONS incur and pay
those costs.

Payments for travel and per diem will not exceed the rates paid rank and file state
employees under current California Department of Personnel Administration (DPA)
rules current at the effective date of this agreement.

I CITY invoices for rates in excess of DPA rates, CITY will fund the cost difference
and reimburse CALTRANS for any overpayment.

70. The cost of any engineering support performed by CALTRANS includes all direct and
applicable indirect costs. CALTRANS calculates indirect costs based solely on the type of
funds used o pay support costs. State and federal funds are subject the current Program
Functional Rate. Local funds are subject to the current Program Functional Rate and the
current Administration Rate. Caltrans periodically adjusts the Program Functional Rate
and the Administration Rate.

71. If CALTRANS reimburses CITY for any costs later determined to be unallowable, CITY
will refund and return those funds to CALTRANS.

72.  The cost to place PROJECT right of way in a safe and operable condition and meet all
environmental conmitments is an OBLIGATIONS cost.

73.  Because IMPLEMENTING AGENCY is responsible for managing the scope, cost, and
schedule of a project component, if there are insufficient funds available in this agreement
to place the right of way in a safe and operable condition, the appropriate
IMPLEMENTING AGENCY accepts sole responsibility to fund these activities until such
time as PARTNERS amend this agreement.

That IMPLEMENTING AGENCY may request reimbursement for these costs during
the amendment process.

74. Tf there are insufficient funds in this agreement to implement applicable commitments and
conditions included in the PROJECT environmental documentation, permits, agreements,
and/or approvals that are in effect at a time that WORK stops, each PARTNER that
implementing commitments or conditions accepts sole responsibility to fund these
activities, as they apply to each PARTNER’s respective responsibilities, until such time
are PARTNERS amend this agreement.

Each PARTNER may request reimbursement for these costs during the amendment
process.

75. PARTNERS will pay invoices within 30 calendar days of receipt of invoice.

Cost: Environmental Permits, Approvals and Agreements
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76. The cost of coordinating, obtaining, complying with, implementing, and if necessary
renewing and amending resource agency permits, agreements, and/or approvals is an
OBLIGATIONS COST.

Cost: CONSTRUCTION Support

77.  The cost to maintain the SHS within PROJECT limits is an OBLIGATIONS COST until
OBLIGATION COMPLETION, after which, the cost of maintenance will be handled
through an existing maintenance agreement.
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Cost: CONSTRUCTION Capital

£1.78.Within each PROJECT COMPONENT, each FUNDING PARTNER will share the cost of
that PROJECT COMPONENT according to the terms and conditions set forth in
FUNDING SUMMARY.

Each PARTNER listed below may submit invoices for CONSTRUCTION Capital:

79. CITY may invoice CALTRANS

82,30 PARTNERS will exchange funds for a fixed cost to be invoiced in 2 payments.
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| 85.82. After PARTNERS agree that all WORK is complete, CITY will submit a final accounting
for all OBLIGATIONS COSTs. Based on the final accounting, PARTNERS will invoice
as necessary in order to satisfy the financial commitments of this agreement.

Cost: CONSTRUCTION Suppert

86:83. CITY will pay all costs for construction support of PROJECT as an OBLIGATION cost.

SCHEDULE

| 87:84.PARTNERS will manage the schedule for OBLIGATIONS through the work plan
included in the PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN.

GENERAL CONDITIONS

] £8.85 PARTNERS understand that this agreement is in accordance with and governed by the
Constitution and laws of the State of California. This agreement will be enforceable in the
State of California. Any PARTNER initiating legal action arising from this agreement will
file and maintain that legal action in the Superior Court of the county in which the
CALTRANS district office that is signatory to this agreement resides, or in the Superior
Court of the county in which PROJECT is physically located.

| £9.86.A11 OBLIGATIONS of CALTRANS under the terms of this agreement are subject to the
appropriation of resources by the Legislature, the State Budget Act authority, and the
allocation of funds by the California Transportation Commission.

l 906.87.Any PARTNER performing IQA does so for its own benefit. No one can assign liability to
that PARTNER due to its IQA activities.

] 9488 Neither CITY nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury, damage or
liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CALTRANS
and/or its agents under or in connection with any work, authority, or jurisdiction conferred
upon CALTRANS under this agreement.

It is understood and agreed that CALTRANS will fully defend, indemnify, and save
harmless CITY and/or its agents, officers and employees from all claims, suits, or
actions of every name, kind, and description brought forth under, but not limited to,
tortious, contractual, inverse condemnation, or other theories or assertions of liability
occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CALTRANS and/or

its agents under this agreement.
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| 9289 Neither CALTRANS nor any officer or employee thereof is responsible for any injury,
damage, or liability occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CITY
and/or its agents under or in connection with any work, authority, or jurisdiction conferred
upon CITY under this agreement.

Tt is understood and agreed that CITY will fully defend, indemnify, and save harmless
CALTRANS and/or its agents, officers and employees from all claims, suits, or
actions of every name, kind, and description brought forth under, but not limited to,
tortious, contractual, inverse condemnation, or other theories or assertions of Lability
occurring by reason of anything done or omitted to be done by CITY and/or its agents
under this agreement.

l 9290 PARTNERS do not intend this agreement to create 2 third party beneficiary or define
duties, obligations, or rights in parties not signatory to this agreement. PARTNERS do not
intend this agreement to affect their legal liability by imposing any standard of care for
fulfilling OBLIGATIONS different from the standards imposed by law.

l £4.91 PARTNERS will not assign or atterpt to assign OBLIGATIONS to parties not signatory
to this agreement.

l 95,92 PARTNERS will not interpret any ambiguity contained in this agreement against each
other. PARTNERS waive the provisions of California Civil Code section 1654.

| £6.93.A waiver of a PARTNER’s performance under this agreement will not constitute a
continuous waiver of any other provision. An amendment made to any article or section of
this agreement does not constitute an amendment to or negate all other articles or sections
of this agreement.

| ©7.94.A delay or omission to exercise a right or power due to a default does not negate the use of
that right or power in the future when deemed necessary. ‘

I 98.95.If any PARTNER defaults in its OBLIGATIONS, a non-defaulting PARTNER will
request in writing that the default be remedied within 30 calendar days. If the defaulting
PARTNER fails to do so, the non-defaulting PARTNER may initiate dispute resolution.

l 99.96 PARTNERS will first attempt to resolve agreement disputes at the PROJECT team level.
If they cannot resolve the dispute themselves, the CALTRANS district director and the
executive officer of CITY will attempt to negotiate a resolution. If PARTNERS do not
reach a resolution, PARTNERS’ legal counsel will initiate medijation. PARTNERS agree
to participate in mediation in good faith and will share equally in its costs.

Neither the dispute nor the mediation process relieves PARTNERS from full and
timely performance of OBLIGATIONS in accordance with the terms of this
agreement. However, if any PARTNER stops fulfilling OBLIGATIONS, any other
PARTNER may seck equitable relief to ensure that OBLIGATIONS continue.
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Except for equitable relief, no PARTNER may file a civil complaint until after
mediation, or 45 calendar days after filing the written mediation request, whichever
occurs first.

PARTNERS will file any civil complaints in the Superior Court of the county in
which the CALTRANS district office signatory to this agreement resides. The
prevailing PARTNER will be entitled to an award of all costs, fees, and expenses,
including reasonable attorney fees as a result of litigating a dispute under this
agreement or to enforce the provisions of this article including equitable relief.

| 10687, PARTNERS maintain the ability to pursue alternative or additional dispute
remedies if a previously selected remedy does not achieve resolution.

l 0428, If any provisions in this agreement are deemed to be, or are in fact, illegal,
inoperative, or unenforceable, those provisions do not render any or all other agreement
provisions invalid, inoperative, or unenforceable, and PARTNERS will automatically
sever those provisions from this agreement.

l 16299, PARTNERS intend this agreement to be their final expression and supersede any
oral understanding or writings pertaining to OBLIGATIONS.

l 103-100. If during performance of WORK additional activities or environmental
documentation is necessary to keep PROJECT in environmental compliance, PARTNERS
will amend this agreement to include completion of those additional tasks.

| 304:101, PARTNERS will execute a formal written amendment if there are any changes to
OBLIGATIONS.

| 205.100. _This agreement will terminate upon OBLIGATION COMPLETION or an
amendment to terminate this agreement, whichever occurs first.

However, all indemnification, document retention, audit, claims, environmental
commitment, legal challenge, and ownership articles will remain in effect until

terminated or modified in writing by mutual agreement.

] 106:103. The following documents are attached to, and made an express part of this
agreement: SCOPE SUMMARY, FUNDING SUMMARY.

DEFINITIONS
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CALTRANS — The California Department of Transportation

CALTRANS STANDARDS — CALTRANS policies and procedures, including, but not limited
to, the guidance provided in the Guide to Capital Project Delivery Workplan Standards
(previously known as WBS Guide) available at

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/projmgmt/ guidance.htm.

CEQA (Catifornia Environmental Quality Act) — The act (California Public Resouarces Code,
sections 21000 et seq.) that requires state and local agencies to identify the significant
environmental impacts of their actions and to avoid or mitigate those significant impacts, if
feasible.

CFR (Code of Federal Regulations) — The general and permanent rules published in the
Federal Register by the executive departments and agencies of the federal government.

CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL — See PROJECT COMPONENT.
CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT — See PROJECT COMPONENT.

COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT CLOSURE STATEMENT — A document signed by
PARTNERS that verifies the completion of all OBLIGATIONS included in this agreement and
in all amendments to this agreement. «

COST - The responsibility for cost responsibilities in this agreement can take one of three
assignments:

e OBLIGATIONS COST — A cost associated with fulfilling OBLIGATIONS that will be
funded as part of this agreement. The responsibility is defined by the respective funding
commitments in'this agreement. The PARTNER’s respective funding responsibilities
and obligations shall remain their respective sole responsibility and obligation.

e PROJECT COST — A cost associated with PROJECT that can be funded outside of
OBLIGATIONS. A PROJECT COST may not necessarily be part of this agreement.
This responsibility is defined by the PARTNER’S respective funding commitments at the
time the cost is incurred.

o PARTNER cost— A cost that is the responsibility of a specific PARTNER, independent
of PROJECT.

FEWA — Federal Highway Administration

FHWA STANDARDS ~ FHWA regulations, policies and procedures, including, but not limited
to, the guidance provided at www.fhwa.dot.gov/topics.htm.

FUNDING PARTNER — A PARTNER that commits a defined dollar amount to fulfill
OBLIGATIONS. Each FUNDING PARTNER accepts responsibility to provide the funds
identified on the FUNDING SUMMARY under its name.
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FUNDING SUMMARY — The table that designates an agreement’s funding sources, types of
funds, and the PROJECT COMPONENT in which the funds are to be spent. Funds listed on the
FUNDING SUMMARY are “not-to-exceed” amounts for each FUNDING PARTNER.

GAAP (Generally Accepted Accounting Principles) — Uniform minimum standards and
guidelines for financial accounting and reporting issued by the Federal Accounting Standards
Advisory Board that serve to achieve some level of standardization. See
http://www.fasab.gov/accepted.html.

HM-1 — Hazardous material (including, but not limited to, hazardous waste) that may require
removal and disposal pursuant to federal or state law whether it is disturbed by PROJECT or not.

HM-2 — Hazardous material (including, but not limited to, hazardous wasie) that may require
removal and disposal pursuant to federal or state law only if disturbed by PROJECT.

HM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES — Management activities related to either HM-1 or HM-2
including, without limitation, any necessary manifest requirements and disposal facility
designations.

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY - The PARTNER responsible for managing the scope, cost, and
schedule of a PROJECT COMPONENT to ensure the completion of that component.

IQA (Independent Quality Assurance) — Ensuring that IMPLEMENTING AGENCY’s quality
assurance activities result in WORK being developed in accordance with the applicable
standards and within an established Quality Management Plan (QMP). IQA does not include any
work necessary to actually develop or deliver WORK or any validation by verifying or
rechecking work performed by another partner.

NEPA (National Environmental Policy Act of 1969) — The federal act that establishes a
national policy for the environment and a process to disclose the adverse impacts of projects with
a federal nexus.

OBLIGATION COMPLETION — PARTNERS have fulfilled all OBLIGATIONS included in
this agreement, and all amendments to this agreement, and have signed a COOPERATIVE
AGREEMENT CLOSURE STATEMENT.

OBLIGATIONS — All responsibilities included in this agreement, which is comprised of the
PARTNER’s respective responsibilities and the mutual responsibilities. The PARTNER’s
respective responsibilities and obligations shall remain their respective sole responsibility and
obligation.

OBLIGATIONS COST - See COST.

OMB (Office of Management and Budget) — The federal office that oversees preparation of the
federal budget and supervises its administration in Executive Branch agencies.
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PARTNER - Any individual signatory party to this agreement.

PARTNERS — The term that collectively references all of the signatory agencies to this
agreement. This term only describes the relationship between these agencies to work together to
achieve a mutually beneficial goal. It is not used in the traditional legal sense in which one
PARTNER’s individual actions legally bind the other partners.

PROJECT — The undertaking to flatten roadbed profile and reconstruct sidewalk, curb, and
gutter on SR 184 between 0.05 miles west of SR 184 and SR 178 intersection, in the City of
Bakersfield, .

PROJECT COMPONENT - A distinct portion of the planning and project development
process of a capital project as outlined in California Government Code, section 14525(b).
o PID (Project Initiation Document) — The activities required to deliver the project
initiation document for PROJECT.
e PA&ED (Project Approval and Environmental Document) — The activities required
to deliver the project approval and environmental documentation for PROJECT.
o PS&E (Plans, Specifications, and Estimate) — The activities required to deliver the
plans, specifications, and estimate for PROJECT.
s R/W (Right of Way) SUPPORT —The activities required to obtain all property interests
for PROJECT.
s R/W (Right of Way) CAPITAL — The funds for acquisition of property rights for
PROJECT.
o CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT - The activities required for the administration,
acceptance, and final documentation of the construction contract for PROJECT.
e CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL — The funds for the construction contract.

PROJECT COST - See COST.

PROJECT MANAGEMENT PLAN — A group of documents used to guide a project’s
execution and control throughout that project’s lifecycle.

QMP (Quality Management Plan) — An integral part of the Project Management Plan that
describes IMPLEMENTING AGENCY’s quality policy and how it will be used.

RESIDENT ENGINEER - A civil engineer licensed in the State of California who is
responsible for construction contract administration activities. Said engineer must be
independent of the design engineering company and the construction contractor.

SAFETEA-LU — Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy
for Users
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SCOPE SUMMARY - The attachment in which each PARTNER desigpates its commitment t0
specific scope activities within each PROJECT COMPONENT as outlined by the Guide to
Capital Project Delivery Workplan Standards (previously known as WBS Guide) available at
hitp://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/projrmgmt/ guidance.htm.

SHS (State Highway System) — All highways, right of way, and related facilities acquired, laid
out, constructed, improved, o1 maintained as a state highway pursuant o constitutional or
legislative authorization.

SPONSOR — Any PARTNER that accepts the responsibility to establish scope of PROJECT and
the obligation to secure financial resources t© fund PROJECT. SPONSOR is responsible for
adjusting the PROJECT scope o match committed funds or securing additional funds to fuily
fund the PROJECT scope. If a PROJECT has more than one SPONSOR, funding adjustments
will be made by percentage (as outlined in Responsibilities). Scope adjustments must be
developed through the project development process and must be approved by CALTRANS as
the owner/operator of the SHS.

SEFM (State Furnished Material) — Any materials or equipment supplied by CALTRANS.

WORK — All scope activities included in this agreement.

CONTACT INFORMATION

The information provided below indicates the primary contact data for each PARTNER to this
agreement. PARTNERS will notify each other in writing of any personnel or location changes.
Contact information changes do not require an amendment to this agreement.

The primary agreement contact person for CALTRANS is:
Minerva Rodriquez, Project Manager

2015 East Shields, Suite 100

Fresno, California 93726

Office Phone: (559) 243-3518
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1 must be sent to the HQ Office of

06-KER-184-11.1/11.3
EA: 0L900
District Agreement 06-1496

This agreement is not approvable.

SCOPE SUMMARY

Cooperative Agreements for review.

Description

ciTY

N/A

5 | 270

Construction Engineering and General Contract
Administration

x | CALTRANS

10

Construction Staking Package and Control

15

Construction Stakes

20

Construction Engineering Work

25

Construction Contract Administration Work

05

Secured Lease for Resident Engineer Office Space or
Trailer

10

Set Up Construction Project Files

16

Pre-Construction Meeting

20

| Progress Pay Estimates

25

Weekly Statement of Working Days

30

Construction Project Files and General Field Office
Clerical Work

35

Labor Compliance Activities

40

Approved Subcontractor Substitutions

45

Coordination

50

Civil Rights Contract Compliance

99

Other Construction Contract Administration Products

30

Contract ltem Work Inspection

><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><

35

Construction Material Sampling and Testing

40

Safety and Maintenance Reviews

45

Relief From Maintenance Process

55

Final Inspection and Acceptance Recommendation

60

Plant Establishment Administration

65

Transportation Management Plan Implementation During
Construction

X RPXIXIX

80

Long-Term Environmental Mitigation/Mitigation
Monitoring During Construction Contract

99

Other Construction Engineering and General Contract
Administration

275

Construction Engineering and General Contract
Adrninistration of Structures Work

285

Contract Change Order Administration

290

Resolve Contract Claims

295

Accept Contract, Prepare Einal Construction Estimate,
and Final Report

s OO} O

300

FINAL RIGHT OF WAY ENGINEERING

sl s P> x| X

PACT Version 9.1 3.31.08
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