
TAFT CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
JOINT REGULAR MEETING AGENDA 

TUESDAY, JULY 7, 2015 
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

209 E. KERN ST., TAFT, CA 93268 
 

AS A COURTESY TO ALL - PLEASE TURN OFF CELL PHONES 
 

Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the City Council regarding any item on this agenda 
are made available for public inspection in the lobby at Taft City Hall, 209 E. Kern Street, Taft, CA 
during normal business hours (SB 343). 

 
REGULAR MEETING                           6:00 P.M. 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
Invocation 
Roll Call: Mayor Miller 

Mayor Pro Tem Noerr 
Councilmember Bryant 
Councilmember Hill 
Councilmember Krier 

   
1. PUBLIC HEARING - ADOPT RESOLUTIONS AUTHORIZING KERN COUNTY TAX 

COLLECTOR TO COLLECT REFUSE CHARGES AND STANDBY REFUSE CHARGES FOR 
VACANT COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS 
 
Recommendation – 
1. Conduct Public Hearing. 
2. Motion to adopt resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
TAFT PROVIDING FOR COLLECTION OF REFUSE CHARGES BY THE COUNTY TAX 
COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 ET. SEQ., HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 
3. Motion to adopt resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
TAFT PROVIDING FOR COLLECTION OF STANDBY REFUSE CHARGES BY THE COUNTY 
TAX COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 ET. SEQ., HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE. 
 

2. PUBLIC HEARING - ADOPT RESOLUTIONS AUTHORIZING KERN COUNTY TAX 
COLLECTOR TO COLLECT SEWER CHARGES AND STANDBY SEWER CHARGES FOR 
VACANT COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS 
 
Recommendation – 
1. Conduct Public Hearing. 
2. Motion to adopt resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
TAFT PROVIDING FOR COLLECTION OF SEWER CHARGES BY THE COUNTY TAX 
COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 ET. SEQ., HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 
3. Motion to adopt resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF 
TAFT PROVIDING FOR COLLECTION OF STANDBY SEWER CHARGES BY THE COUNTY 
TAX COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 ET. SEQ., HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE. 
 

3. PUBLIC HEARING - LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 
 
Recommendation –  
1. Conduct Public Hearing. 
2. Motion to approve resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF TAFT SETTING THE ASSESSMENT FOR LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1. 
 

4. STUDY SESSION – TAFT DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
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5. CITIZEN REQUESTS/PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

THIS IS THE TIME AND PLACE FOR THE GENERAL PUBLIC TO ADDRESS THE CITY COUNCIL ON 
MATTERS WITHIN ITS JURISDICTION. STATE LAW PROHIBITS THE COUNCIL FROM ADDRESSING 
ANY ISSUE NOT PREVIOUSLY INCLUDED ON THE AGENDA. COUNCIL MAY RECEIVE COMMENT AND 
SET THE MATTER FOR A SUBSEQUENT MEETING.  PLEASE LIMIT COMMENTS TO FIVE MINUTES. 
 

6. COUNCIL STATEMENTS (NON ACTION) 
 

7. PLANNING COMMISSION REPORT 
 

8. CITY MANAGER STATEMENTS 
 
9. DEPARTMENT REPORTS 
 
10. CITY ATTORNEY STATEMENTS 

 
11. FUTURE AGENDA REQUESTS 

 
********************************************************************** 

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS 12- 27 
 
 All items listed on the Consent Calendar shall be considered routine and will be enacted by one roll call vote. There 

will be no separate discussion of these items unless a member of the City Council requests specific items to be 
removed from the Consent Calendar for separate action.  Any item removed from the Consent Calendar will be 
considered after the regular business items.  

 
 Are there any items on the consent calendar that any member of the public would like to comment on? 
 
12. MINUTES 

June 16, 2015 Regular  
 
 Recommendation – Approve as submitted. 
 
13. PAYMENT OF BILLS 
 Warrant# 061115  Check No.80093-80095 $     8,514.21 
    Warrant# 061915  Check No.80096-80204 $ 537,817.47 
 Warrant# 061915  Check No.80205-80206 $     2,743.73 
 Warrant# 062315  Check No.80207  $        331.00 
  
 Recommendation – Approve payment of the bills.  
 
14. TREASURERS REPORTS 

 
Recommendation – Motion to receive and file Treasurer’s Reports dated June 10, 2015 for the Month of March 2015 
and June 17, 2015 for April 2015. 
 

15. SECOND READING – ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 2014-13: EMERGENCY SHELTERS, 
TRANSITIONAL AND SUPPORTIVE HOUSING 
 
Recommendation – Motion to approve and amend the City of Taft Municipal Code entitled AN ORDINANCE OF 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 4, 5, 7, 8, AND 12 OF THE 
CITY OF TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO EMERGENCY SHELTERS, TRANSITIONAL 
AND SUPPORTIVE HOUSING. 
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16. SECOND READING – ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 2015-06: PROHIBITING HOOKAH 

LOUNGES 
 
Recommendation – Motion to approve and amend the City of Taft Municipal Code entitled AN ORDINANCE OF 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 5, AND 6 OF THE CITY OF 
TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO HOOKAH LOUNGES. 
 

17. SECOND READING – ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 2015-07: PRIVATE SMOKING LOUNGES 
AND SALES OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS 
  
Recommendation – Motion to approve and amend the City of Taft Municipal Code entitled AN ORDINANCE OF 
THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 5, 6, AND 12 OF THE CITY 
OF TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO PRIVATE SMOKING LOUNGES AND THE SALES OF 
TOBACCO PRODUCTS. 
 

18. BSK PROPOSAL FOR SOIL SAMPLING- TAFT TRANSIT CENTER SITE 
 
Recommendation – Motion to authorize a Task Order with BSK for an amount not to exceed $8,885 to complete 
additional soil borings and testing of area 18. 
 

19. PURCHASE FURNITURE, TOOLS, AND SUPPLIES FROM SEVERN TRENT SERVICES FOR 
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANTS 
 
Recommendation – Motion to authorize the purchase of furniture, tools and supplies for the municipal and federal 
wastewater treatment plants from Severn Trent Services in the amount of $6,100 to be allocated from wastewater 
treatment plant capital reserves. 
 

20. AGREEMENT WITH SPYGLASS GROUP TO PERFORM TELECOMMUNICATION INVOICE AUDIT 
 
Recommendation – Motion to authorize the City Manager to execute an agreement with Spyglass Group to perform 
telecommunication invoice audit. 
 

21. FUNDING TO THE TAFT CHAMBER OF COMMERCE FOR THE QUARTER OF JANUARY 2015 TO 
MARCH 2015. 
 
Recommendation – Motion to approve the 25% allocation of the Transient Occupancy Tax to the Taft Chamber of 
Commerce for the quarter of January 2015 through March 2015. 
 

22. PROFFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH STANTEC 
 
Recommendation – Motion to approve a professional services agreement with Stantec to provide grant research/ 
grant writing services and appropriate $12,500 from Capital Reserves for the purposes of funding the Needs 
Assessment. 
 

23.  CITY OF TAFT MAYOR’S LUNCHEON DURING OILDORADO 
 
Recommendation – Motion to approve and appropriate $1,200 from General Fund to host a Mayor’s Luncheon 
during 2015 Oildorado. 
 

24. RECRUITMENT OF PHYSICIAN FOR TAFT MODIFIED COMMUNITY CORRECTIONAL FACILITY 
(MCCF) 
 
Recommendation – Motion to approve costs associated with the recruitment and placement of a Physician (M.D. or 
D.O.) as required by the California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation for MCCF operations. 
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25.  2015 TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT PLAN 

 
Recommendation – Motion to adopt the attached Transit Development Plan and implement the 
recommendations presented within the Preferred Service Alternative section of the Plan.    
 

26.   AGREEMENT WITH STRADLING YOCCA CARLSON & RAUTH FOR LEGAL SERVICES 
 

 Recommendation – Motion to authorize the City Manager to execute the agreement with Stradling Yocca 
 Carlson & Rauth 

 
27.   PURCHASE ACTUARIAL REPORTS FOR FY 2014/2015 

 
Recommendation – Motion to authorize the Finance Director to purchase the Actuarial Reports for FY 
2014/2015 

 
CLOSED SESSION 

   
A. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION 

Government Code Section 54956.9 (a) - Sierra Club v. City of Taft and Taft City Council. 
 

B. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION 
Government Code Section 54956.9 (a) – Taft Union High School vs. City of Taft. 
 

C. CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATOR, CRAIG JONES- CITY MANAGER  
Government Code 54957.6 – All units. 
 

D. CONFERENCE WITH REAL PROPERTY NEGOTIATORS, CRAIG JONES- CITY MANAGER 
Government Code Section 54956.8 – 410 Supply Row 
 

E. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION  
Government Code Section 54956.9 (a) – City of Taft vs. CDCR. 
 

 ADJOURNMENT 
AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT 

(Government Code Section 54943.2) 

The City of Taft City Council Chamber is accessible to persons with disabilities. Disabled individuals who need special assistance (including 

transportation) to attend or participate in a meeting of the Taft City Council may request assistance at the Office of the City Clerk, City of Taft, 209 

E. Kern Street, Taft, California or by calling (661) 763-1222. Every effort will be made to reasonably accommodate individuals with disabilities by 

making meeting material available in alternative formats. Requests for assistance should be made five (5) working days in advance of a meeting 

whenever possible. 

AFFIDAVIT OF POSTING 

I, Darnell Rowe, declare as follows: 

That I am the Deputy City Clerk for the City of Taft; that an agenda was posted on a public information bulletin board located near the door of the 

Civic Center Council Chamber on July 2, 2015, pursuant to 1987 Brown Act Requirements. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed July 2, 2015, at Taft, California. 

 

Date/Time   Signature      

 

 



 
 

City of Taft Agenda Report 
 
 
 
 
DATE:  JULY 7, 2015  
 
TO:   MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
   
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
PUBLIC HEARING - ADOPT RESOLUTIONS AUTHORIZING KERN COUNTY TAX 
COLLECTOR TO COLLECT REFUSE CHARGES AND STANDBY REFUSE CHARGES 
FOR VACANT COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
Section 5473 Et. Seq. of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the collection of refuse fees 
by the County Tax Collector upon adoption of an appropriate resolution by the City Council. 
 
Prior to considering such a resolution it is appropriate for council to conduct a public hearing and to 
receive evidence and testimony for and against the proposed action from members of the public.  
Following completion of the hearing, Council will then consider the adoption of the proposed 
resolution. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
1. Conduct Public Hearing. 
2. Motion to adopt resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 

THE CITY OF TAFT PROVIDING FOR COLLECTION OF REFUSE CHARGES 
BY THE COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 ET. SEQ., 
HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 

3. Motion to adopt resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF TAFT PROVIDING FOR COLLECTION OF STANDBY REFUSE 
CHARGES BY THE COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 
ET. SEQ., HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 

 
 
FUNDING SOURCE: Revenue for Refuse Fund  
   
ATTACHMENT (Y/N): Resolutions 
 
PREPARED BY:  City Clerk 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 

 



 RESOLUTION NO. ____________ 
  

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT PROVIDING FOR  COLLECTION 
OF REFUSE CHARGES BY THE COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 ET. SEQ., 

HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 
 

WHEREAS, on June 4, 2013, the City Council of the City of Taft duly passed and adopted Ordinance No. 
796-13; and 
 

WHEREAS, said Ordinance passed pursuant to sanitation and refuse collection requirements set forth in the 
California Health and Safety Code provides for a direct charge for the collection and disposal of refuse, including street 
sweeping, as follows: 
 

Single-family residences $17.83 per month ($213.96 per year). 
 

Multiple-family dwelling unit complexes, including mobile home parks:  $17.94 per month ($215.28 per year) 
times (x) the number of kitchens. 
 

WHEREAS, said Ordinance provides that charges imposed thereunder upon Single-Family Dwellings, 
Duplexes, Triplexes, Multi-Family Dwellings and Mobile Home Parks for the collection and disposal of refuse be 
collected by the County Tax Collector; and 
 

WHEREAS, Section 5473 Et. Seq. of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California permits the City 
Council to provide for the collection of such charges by the County Tax Collector; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Taft hereby finds that all refuse collection and disposal charges 
comply with the applicable provisions of Article XIII D of the California Constitution. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Taft transfers the function of 
collection of refuse charges for all residential dwellings to the County Tax Collector pursuant to Ordinance No. 796-13 
to be billed at the time of billing for property taxes.  Such charges shall be in the amount provided by Ordinance No. 
796-13 adopted by the City Council of the City of Taft. 
 

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED on this 7th day of July, 2015. 
 
 

_____________________________ 
Randy Miller, Mayor 

ATTEST: 
 
________________________________ 
Yvette Mayfield 
City Clerk 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA  } 
COUNTY OF KERN           } SS 
CITY OF TAFT                    } 
 

I, Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk of the City of Taft, do hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was duly and 
regularly adopted by the City Council of the City of Taft at a regular meeting thereof held on the 7th day of July, 2015, 
by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  Council Members: 
NOES:  Council Members:  
ABSENT: Council Members: 
ABSTAIN: Council Members:  
 
________________________________ 
Yvette Mayfield 
City Clerk 



 RESOLUTION NO. ____________ 
  

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT PROVIDING FOR COLLECTION OF 
STANDBY REFUSE CHARGES BY THE COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 ET. 

SEQ., HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 
 

WHEREAS, on June 4, 2013, the City Council of the City of Taft duly passed and adopted Ordinance No. 796-13; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, on July 2, 2013, the City Council of the City of Taft duly passed and adopted Ordinance No. 798-13; 

and 
 

WHEREAS, said Ordinance passed pursuant to sanitation and refuse collection requirements set forth in the 
California Health and Safety Code provides for a direct charge for the collection and disposal of refuse, including street 
sweeping, as follows: 
 

1. Commercial Customers Standby Charge: All commercial buildings that are vacant or not conducting day to day 
business will be charged a rate equal to the minimum residential rates as a stand-by charge. These charges will be added 
to the property tax roll and shall be collected at the same time and in the same manner as ordinary City taxes are 
collected. It is the responsibility of the property owner to notify the City if the building becomes occupied with an 
operational business, removed or condemned by providing documentation to such and to request to have the charge 
removed from the property tax roll; any valid refund requested will be equal to the lesser of 12 months or when the 
building was removed or condemned. 

WHEREAS, said Ordinance provides that standby charges imposed upon Commercial buildings for the collection 
and disposal of refuse be collected by the County Tax Collector; and 
 

WHEREAS, Section 5473 Et. Seq. of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California permits the City 
Council to provide for the collection of such charges by the County Tax Collector; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Taft hereby finds that all refuse collection and disposal charges comply 
with the applicable provisions of Article XIII D of the California Constitution. 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Taft transfers the function of 
collection of standby refuse charges for all vacant Commercial Buildings to the County Tax Collector pursuant to Ordinance 
No. 798-13 to be billed at the time of billing for property taxes.  Such charges shall be in the amount provided by Ordinance 
No. 796-13 and Ordinance No. 798-13 adopted by the City Council of the City of Taft. 

 
PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED on this 7th day of July, 2015. 

 
 
_____________________________ 
Randy Miller, Mayor 

ATTEST: 
 
_____________________________ 
Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA   } 
COUNTY OF KERN           } SS 
CITY OF TAFT                   } 
 

I, Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk of the City of Taft, do hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was duly and 
regularly adopted by the City Council of the City of Taft at a regular meeting thereof held on the 7th day of July, 2015, by the 
following vote: 
 
AYES:  Council Members: 
NOES:  Council Members:  
ABSENT: Council Members: 
ABSTAIN: Council Members:  
 
_____________________________ 
Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk 
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DATE:  JULY 7, 2015 
 
TO:   MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
   
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
PUBLIC HEARING - ADOPT RESOLUTIONS AUTHORIZING KERN COUNTY TAX 
COLLECTOR TO COLLECT SEWER CHARGES AND STANDBY SEWER CHARGES 
FOR VACANT COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
Section 5473 Et. Seq. of the Health and Safety Code authorizes the collection of sewer fees 
by the County Tax Collector upon adoption of an appropriate resolution by the City Council. 
 
Prior to considering such a resolution, it is appropriate for council to conduct a public 
hearing and to receive evidence and testimony for and against the proposed action from 
members of the public.  Following the completion of the hearing, Council will then consider 
adoption of the proposed resolution. 
 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
1. Conduct Public Hearing. 
2. Motion to adopt resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 

THE CITY OF TAFT PROVIDING FOR COLLECTION OF SEWER CHARGES 
BY THE COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 ET. SEQ., 
HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 

3. Motion to adopt resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF TAFT PROVIDING FOR  COLLECTION OF STANDBY SEWER 
CHARGES BY THE COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 
ET. SEQ., HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 

  
FUNDING SOURCE: Revenue for Sewer Fund  
   
ATTACHMENT (Y/N): Resolutions 
 
PREPARED BY:  City Clerk 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 

 



RESOLUTION NO. __________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT PROVIDING FOR  COLLECTION 
OF SEWER CHARGES BY THE COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 ET. SEQ., 

HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 
 
 WHEREAS, on June 4, 2013, the City Council of the City of Taft duly passed and adopted Ordinance No. 
795-13; and 
 
 WHEREAS, said Ordinance passed pursuant to sanitation and sewage system requirements set forth in the 
California Health and Safety Code provides for a direct charge for the collection and treatment of sewage as follows: 
 
 Single-family residences $23.23 per month ($278.76 per year). 
 
 Multi-Family: Two, Three, and Four- Units $18.57/unit per month ($222.84/unit per year) 
 
 Apartment complexes $17.32/unit per month ($207.84/unit per year). 
 
 WHEREAS, said Ordinance provides that charges for collection, removal and disposal of sewage shall be 
collected by the County Tax Collector; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Section 5473 Et. Seq. of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California permits the City 
Council to provide for the collection of such charges by the County Tax Collector; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Taft hereby finds that all sewer collection and treatment charges 
comply with the applicable provisions of Article XIII D of the California Constitution. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Taft transfers the function of 
collection of sewer charges for all sewer service users to the County Tax Collector pursuant to Ordinance No. 795-13, 
to be billed at the time of billing for property taxes.  Such charges shall be in the amount provided by Ordinance No. 
795-13 adopted by the City Council of the City of Taft. 
 
 PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED on this 7th day of July 2015. 
 
 
       _____________________________ 
       Randy Miller, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________ 
Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA  } 
COUNTY OF KERN           }SS 
CITY OF TAFT                    } 
 
 I, Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk of the City of Taft, do hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution was duly and 
regularly adopted by the City Council of the City of Taft at a regular meeting thereof held on the 7th day of July 2015 
by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  Council Members: 
NOES:  Council Members: 
ABSENT: Council Members: 
ABSTAIN: Council Members: 
 
 
_________________________ 
Yvette Mayfield 
City Clerk 



RESOLUTION NO. __________ 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT PROVIDING FOR  
COLLECTION OF STANDBY SEWER CHARGES BY THE COUNTY TAX COLLECTOR 

PURSUANT TO SECTION 5473 ET. SEQ., HEALTH AND SAFETY CODE 
 
 WHEREAS, on June 4, 2013, the City Council of the City of Taft duly passed and adopted 
Ordinance No. 795-13; and 
 
 WHEREAS, on July 2, 2013, the City Council of the City of Taft duly passed and adopted 
Ordinance No. 799-13; and 
 
 WHEREAS, said Ordinance passed pursuant to sanitation and sewage system requirements 
set forth in the California Health and Safety Code provides for a direct charge for the collection and 
treatment of sewage as follows: 
 

Customer Class 
Monthly Sewer Rate Per Unit 

FY 

2013/14 

FY 

2014/15 

FY 

2015/16 

FY 

2016/17 

FY 

2017/18 

210  Commercial Stand‐by charge  $23.23  $25.32  $27.60  $29.53  $31.00 

 
1. Commercial Stand-by Charge: All commercial buildings that are vacant or not conducting 

day to day business will be charged a rate equal to the minimum residential rates as a stand-
by charge. These charges will be added to the property tax roll and shall be collected at the 
same time and in the same manner as ordinary City taxes are collected. It is the 
responsibility of the property owner to notify the City if the building becomes occupied with 
an operational business, removed or condemned by providing documentation to such and to 
request to have the charge removed from the property tax roll; any valid refund requested 
will be equal to the lesser of 12 months or when the building was removed or condemned.  

 
 WHEREAS, said Ordinance provides that fees for collection, removal and disposal of 
sewage shall be collected by the County Tax Collector; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Section 5473 Et. Seq. of the Health and Safety Code of the State of California 
permits the City Council to provide for the collection of such charges by the County Tax Collector; 
and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Taft hereby finds that all sewer collection and 
treatment charges comply with the applicable provisions of Article XIII D of the California 
Constitution. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Taft 
transfers the function of collection of sewer charges for all sewer service users to the County Tax 
Collector pursuant to Ordinance No. 795-13, to be billed at the time of billing for property taxes.  
Such charges shall be in the amount provided by Ordinance No. 795-13 AND Ordinance No. 799-
13 adopted by the City Council of the City of Taft. 
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 PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED on this 7th day of July 2015. 
 
 
       _____________________________ 
       Randy Miller, Mayor 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_________________________ 
Yvette Mayfield 
City Clerk 
 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA } 
COUNTY OF KERN         }SS 
CITY OF TAFT                } 
 
 I, Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk of the City of Taft, do hereby certify that the foregoing 
Resolution was duly and regularly adopted by the City Council of the City of Taft at a regular 
meeting thereof held on the 7th day of July 2015 by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  Council Members: 
NOES:  Council Members: 
ABSENT: Council Members: 
ABSTAIN: Council Members: 
 
 
_________________________ 
Yvette Mayfield 
City Clerk 
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DATE:  JULY 7, 2015 
 
TO:   MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
   
 
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
PUBLIC HEARING - LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
The Public Hearing was set to allow for public comment concerning Landscape Maintenance District No. 1. 
 
The Engineer’s Report for Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 was received at the City Council meeting 
on June 16, 2015. Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 consists of Tract 5574, Phase 1, Tract 5956 Phases 
1-3, and Tract 6114.  The parcel assessment will remain at the same level as last year ($86.00). The funds 
from the District will be collected by the Kern County Assessor’s Office and disbursed to the City as a 
special assessment.  These assessments, when collected, will go to their respective funds to pay for the 
maintenance and operation of the landscaping and lighting of the District. 
 
It is recommended that the City Council adopt the resolution setting the assessments for Maintenance District 
No. 1 for fiscal year 2015-2016 as presented in the Engineer’s Report.  If the attached resolution is adopted 
by City Council, the Records Administrator will deliver a certified copy of the adopted resolution and a copy 
of the fully executed Engineer’s Report to the Kern County Auditor-Controller, Office of Special 
Assessments, to complete the process. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 

1. Conduct Public Hearing. 
2. Motion to approve resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 

THE CITY OF TAFT SETTING THE ASSESSMENT FOR LANDSCAPE 
MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1. 

 
FUNDING SOURCE:  Revenue for Landscape District 
    
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  Resolution 
 
PREPARED BY:   City Clerk 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 

 
 



RESOLUTION NO.     
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT 
SETTING THE ASSESSMENT FOR LANDSCAPE MAINTENANCE 

DISTRICT NO. 1. 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Taft is a municipal corporation duly created and existing pursuant 
to the Constitution and laws of the State of California; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Landscaping and Lighting Act of 1972 requires the annual assessment of 

existing Districts; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City approved Landscape Maintenance District No.1 on June 15, 1993 in 

accordance with the Landscape and Lighting Act of 1972 as found in the California Streets and 
Highways Code Section 22500 et seq. (the Act); and 

 
WHEREAS, Landscape Maintenance District No. 1 was formed for the purpose of 

providing funding for the maintenance of certain landscaping located along the north side of “A” 
Street, beginning approximately six hundred feet (600’) west of Hillard Street and running in a 
westerly direction, and an area along both sides of Terrace Dr. north of “A” Street when 
developed; and 

 
WHEREAS, the flat rate landscape assessment fee has been levied against all parcels in 

Tract 5574 Phase 1, Tract 5956 Phases 1-3, Tract 6114 Tract 6501; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council is required to adopt a resolution describing any new 

improvements or changes to the District; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Engineer has prepared and filed the Engineer’s Report with the City; 

and 
 
WHEREAS, the City has provided proper notice for the public hearing in accordance with 

Sections 22552 and 22553 of the California Streets and Highways Code; and 
 
WHEREAS, at this appointed time and place the City Council conducted a public hearing 

pursuant to Section 22629 of the California Streets and Highways Code; and 
 
WHEREAS, the maintenance district has been formed pursuant to the Landscaping and 

Lighting Act of 1972, and has been brought into compliance with Proposition 218; and 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the City Council of the City of Taft, does 
hereby find, resolve, determine and order as follows:  

 
Section 1. The City Council hereby approves the Engineer’s Report. 
Section 2. The City Council hereby approves the adoption of an assessment for the Fiscal   

Year 2015-2016 as described in the Engineer’s Report incorporated herein by 
reference. 

Section 3. The City hereby directs the City Clerk to immediately and by not later than 
August 10, 2015, file the Engineer’s Report and this resolution, or certified copy 
thereof, with the County Auditor for entry in the County assessment roll. 
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PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 7TH DAY OF JULY, 2015. 
 
 

______________________________ 
Randy Miller, Mayor   

ATTEST: 
 
      
Yvette Mayfield 
City Clerk 
 
 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA} 
COUNTY OF KERN         } SS 
CITY OF TAFT                 } 
 
 I, Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk of the City of Taft, California, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing Resolution was duly and regularly introduced and adopted at a regular 
meeting thereof held on the 7th day of July, 2015, by the following vote: 
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBER:   
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBER:   
ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBER:   
ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBER:   
 
 
      
Yvette Mayfield 
City Clerk 



City of Taft
2015 Transit Development Plan

Sponsored by the 

Kern Council of Governments



What is a Transit Development Plan?

• Objective and comprehensive evaluation of a 
community’s public transit program

• Practical road map for continuing program 
development

• Five‐year planning horizon



Project Steering Committee

• Bob Snoddy, Kern COG

• Alec Kimmel, Caltrans

• Craig Jones, City of Taft



TDP Process

A. Service Evaluation
• Direct observation
• Analysis of performance data across the past five fiscal years

B. Public Involvement
• Survey of transit riders
• Survey of non‐riders (community) 
• Stakeholder interviews
• Small group discussions

C. Market Analysis
• Ridership trends
• Evaluate recent and near‐term development
• Consider local land‐use patterns 
• Kern County Regional Transportation Plan



TDP Process (continued)

D.  Preferred Service Plan

E.  Capital and Financial Plans

F.  Implementation Plan



Taft:  Key Findings

• Public awareness and support for public transit remains high 
among Taft residents 

• Most frequently requested improvement was expanded 
service area and more frequent service

• Farebox revenue requirements have not been met in 
recent years

• Annual ridership declined 3.8 percent from FY 2012/13 
to FY 2013/14

• Development of dedicated‐transit “hub”.  Supported by 
adjacent park/ride facility. 



Taft:  Recommendations

A. Administrative
• Develop a transit ticket/pass sales program

• Implement all Title VI Plan recommendations

• Increase marketing budget and activity level 

• Adjust fares for fixed‐route and DAR services to meet  
TDA farebox recovery requirements 



Taft:  Recommendations (cont.)

B. Operational 
• Replace weekend fixed‐route service with general public 

dial‐a‐ride

• Enhance/promote connectivity with Kern Transit

C. Capital  
• Develop and implement Bus Stop Improvement Program

• Construct a dedicated transit center/dispatch/
fleet storage facility 



Discussion/Questions



TAFT CITY COUNCIL/SUCCESSOR AGENCY 
JOINT REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 

JUNE 16, 2015 
 

 
REGULAR MEETING                   6:00 P.M. 
 
The June 16, 2015, regular joint meeting of the Taft City Council/Taft Successor Agency, held in the Council 
Chamber at Taft City Hall, 209 East Kern Street, Taft, CA 93268, was opened by Mayor Randy Miller at  
6:03:23 PM. The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Member Noerr, followed by an invocation given by 
Bob Jordan of the Lighthouse Foursquare Church.  
 
PRESENT: Mayor Randy Miller and Mayor Pro Tem Dave Noerr  

Council Members Orchel Krier, Josh Bryant and Renee Hill 
City Manager Craig Jones and City Attorney Jason Epperson 
City Clerk Yvette Mayfield 

   
1. PUBLIC HEARING –ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 2015-06: 

PROHIBITING HOOKAH LOUNGES 
 
The Public Hearing was opened at 6:12:54 PM to receive testimony from proponents and 
opponents. Being none, the Public Hearing was closed.   
 
Council Member Noerr stated he doesn’t see a benefit to the community in hookah 
lounges and believes this ordinance helps promote a healthier community. 
 
Mayor Miller shared that this ordinance goes along with the ordinance banning baths 
salts and is part of promoting a healthy community. 
 

Motion: Moved by Krier, seconded by Hill to approve and amend the City of Taft 
CHAPTERS 1, 5, AND 6 OF THE CITY OF TAFT ZONING 
ORDINANCE RELATING TO HOOKAH LOUNGES for first reading by 
title only and reading of such be waived. 

 
AYES:  Noerr, Krier, Bryant, Hill, Miller  
PASSED:  5-0 

 
2. PUBLIC HEARING – ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 2015-07: PRIVATE 

SMOKING LOUNGES AND SALES OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS 
 
The Public Hearing was opened at 6:17:13 PM to receive testimony from proponents and 
opponents. Being none, the Public Hearing was closed.   
 
Council Member Bryant shared he believes it is in the city’s best interest to be strategic 
on this issue and passing this ordinance will make it clear when and where these things 
are allowed. 
 
Council Member Noerr stated that there will still be a process available someone could 
go through if they wanted to open one of these businesses but this ordinance supports 
healthy living and a healthy community for the citizens. 
 
Council Member Krier asked if a business wanted to have a private smoking lounge 
approved if this would be possible with this ordinance and City Manager Jones answered 
that it would be against state law. 
 
Mayor Miller specified that this ordinance does not totally prohibit the things outlined in 
the ordinance however it is allowing the City to get ahead of the game and provide a 
healthier living environment. 
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Motion: Moved by Bryant, seconded by Hill to approve and amend the City of Taft 

Municipal Code entitled AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF TAFT AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 5, 6, AND 12 OF 
THE CITY OF TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO 
PRIVATE SMOKING LOUNGES AND THE SALES OF TOBACCO 
PRODUCTS for first reading by title only and reading of such be waived. 

 
AYES:  Noerr, Krier, Bryant, Hill, Miller  
PASSED:  5-0 

 
3. PUBLIC HEARING – ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 2014-13: 

EMERGENCY SHELTERS, TRANSITIONAL AND SUPPORTIVE HOUSING 
 
The Public Hearing was opened at 6:22:31 PM  to receive testimony from proponents and 
opponents.  
 
Shari Rightmer of 610 Kern Street spoke about a program that she is interested in 
organizing through her non-profit that would offer the homeless in Taft opportunities and 
tools to get off the system. 
 
The Public Hearing was closed at 6:25:54 PM.   
 

Motion: Moved by Noerr, seconded by Krier to approve and amend the City of Taft 
Municipal Code entitled AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF 
THE CITY OF TAFT AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 4, 5, 7, 8, AND 12 OF 
THE CITY OF TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO 
EMERGENCY SHELTERS, TRANSITIONAL AND SUPPORTIVE 
HOUSING for first reading by title only and reading of such be waived. 

 
AYES:  Noerr, Krier, Bryant, Hill, Miller  
PASSED:  5-0 

 
 

4. CERTIFICATE OF RECOGNITION – TAFT UNION HIGH SCHOOL GIRLS 
SOFTBALL TEAM 
 
Certificate of Recognition was presented to Coach Russell Emberson. 
 

5. CITIZEN REQUESTS/PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 

There were none. 
 

6. COUNCIL STATEMENTS (NON ACTION) 
 
Council Member Krier stated that he hoped everyone survived the great storm last week and 
mentioned that he had the opportunity to attend a meeting in Bakersfield the prior day regarding 
water issues also stating he supports Supervisor Couch and the need to retain local control over 
water instead of giving that control over to the state. 
 
Council Member Bryant shared a picture of him being doused with ice water at a West Side Little 
League event and thanked the community and West Side Park and Recreation District for their 
support of the Little League and the event.  Also as a point of pride he congratulated both Taft teams 
playing in the championship games on their wins. 
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Mayor Miller mentioned that state legislators want to take regional control of our local districts 
away from the local control of cities and the League of California Cities and Counties work 
consistently to help the locals so that that doesn’t happen.  He also stated that he missed the storm as 
he was out of town on vacation but that at least Sandy Creek finally had water flowing. 
 
Council Member Noerr discussed the great Taft Flood and shared that the storm reminded him of all 
the work done to clean Sandy Creek allowing it to work as intended as a flood control ditch and 
thanked everyone who worked on the storm cleanup. 
 

7. CITY MANAGER STATEMENTS 
 

There were none. 
 
8. DEPARTMENT REPORTS 
 

There were none. 
 
9. CITY ATTORNEY STATEMENTS 

 
There were none. 
 

10. FUTURE AGENDA REQUESTS 
 
Mayor Miller requested that the City look in to hosting a Mayors luncheon during Oildorado. 
Council Member Krier concurred. 
 
********************************************************************** 
 

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS 11- 22 
 

 Item 13 was removed by Bryant 
 
Motion: Moved by Noerr, seconded by Bryant to approve consent calendar Items 11, 12 and 

14 through 22.   
  
AYES:   Krier, Bryant, Hill, Noerr, Miller 
PASSED:  5-0   
 
 
11. MINUTES 

June 2, 2015 Regular  
 
 Recommendation – Approve as submitted. 
 
12. PAYMENT OF BILLS 
 Warrant# 060515  Check No. 80012-80092 $ 348,437.08 
    Warrant# 051415  Check No. 80011  $ 33.02  
  
 Recommendation – Approve payment of the bills.  
 
14.       REAPPOINT MEMBERS TO THE CITY OF TAFT PLANNING COMMISSION 

 
Recommendation – Motion to reappoint Ron Orrin and Bob Leikam to the City of Taft Planning 
Commission for a term ending June 30, 2019. 
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15. APPROVAL OF REVISED SICK LEAVE POLICY 

  
Recommendation – Motion to Approve A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF TAFT AMENDING THE CITY OF TAFT SICK LEAVE POLICY IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF AB 1522. (Resolution No. 3686-15) 
 

16. RATIFICATION OF ELECTION AND RECOGNITION OF EMPLOYEE ORGANIZATIONS 
 
Recommendation – Motion to approve recognition of the Taft Correctional Officers Association 
(TCOA) and the Taft Correctional Peace Officers Association (TCPOA) as employee organizations. 
 

17. LANDSCAPE AND LIGHTING MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 
 
Recommendation –  
1) Motion to Receive 2015-2016 Engineer’s Report for Landscape Maintenance District No. 1; and  
2) Motion to adopt a resolution titled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY 
OF TAFT DECLARING ITS INTENTION TO REVIEW THE IMPROVEMENTS AND FEES 
FOR LANDSCAPE AND LIGHTING MAINTENANCE DISTRICT NO. 1 AND SET THE 
PUBLIC HEARING FOR JULY 7, 2015. (Resolution No. 3687-15) 
 

18. TASK ORDER FOR W.M. LYLES CO. TO LEVEL WEIRS IN CLARIFIER AT FEDERAL 
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
 
Recommendation – Motion to authorize a Task Order with W.M. Lyles Co. in amount of $11,862 to 
level clarifier weirs at the Fed-WWTP. 
 

19. INDEPENDENCE DAY CELEBRATION ON RAILS TO TRAILS SPONSORED BY TAFT 
CHAMBER 
 
Recommendation – Motion to approve a resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT AUTHORIZING STREET CLOSURES AND USE OF 
RAILS TO TRAILS FOR THE 2015 INDEPENDENCE DAY CELEBRATION. (Resolution No. 
3688-15)  
 

20. 2015 ADA PARATRANSIT PLAN 
 
Recommendation – Adopt the attached revised ADA Paratransit Plan and continue operation of an 
eligibility-based demand-response and limited-stop fixed-route transit service.    
 

21. SCHEDULING OF THE TAFT ECONOMIC OPPORTUNITY WORKSHOP 
 
Recommendation – Motion to approve the Taft Economic Opportunity Workshop. 
 

22. RESOLUTION ADOPTING A PRELIMINARY BUDGET BASED ON THE 2014-2015 LEVEL 
OF APPROPRIATIONS 
 
Recommendation – Motion to adopt resolution entitled A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY 
COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT ADOPTING A PRELIMINARY BUDGET BASED ON 
THE 2014-2015 LEVEL OF APPROPRIATIONS. (Resolution No. 3689.15) 
 
 ************************************************************************* 
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13. MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING FOR WATER REUSE STUDY BETWEEN THE 

CITY OF TAFT, WEST KERN WATER DISTRICT, WEST SIDE RECREATION & PARK 
DISTRICT, AND WEST SIDE CEMETERY DISTRICT 
 

Motion: Moved by Bryant, seconded by Noerr to approve a Memorandum of Understanding 
with West Kern Water District, West Side Recreation & Park District, and West Side 
Cemetery District and to allocate $2,000 from capital reserves for a waste water reuse 
study. 

 
AYES:   Noerr, Krier, Bryant, Hill, Miller 
PASSED:  5-0   

 
Council Member Bryant stated he pulled this item to suggest the agencies speak with the Federal 
Prison regarding participating in this study and City Manager Jones replied that they actually are 
already speaking with them on this. 
 

23. APPROVE TRAVEL EXPENSE FOR COUNCIL MEMBERS TO ATTEND THE LEAGUE 
OF CALIFORNIA CITIES ANNUAL CONFERENCE  

 
Motion: Moved by Noerr seconded by Bryant to (1) approve and appropriate funds from 

General Fund for registration, meals, transportation, and other incidental expenses for 
up to four Council Members to attend the 2015 League of California Cities Annual 
Conference and the League of California Cities Annual Business Meeting in San Jose. 
(2) to appoint Mayor Miller as the Voting Delegate and Council Member Bryant as 
the Alternate Voting Delegate for the League of California Cities Annual Business 
Meeting. 

  
AYES:   Krier, Bryant, Hill, Noerr, Miller 
PASSED:  5-0  

 
At 7:02:57 PM with all Council Members present the meeting was recessed to Closed Session.   
 
CLOSED SESSION 

   
A. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – ANTICIPATED LITIGATION 

Government Code Section 54956.9(b) – two (2) undisclosed cases. 
 

B. CONFERENCE WITH PROPERTY NEGOTIATOR, CITY MANAGER,  
Government Code 54956.8 – 400 Hillard Street, Taft, CA 
 

C. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – EXISTING LITIGATION  
Government Code Section 54956.9 (a) – City of Taft vs. CDCR. 
 
 The Council discussed in closed session the items agendized for closed session discussion 

and direction was given to Staff and Attorney.  The Council authorized the City Manager 
to negotiate and execute a settlement with Southwest Waste Water regarding a prior 
sewage spill, by a 5-0 vote.  Also by a 5-0 vote, the Council authorized the City Manager 
to seek special legal counsel for anticipated litigation. 

 
 ADJOURNMENT- With no further business to conduct the meeting was adjourned at  
 7:55 pm. 
 

             
Yvette Mayfield      Randy Miller 
City Clerk       Mayor 

































































































































































































































































































































REVIEWED BY: 
CITY CLERK: 

 
FINANCE DIRECTOR: CITY MANAGER: 

 

**2nd reading only** 

 
City of Taft Agenda Report 

 
 
 
DATE: June 16, 2015 
 
TO: MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
PUBLIC HEARING – ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 2014-13: EMERGENCY SHELTERS, 
TRANSITIONAL AND SUPPORTIVE HOUSING 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT:  
 
In 2007, the State legislature passed Senate Bill 2 (SB2), otherwise known as the bill for Local Planning and 
Approval for Emergency Shelters and Transitional and Supportive Housing.  The bill amended Housing 
Element law to ensure local zoning ordinances encouraged and facilitated emergency shelters and limited the 
denial of emergency shelters and transitional and supportive housing consistent with the Housing 
Accountability Act.  The City needs to complete the amendment as a first step in updating the Housing 
Element for is 5th Cycle for years 2013-2023, which is due by December 2015. 
 
At the December 3, 2014, Planning Commission meeting, City staff presented a draft of an amendment to the 
Taft Zoning Ordinance regarding emergency shelters, transitional and supportive housing, which they 
approved. Staff has since forwarded the amendments for a compliance review to the California Department of 
Housing Community Development (HCD) for a 30 day review.  Staff was contacted by HCD in February and 
was provided with comments and suggested revisions for the amendment to be in full compliance with SB2. 
 
At the April 8, 2015, Planning Commission meeting, City staff presented the final draft of the amendment 
with HCD revisions included, which was approved unanimously with no further additions or deletions.  
Therefore, Staff recommends that the City Council approve the amendment to Chapters 1, 4, 5, 7, 8, and 12 of 
Title 6 of the Taft Zoning Ordinance regarding emergency shelters, transitional and supportive housing. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:  
 
1. Conduct Public Hearing; and 
2. Motion to approve and amend the City of Taft Municipal Code entitled AN ORDINANCE OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 4, 5, 7, 8, AND 12 OF THE 
CITY OF TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO EMERGENCY SHELTERS, 
TRANSITIONAL AND SUPPORTIVE HOUSING for first reading by title only and reading of such be 
waived. 
 
FUNDING SOURCE:  N/A 
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  Ordinance 
 
PREPARED BY:  Mark Staples, Director, Planning & Community Development 



ORDINANCE NO. ________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT APPROVING 
ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT NO. 2014-13 AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 4, 5, 7, 
8 AND 12 OF TITLE VI OF THE CITY OF TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING 

TO EMERGENCY SHELTERS, TRANSITIONAL AND SUPPORTIVE HOUSING 
 

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 65580 mandates the preparation and 
implementation of Housing Elements toward the attainment of the state’s housing goal and cities 
and counties identifying adequate sites for housing, including emergency shelters, transitional 
and supportive housing; and 

 
WHEREAS, homelessness is a statewide problem that affects many cities and counties, 

with an estimated 360,000 homeless individuals and families in California; and 
 
WHEREAS, some of the causes of homelessness are mental illness, substance abuse, 

prison release, and lack of affordable housing; and 
 
WHEREAS, as homelessness affects people of all races, gender, age, and geographic 

location there is a growing need for every city and county to plan for the location of adequate 
emergency shelters. Many people experiencing homelessness, primarily youth and single 
individuals, need shelter but also have a need for residential substance abuse and mental health 
services; and 

 
WHEREAS, the lack or shortage of emergency shelters for homeless individuals and 

families in cities and counties across the state leads to the concentration of services in inner cities 
and poor communities; and 

 
WHEREAS, in order to ensure access to services in every city and county for homeless 

individuals and families, it is important that cities and counties plan for these services to address 
the special needs and circumstances of this threatened population; and 

 
WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of cities and counties to plan and identify areas for 

emergency shelters, include this as part of their planning process and locate emergency shelters 
where most appropriate in their community, and the state should not dictate where these 
emergency shelters should be located; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission studied and considered the written findings for 
approval of Zoning Ordinance Amendment No. 2014-13, City Staff’s written and oral reports, 
and all public testimony before making a decision on this request; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed and commented on a draft ordinance 

amendment of Chapters 1, 4, 5, 7, 8 and 12 of Title VI of the Zoning Ordinance at a special 
meeting on December 3, 2014, voting 4-0 to recommend approval of the proposed amendment to 
the City Council; and 

 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed and commented on a draft ordinance 

amendment at a regular meeting on April 8, 2015, with further revisions recommended by the 
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Department of Housing Community Development to ensure compliance with the Senate Bill 2 
law, and voting 4-0 to recommend approval of the proposed amendment to the City Council; and 

 
WHEREAS, the laws and regulations relating to the preparation and adoption of 

environmental documents, as set forth in the State Guidelines Implementing the California 
Environmental Quality Act have been adhered to; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council has fully considered this request and the potential 
environmental effects.   
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council of the City of Taft does 
ordain as follows:  
 

SECTION 1 
 
6.1.190  Definitions 
 
Emergency Shelter 

 
Housing with minimal supportive services for homeless persons that is limited to occupancy of 
six months or less by a homeless person.  No individual or household may be denied emergency 
shelter because of an inability to pay, as defined in Section 50801(e) of the Health and Safety 
Code. 
 
Supportive Housing 

 
Housing with no limit on length of stay, that is occupied by the target population, and that is 
linked to on- or off-site services that assist the supportive housing resident in retaining the 
housing, improving his or her health status, and maximizing his or her ability to live and, when 
possible, work in the community, as defined in Section 50675.14(b) of the Government Code. 
 
Target Population 

 
Adults with low-income having one or more disabilities, including mental illness, HIV or AIDS, 
substance abuse, or other chronic health conditions, or individuals eligible for service provided 
under the Lanterman Development Disabilities Services Act and may, among other populations, 
include adults, emancipated minors, families with children, elderly persons, young adults aging 
out of the foster care system, individuals exiting from institutional settings (e.g. jails, hospitals, 
prisons, and institutes of mental disease), veterans, or homeless people, as defined in Section 
50675.14 of the Government Code. 
 
Transitional Housing 

 
Buildings configured as rental housing developments, but operated under program requirements 
that call for the termination of assistance and recirculation of the assisted unit to another eligible 
program recipient at some predetermined future point in time, which shall be no less than six (6) 
months, as defined in Section 50675.2(h) of the Government Code. 
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6.4.30 USE REGULATIONS 
 

Table 4.A 
Uses Permitted Within Residential Districts  

USE RS R-1 R-2 R-3 

A. RESIDENTIAL USES 
 1. Single Family Dwelling     

  1 Single Family Dwelling P P P X 

  
2nd Single Family Dwelling (per Section 11.200 of 
this Title) 

P P N/A N/A 

 11. Emergency Shelter X X P X 

 12. Transitional Housing C P C P C P C P 

 13. Supportive Housing C P C P C P C P 

 
6.5.30 USE REGULATIONS  
 

Table 5.A 
Uses Permitted Within Commercial Zone Districts 

USE MU GC DC

D. Residential Uses 

 1. Single family residential dwellings X X X 
 2. Residence in conjunction with a business C C C 
 3. Multi-family residential dwellings C C C 
 4. Emergency Shelters X X X 
 5. Transitional Housing C C C 
 6. Supportive Housing C C C 
 
6.7.30 USE REGULATIONS  
 

Table 7.A 
Uses Permitted Within the Agricultural District 

USE  A 
G. RESIDENTIAL 
 1. Farm labor housing for on-site employees C 
 2. Farm labor housing for contract labor C 
 3. Residential accessory structures P 
 4. Residential facilities C 
 5. Single-family dwelling, occupied by the owner or full-time on-site 

employee 
P 

 6. Emergency Shelters X 
 7. Transitional Housing C P 
 8. Supportive Housing C P 
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6.8.30 USE REGULATIONS  
 

Table 8.A 
Uses Permitted within Natural Resources District 

USE NR 

A. NATURAL RESOURCE USE  
1. Agricultural uses subject to the provisions of Chapter 6.7 of this Title P 
2. Kennels (both commercial and non-commercial) P 
3. Oil and gas exploration and production, subject to the provisions of Chapter 6.9 

of this Title 
P 

4. Mineral exploration and production subject to Chapter 6.8 of this Title P 
5. Steam and cogeneration facilities used for oil and gas production P 
6. Single family dwelling C 
7. Emergency Shelters X 
8. Transitional Housing C 
9. Supportive Housing C 
 
 
6.12.160 EMERGENCY SHELTERS, TRANSITIONAL AND SUPPORTIVE 

HOUSING 
 
Emergency Shelters, Transitional and Supportive Housing, as defined in 
Chapter 6.1.190 of this Title, shall be subject to the following development 
standards. 
 
1. Maximum Stay 

 
a. Emergency Shelters: Shall not exceed 180 days in a 365 day period 

 
b. Transitional Housing: Six (6) to twenty four (24) months 

 
c. Supportive Housing: No limit on length of stay 

 
2. The maximum number of beds/persons permitted to be served nightly 

shall be based on the individual capacity of the building and overall 
facility and shall not be less than 50 square feet per person served, 
consistent with Cal. Gov’t Code Section 65583(4)(A). 
 

3. Facilities shall should be located within a 1/2 mile radius of a local or 
regional transit stop, as measured from the property line. 

 
4. A minimum distance of 300 200 feet shall be maintained between 

emergency shelters, transitional and supportive housing facilities. 
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5. At least one (1) manager shall be on-site during all hours of operation of 
the facility. Such manager shall be an individual who does not utilize the 
shelter’s beds or other services and who resides off-site. 

 
6. Each facility shall meet the minimum parking requirement of the 

residential structure(s) they occupy, per Chapter 14 of this Title.  There 
shall be a minimum of 1 parking stall for every 4 beds or 1/2 parking 
space for each bedroom designated for family units with children, plus 1 
parking stall for each employee/volunteer on duty, shall be maintained. 

 
7. Each facility shall provide an on-site bicycle rack for use by residents of 

the facility. 
 

8. Exterior lighting may be provided for the outdoor areas.  All lighting shall 
be designed to project downward and not be directed towards or create 
glare on adjacent properties, per Chapter 6.13.80 of this Title. 

 
9. Facility waiting and intake areas shall be provided containing a minimum 

of ten (10) square feet per bed provided at the facility.  Waiting and intake 
areas shall be located within the facility building or may be located outside 
and shall be screened from public view by 6-foot tall mature landscaping 
or 6-foot tall solid wall or fence. 

 
10. Facility storage should be limited to within the interior of the facility 

structure.  Outdoor storage shall be limited to small accessory structures 
that meet all development, setback, and lot coverage standards of the zone 
district and be consistent with Chapter 6.11.30 of this Title.  Large storage 
containers and sea trains are prohibited. 

 
11. Each facility shall provide a minimum of one (1) restroom facility that 

includes at least one (1) sink, one (1) toilet, and one (1) shower.  Facilities 
that accommodate homeless families shall provide an additional restroom 
facility specifically designated for use just by families.  Larger facilities 
shall provide additional restroom facilities at a ratio of one (1) full 
restroom facility for every ten (10) beds. 

 
12. An operational plan may be required for review and approval to address 

additional specific needs as identified by the Planning Director. The 
approved operational plan shall remain active throughout the life of the 
facility and updated as necessary. At a minimum, the plan shall contain 
provisions addressing the items outlined below: 

 
a. Safety and security measures for residents and staff; 

 
b. Loitering control measures to minimize the congregation of people; 
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c. Management of outdoor areas with admittance and discharge 
procedures and monitoring of waiting areas to minimize disruption to 
nearby land uses; 

 
d. Staff training with objectives to provide adequate knowledge and skills 

to assist clients in obtaining permanent shelter and income; 
 

e. Communication and outreach with objectives for proper responses to 
operational issues which may arise from the neighborhood, City staff, 
or the general public; 

 
f. Screening of clients for admittance eligibility with objectives to 

provide first service to Taft area residents; 
 

g. Counseling programs to be provided with referrals to outside 
assistance agencies; and 

 
h. Litter control objectives to provide for the timely removal of litter 

attributable to clients within the vicinity of the facility. 
 

13. Shelters and housing facilities may provide other support and social 
services in designated areas separate from sleeping areas, such as: 
 
a. Recreation areas; 

 
b. Counseling for job placement, educational, health care, legal, or 

mental health services; 
 

c. Laundry facilities; 
 

d. Kitchen facilities; 
 

e. Dining facilities; 
 

f. Other similar services geared to homeless clients. 
 
 

SECTION 2 
 

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this Resolution is for any reason held to 
be unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining sections of this 
Resolution.  The Planning Commission hereby declares that it would have passed this 
Resolution, and each section, subsection, clause and phrase thereof, irrespective of the face that 
any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses or phrases be declared invalid or 
unconstitutional. 
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SECTION 3 
 
This ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after the date of its adoption, and within fifteen 
(15) days after its adoption shall be published at least once in the Daily Midway Driller, a 
newspaper of general circulation, published and circulated in the City of Taft together with the 
names of members of the City Council voting for and against same.  
 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED on this ______ day of _________, 2015. 
 
 
 
 

         _________________________  
Randy Miller, Mayor  

Attest: 
 
 
 
____________________________  
Yvette Mayfield 
City Clerk  
 
Approved as to form:  
 
 
 
____________________________  
Jason Epperson, City Attorney  
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA }  
COUNTY OF KERN   } SS  
CITY OF TAFT   }  
 
I, Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk of the City of Taft, do hereby certify that the foregoing Ordinance 
had its first reading on ____________________________, and had it second reading on 
___________________________, and was passed by the following vote:  
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
ABSTAIN:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
 
 
____________________________  
Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk 



REVIEWED BY: 
CITY CLERK: 

 
FINANCE DIRECTOR: CITY MANAGER: 

 

**2nd reading only** 

 
City of Taft Agenda Report 

 
 
 
DATE: June 16, 2015 
 
TO: MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
PUBLIC HEARING – ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 2015-06: PROHIBITING HOOKAH 
LOUNGES 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT:  
 
Effective on January 1, 1995, the State of California adopted Labor Code Section 6404.5 prohibiting the 
smoking of tobacco products in all enclosed places of employment within the state, thereby eliminating the 
need of local governments to enact workplace smoking restrictions within their respective jurisdictions.  The 
code section has been amended since 1995 to include specifics where clarity was needed.  However, the code 
is not specific with regard to the use of hookahs or hookah lounges, which has recently gained in popularity. 
 
The City of Taft is making efforts to promote a healthy community.  As such, the City Council has directed 
staff to address and make necessary revisions to the Zoning Ordinance with regard to the harmful effects of 
tobacco use.  There are documented health risks associated with smoking tobacco products.  However, 
smoking tobacco products with the use of a water pipe or hookah has not shown to mitigate or eliminate these 
health risks.  Attached is the proposed amendment to Chapters 1, 5, and 6 of the Zoning Ordinance, which 
includes definitions of hookahs and hookah lounges, along with their prohibition in Taft’s commercial and 
industrial zoning districts. 
 
At the May 20, 2015, Planning Commission meeting, City staff presented the final draft of the amendment, 
which was approved unanimously with no further additions or deletions.  Therefore, Staff recommends that 
the City Council approve the amendment to Chapters 1, 5, and 6 of Title 6 of the Taft Zoning Ordinance 
regarding hookah lounges. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:  
 
1. Conduct Public Hearing; and 
2. Motion to approve and amend the City of Taft Municipal Code entitled AN ORDINANCE OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 5, AND 6 OF THE CITY OF 
TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO HOOKAH LOUNGES for first reading by title only and 
reading of such be waived. 
 
FUNDING SOURCE:  N/A 
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  Ordinance 
 
PREPARED BY:  Mark Staples, Director, Planning & Community Development 



ORDINANCE NO. ________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT APPROVING 
ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT NO. 2015-06 AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 5, 

AND 6 OF TITLE VI OF THE CITY OF TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO 
HOOKAH LOUNGES 

 
WHEREAS, the State of California adopted Labor Code Section 6404.5, effective 

January 1, 1995, to prohibit the smoking of tobacco products in all enclosed places of 
employment in the state, thereby eliminating the need of local governments to enact workplace 
smoking restrictions within their respective jurisdictions; and 

 
WHEREAS, the establishment of Hookah Lounges has increased locally and statewide, 

despite local, regional, and state ordinances not expressly permitting or prohibiting such 
establishments; and 

 
WHEREAS, there are documented health risks associated with smoking tobacco, and the 

smoking of tobacco with the use or a water pipe, or hookah, has not been documented to mitigate 
or eliminate such health risks; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Taft is making efforts to promote a health community, including 

the promotion of health activities, while also taking necessary steps in amending the Municipal 
Code and Zoning Ordinance with regard to the harmful effects of tobacco use; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed and commented on a draft ordinance 
amendment of Chapters 1, 5, and 6 of Title VI of the Zoning Ordinance at a regular meeting on 
May 20, 2015; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission studied and considered the written findings for 
approval of Zoning Ordinance Amendment No. 2015-06, City Staff’s written and oral reports, 
and all public testimony before making a decision on this request; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission voted 5-0 to recommend approval of the 

proposed amendment to the City Council; and 
 
WHEREAS, the laws and regulations relating to the preparation and adoption of 

environmental documents, as set forth in the State Guidelines Implementing the California 
Environmental Quality Act have been adhered to; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council has fully considered this request and the potential 
environmental effects.   
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council of the City of Taft does 
ordain as follows:  
 

SECTION 1 
 
6.1.190  Definitions 
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Hookah 
 
Any water pipe made of metal, glass, or other material, usually decorated and shaped like a 
bottle or small tank, with a mouthpiece at the end of a long flexible hose or cord; also referred to 
as narghile, shisha, and goza, typically used to smoke a flavored or sweetened tobacco. 

 
Hookah Lounge 
 
Commercial or industrial establishments that include designated areas, indoor or outdoor, for the 
use of hookahs.  The establishment of or engaging in the business of or occupation of 
conducting, operating or maintaining a Hookah Lounge is prohibited within the City limits.  The 
prohibition applies to the free or paid use of hookahs and applies to all patrons of the 
establishment, including all owners, employees and staff of the establishment.  The private use of 
hookahs within personal residences is not included within this definition and prohibition. 
 
6.5.30 USE REGULATIONS  
 

Table 5.A 
Uses Permitted Within Commercial Zone Districts 

USE MU GC DC 

B. Commercial Uses 

 55. General retail stores P P P 
 56. Hardware stores (no outdoor storage) P P P 
 57. Hardware stores (outdoor storage) C C C 
 58. Home improvement (indoor) P P P 
 59. Home improvement (outdoor) C C C 
 60. Health clubs, dance studios, martial arts, weight training, and similar uses P P P 
 61. Hobby shops P P P 
 62. Hookah Lounges X X X 
 63. Hotels and motels P P C 
 64. Insurance services P P P 

 
6.6.30 USE REGULATIONS  
 

Table 6.A 
Uses Permitted within the Industrial Zone District 

INDUSTRIAL USES I 
C. Commercial Uses and Services 
 21. Furniture stores (sales, manufacture, repair and upholstery) P 
 22. Glass shops and glass studio P 
 23. Hotels and motels C 
 24. Hookah Lounges X 
 25. Lumber and building material yards P 
 26. Kennel and catteries C 
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SECTION 2 
 

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this Resolution is for any reason held to 
be unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining sections of this 
Resolution.  The Planning Commission hereby declares that it would have passed this 
Resolution, and each section, subsection, clause and phrase thereof, irrespective of the face that 
any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses or phrases be declared invalid or 
unconstitutional. 

 

SECTION 3 
 
This ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after the date of its adoption, and within fifteen 
(15) days after its adoption shall be published at least once in the Daily Midway Driller, a 
newspaper of general circulation, published and circulated in the City of Taft together with the 
names of members of the City Council voting for and against same.  
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED on this ______ day of _________, 2015. 
 
 

         _________________________  
Randy Miller, Mayor  

Attest: 
 
 
____________________________  
Yvette Mayfield 
City Clerk  
 
Approved as to form:  
 
 
____________________________  
Jason Epperson, City Attorney  
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA }  
COUNTY OF KERN   } SS  
CITY OF TAFT   }  
 

I, Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk of the City of Taft, do hereby certify that the foregoing Ordinance 
had its first reading on ____________________________, and had it second reading on 
___________________________, and was passed by the following vote:  
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
ABSTAIN:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
 
____________________________  
Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk 



REVIEWED BY: 
CITY CLERK: 

 
FINANCE DIRECTOR: CITY MANAGER: 
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City of Taft Agenda Report 

 
 
 
DATE: June 16, 2015 
 
TO: MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
PUBLIC HEARING – ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT 2015-07: PRIVATE SMOKING 
LOUNGES AND SALES OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT:  
 
Effective on January 1, 1995, the State of California adopted Labor Code Section 6404.5 prohibiting the 
smoking of tobacco products in all enclosed places of employment within the state, thereby eliminating the 
need of local governments to enact workplace smoking restrictions within their respective jurisdictions.  
However, the State of California has not prohibited tobacco sales or use in all commercial instances.  The 
State has exempted private smoking lounges; and permits the sales of tobacco products so long as the 
business obtains a Cigarette and Tobacco License from the Board of Equalization.  Attached are proposed 
amendments to Chapters 1, 5, 6, and 12 of the Zoning Ordinance.   
 

The amendment includes requirements for all private smoking lounges and tobacco shops to have an approved 
Conditional Use Permit (CUP), reviewed and approved by the Planning Commission.  The CUP is required if 
the business uses all or part of their space for a lounge or sales of tobacco products.  The use and sales of e-
cigarettes and vapor cigarettes at private smoking lounges and tobacco shops are included in the definitions of 
each use, and are subject to the CUP application requirements. 
 
At the May 20, 2015, Planning Commission meeting, City staff presented the final draft of the amendment, 
which was approved unanimously with no further additions or deletions.  Therefore, Staff recommends that 
the City Council approve the amendment to Chapters 1, 5, 6, and 12 of Title 6 of the Taft Zoning Ordinance 
regarding hookah lounges. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION:  
 
1. Conduct Public Hearing; and 
2. Motion to approve and amend the City of Taft Municipal Code entitled AN ORDINANCE OF THE 
CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 5, 6, AND 12 OF THE CITY 
OF TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING TO PRIVATE SMOKING LOUNGES AND THE 
SALES OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS for first reading by title only and reading of such be waived. 
 
FUNDING SOURCE:  N/A 
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  Ordinance 
 
PREPARED BY:  Mark Staples, Director, Planning & Community Development 



ORDINANCE NO. ________ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF TAFT APPROVING 
ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENT NO. 2015-07 AMENDING CHAPTERS 1, 5, 6, 
AND 12 OF TITLE VI OF THE CITY OF TAFT ZONING ORDINANCE RELATING 
TO PRIVATE SMOKING LOUNGES AND THE SALES OF TOBACCO PRODUCTS 

 
WHEREAS, the State of California adopted Labor Code Section 6404.5, effective 

January 1, 1995, to prohibit the smoking of tobacco products in all enclosed places of 
employment in the state, thereby eliminating the need of local governments to enact workplace 
smoking restrictions within their respective jurisdictions; and 

 
WHEREAS, the State of California has exempted private smoking lounges from Labor 

Code Section 6404.5; and 
 
WHEREAS, there are documented health risks associated with smoking tobacco, 

including the use of e-cigarettes and vapor cigarettes through inhaling their mists of liquids, 
flavorings, and nicotine; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Taft deems it appropriate to establish development, 

maintenance, and operation standards for private smoking lounges and tobacco shops, including 
distance requirements from parks, schools, and designated routes to schools in an effort to limit 
children’s access and exposure to tobacco products; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City of Taft is making efforts to promote a health community, including 

the promotion of health activities, while also taking necessary steps in amending the Municipal 
Code and Zoning Ordinance with regard to the harmful effects of tobacco use; and 

 
 WHEREAS, the Planning Commission reviewed and commented on a draft ordinance 
amendment of Chapters 1, 5, 6, and 12 of Title VI of the Zoning Ordinance at a regular meeting 
on May 20, 2015; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission studied and considered the written findings for 
approval of Zoning Ordinance Amendment No. 2015-07, City Staff’s written and oral reports, 
and all public testimony before making a decision on this request; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Planning Commission voted 5-0 to recommend approval of the 

proposed amendment to the City Council; and 
 
WHEREAS, the laws and regulations relating to the preparation and adoption of 

environmental documents, as set forth in the State Guidelines Implementing the California 
Environmental Quality Act have been adhered to; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council has fully considered this request and the potential 
environmental effects.   
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the City Council of the City of Taft does 
ordain as follows:  
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SECTION 1 
 
6.1.190 Definitions 
 
Smoking Lounge, Private 
 
Any commercial or industrial facility or location whose business operation, whether as its 
principal use or as an accessory use, is denoted by the on-site smoking or inhaling of tobacco, 
liquids, flavorings and nicotine, through cigarettes, cigars, e-cigarettes or vapor smoking devices, 
or any other substances. 
 
Tobacco Shop 
 
Any facility or business establishment, whether as its principal use or as an accessory use, that 
includes the sale of tobacco products, including, but not limited to, cigars, pipe tobacco, 
smokeless tobacco, e-cigarettes, vapor cigarettes, and smoking accessories. 
 
6.5.30  USE REGULATIONS  
 

Table 5.A 
Uses Permitted Within Commercial Zone Districts 

USE MU GC DC 

B. Commercial Uses 

 96. Service Station (automotive, without convenience sales) subject to Section 
6.12.220 of this Title P P P 

 97. Service stations (automotive, with convenience store, with or without alcoholic 
beverage sales  C C C 

 98. Smoking Lounge, Private (subject to provisions in Section 6.12.270) C C C 
 99. Sporting goods store P P P
 100. Stamp and coin shops P P P
 110. Theaters, including both motion picture and live performing arts C C C
 111. Tire sales and service C C C
 112. Tobacco Shop (subject to provisions of Section 6.12.270) C C C 
 113. Toy stores P P P
 114. Travel agencies P P P

 
6.6.30 USE REGULATIONS  
 

Table 6.A 
Uses Permitted within the Industrial Zone District 

INDUSTRIAL USES I 
C. Commercial Uses and Services 
 35. Service stations (subject to Section 11.220 of this Title) C
 36. Sign painting shops P
 37. Smoking Lounge, Private (subject to provisions in Section 6.12.270) C 
 38. Tattoo parlors P
 39. Truck wash C
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 40. Tire retreading and recapping C
 41. Tire shops (retail and service) P
 42. Tobacco Shop (subject to provisions of Section 6.12.270) C 
 43. Vending machine service and repair P
 44. Veterinary offices and animal hospitals including exterior kennels, pens or runs C
 
6.12.270 PRIVATE SMOKING LOUNGES AND TOBACCO SHOPS 
 

1. Intent  
  
The purpose of this section is to establish regulations for private smoking lounges and 
tobacco shops for the purpose of protecting the public's health, safety and welfare while 
eliminating or mitigating the undesirable land-use impacts associated with smoking 
lounges and tobacco shops.  
 

2. Applicability 
 

Private smoking lounges and tobacco shops, as defined in Section 6.1.190 (Definitions) 
of this Title, shall be permitted in the General Commercial (GC), Downtown Commercial 
(DC), Mixed Use (MU), and Industrial (I) Zone Districts subject to the approval of a 
Conditional Use Permit in compliance with Section 6.2.50 of this Title, and are subject to 
the development standards outlined in this Section. 

 
3. Definitions 

 
a. Private Smoking Lounge  

 
Any commercial or industrial facility or location whose business operation, whether 
as its principal use or as an accessory use, is denoted by the on-site smoking or 
inhaling of tobacco, liquids, flavorings and nicotine, through cigarettes, cigars, e-
cigarettes or vapor smoking devices, or any other substances.  
 

b. Tobacco Shop 
 

Any facility or business establishment, whether as its principal use or as an accessory 
use, that includes the sale of tobacco products, including, but not limited to, 
cigarettes, cigars, pipe tobacco, smokeless tobacco, e-cigarettes, vapor cigarettes, and 
smoking accessories. 

 
4. Conditional Use Permit Required 

 
a. It is unlawful for any entity or business to engage in, conduct, or carry on, in or upon 

any premises, a Private Smoking Lounge or Tobacco Shop in the absence of an 
approved Conditional Use Permit pursuant to the provisions contained within this 
Section and all other applicable provisions of state law, the Taft Municipal Code and 
this Title.  
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b. Prior to the establishment of any private smoking lounge within the city, a 
Conditional Use Permit shall be applied for and reviewed and approved by the Taft 
Planning Commission pursuant to the provisions contained within Chapter 6.2.50 of 
this Title.  

 
c. Any increase in the maximum building occupancy rate, physical expansion or 

modification to the floor area of an existing smoking lounge shall require the prior 
review and approval by the Planning Commission of a new or modified Conditional 
Use Permit.  

 
5. Development and Maintenance Standards 

 
a. Locations Allowed 
 

Private smoking lounges may be conditionally permitted within the GC, DC, MU, 
and I Zoning Districts.  
 

b. Distance Requirements From Other Uses 
 
No private smoking lounge or tobacco shop may be located within five hundred feet 
(500’) of another smoking lounge or tobacco shop nor any park, arcade, pre-school, 
private or public K-through-12 school, designated route to schools, or daycare 
facilities, as measured from property line to property line.  
 

c. State Board of Equalization Cigarette and Tobacco License 
 
Every existing and newly established private smoking lounge or tobacco shop shall 
submit a copy of their license issued by the State of California Board of Equalization 
allowing the business to sell cigarettes and tobacco products to the public. 
 

d. Outdoor Seating Areas 
 

No outdoor seating or gather space for smoking is permitted. All smoking related 
activities shall occur indoors. Outdoor seating may be permitted for the consumption 
of food and beverages or for non-smoking gathering space only.  
 

6. Operating Requirements 
 
a. All private smoking lounges shall comply with the following operational 

requirements: 
 
1) There shall be no on-site smoking or inhaling of any illegal or prescription drug or 

substance at any time. 
 

2) The business shall be owner-operated or otherwise exempt from the prohibition of 
smoking in the workplace set forth in California Labor Code Section 6404.5.  
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3) No person under eighteen (18) years of age shall be permitted within any area of 
the business premises where the smoking of tobacco or other substances is 
allowed.  

 
4) No live entertainment shall be permitted within a smoking lounge unless 

approved under a Conditional Use Permit.  
 

5) No alcoholic beverages shall be served or sold for on-site consumption in 
conjunction with a private smoking lounge without the prior review and approval 
of a Conditional Use Permit.  

 
6) No window coverings shall prevent visibility of the interior of the smoking lounge 

from outside the premises.  Any proposed window tinting shall be approved in 
advance by the Planning Director and Police Chief. All signs shall comply with 
Chapter 15 of the Zoning Ordinance.  

 
7) The interior of the business shall maintain adequate illumination to make the 

conduct of patrons and employees within the premises readily discernable. The 
actual lighting level shall be approved in advance by the Planning Director and 
Police Chief and maintained during all hours of operation.  

 
8) Parking shall be provided using the standards contained in Table 14.A, Section 

B.3.i of Chapter 14 (Eating and drinking facility) of the Zoning Ordinance.  
 

9) The maximum occupancy limit of a smoking lounge shall not exceed the lesser 
of: 

 
A. That established by the Kern County Fire Department; or 

 
B. As a specific condition of approval for the Conditional Use Permit approved 

for the facility pursuant to this chapter.  
 

10) The business shall be in compliance with all other city, state, and federal laws at 
all times, including all California Occupational Safety and Administration (Cal 
OSHA) requirements.  Should any conflict arise, the Planning Director shall 
determine which law shall prevail.  
 

11) Smoking advertisements, products, paraphernalia, and promotions shall not be 
located within six feet of a business window. 

 
12) The sale or rental of any smoking devices (i.e., pipes, etc.) shall comply with all 

California Health and Safety Codes at all times.   
 

13) The use of a hookah or other water pipe smoking devices within a private 
smoking lounge is prohibited. 
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14) Furnishings shall not encroach into any public right-of-way, required pedestrian 
access way, landscaping or parking area at anytime.  

 
15) All required emergency access/exits and fire lanes shall be provided and 

maintained at all times, as determined by the Kern County Fire Department.  
 

16) Outside furnishings shall not contain advertising or depict any smoking or 
tobacco related product or product name, logo, trademark, or similar identification 
or advertising display. The design, color and material of the furnishings shall be 
compatible with the building and reviewed and approved by the Planning Director 
prior to installation.  

 
17) Adequate ash and trash receptacles shall be provided on-site at all times. The 

design, color and material of the trash receptacle(s) shall be compatible with the 
building.  

 
18) The smoking lounge owner and operator shall be responsible for the removal of 

all trash, debris, and spilled food or beverage items in a timely manner. In 
addition, all outdoor seating area(s) shall be maintained in a clean, sanitary and 
trash-free manner at all times.  

 
19) [Operation Requirement #19 was deleted by the Planning Commission on 

May 20, 2015]  
 
2019) Full height walls from the ground to the underside of the deck/ceiling 

above shall be provided to separate the smoking lounge from any other 
contiguous business. 

  
2120) Separate return, supply and condensation air for heating, ventilation and 

air conditioning (HVAC) systems shall be provided for every smoking lounge to 
prevent fugitive smoke from entering into an adjacent tenant suite or building.  

 
2221) All smoking lounges must be located within buildings provided with a 

Kern County Fire Department approved automatic fire suppression system.  
 
2322) The business shall comply with all fire and building code requirements at 

all times. 
 
2423) All entry and exit doors to the business shall remain closed at all times, 

except for the ingress and egress of patrons and employees.  
 
2524) Private smoking lounges are prohibited from displaying, providing or 

selling items considered as drug paraphernalia per Chapter 11 of Title 8 of the 
Taft Municipal Code. 

 
b. All tobacco shops shall comply with the following operational requirements: 
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1) The operator of the tobacco shop shall display their current license issued by the 
State Board of Equalization to sell cigarettes and tobacco products to the public. 
 

2) No tobacco products shall be accessible to tobacco shop patrons.  Shop owner(s) 
and employees shall be responsible for the control of selling all available tobacco 
products. 

 
3) The selling of tobacco products shall be in compliance with all standards of the 

State Business and Professions Code. 
 

4) Tobacco shops are prohibited from displaying, providing or selling items that 
would be considered drug paraphernalia per Chapter 11 of Title 8 of the Taft 
Municipal Code. 

 
7. Application Requirements  

 
a. Each Conditional Use Permit application for a smoking lounge and/or tobacco shop 

shall include: 
 
1) All application submittal fees; 

 
2) Site Plan, Floor Plan, and Elevations with all applicable items and information 

listed on the city's Planning Application submittal checklist, including 
information regarding all proposed interior and exterior modifications;  

 
3) A complete written description of all aspects of the proposed operation including 

(but not limited to): the hours of operation, number of employees on each shift; 
and the proposed interior and exterior improvements with sufficient detail to 
demonstrate the quality and character of the establishment, including how the 
proposed operation complies with the development, maintenance, and operation 
standards of this Section; 

  
4) The exact nature and location of the activity for which the Conditional Use Permit 

is requested and an estimate of the maximum number of patrons to be served at 
the establishment during full capacity;  

 
5) All goods, services, and products offered on-site; 

 
6) A security plan for the control of pedestrian and vehicular traffic and to prevent 

unlawful conduct and ensuring the health and safety of all patrons;  
 

7) A vicinity map identifying the location of the proposed business and all 
surrounding land uses within a five hundred-foot radius around the proposed 
establishment and;  

 
8) All other details and information deemed necessary to evaluate the proposed 

project application, as determined by the director of community development.  
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b. Submitting false information on the application shall constitute grounds for denial of 
the Conditional Use Permit or future revocation of any approved Conditional Use 
Permit.  

 
8. Required Findings  

 
a. In addition to the findings contained within Section 6.2.50(5) of this Title, the 

following findings shall be required for every private smoking lounge or tobacco 
shop. In all cases, the applicant shall have the burden of proof to show the Planning 
Commission, by relevant evidence, the existence of facts which support the 
conclusion that the standards, as set forth in this section, are met:  
 
1) The private smoking lounge or tobacco shop is consistent with the goals and 

objectives of the General Plan, Zoning Ordinances, and any local, regional, or 
state laws.  
 

2) The private smoking lounge or tobacco shop will not impair the integrity and 
character of the subject zoning district, and will comply with the provisions of this 
chapter and all other applicable city, state and federal regulations.  

 
b. Any decision to deny a request to establish, construct or modify a private smoking 

lounge or tobacco shop shall be supported by evidence contained in the written record 
documenting, with findings, why the smoking lounge cannot be approved.  
 

c. Any request to appeal a decision to approve or deny a smoking lounge application 
shall comply with the requirements contained within Section 6.2.190 of this Title.  

 
9. Application to Existing Businesses 

 
a. Any private smoking lounge lawfully existing as of the effective date of this chapter 

(i.e. land use approval, business license, etc.) that becomes nonconforming by reason 
of the adoption of this ordinance shall be brought into full compliance with the 
provisions of this chapter not later than five (5) years following the effective date of 
this chapter.  
 

b. Any business or operation existing as a tobacco shop, as its principal use or as an 
accessory use, as of the effective date of this chapter (i.e. land use approval, business 
license, etc.) that becomes nonconforming by reason of the adoption of this ordinance 
shall not be required to be brought into full compliance with the provisions of this 
chapter.  An existing tobacco shop business or operation shall be required to file for 
Conditional Use Permit if any of the following occur: 

 
1) The business or operation does not have a current State Board of Equalization 

Cigarette and Tobacco License. 
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2) The business or property owner proposes an expansion or alteration to the 
business, building, or operations. 

 
c. No lawfully existing private smoking lounge or tobacco shop shall be deemed to be 

nonconforming, for purposes of this section, for failure to comply with the location 
and parking requirements after the effective date of the adoption of this chapter.  

 
10. Modifications, Waivers or Variance 

 
Modifications, waivers, or a Variance to the standards and provisions contained within 
this chapter may be granted by the Planning Commission, subject to the approval of a 
Conditional Use Permit and Variance application, per Section 6.2.60 of this Title, if it is 
determined that the standards and/or provisions which are being requested to be altered, 
modified or waived will not impact the public health, safety and welfare and are not 
contrary to the general purpose and intent of this chapter.  

 
11. Nonconforming 

 
Except as provided in this chapter, the provisions of Section 6.2.130 (Non-conforming 
Use and Structures) of this Title shall be applicable to all business establishments with 
private smoking lounges and tobacco shops.  In the event any conflict between the 
provisions of this Section and the provisions of Section 6.2.130, the provisions of this 
chapter shall prevail.  

 
12. Revocation, Discontinuance and Enforcement 

 
a. Revocation of an approved Conditional Use Permit for a private smoking lounge or 

tobacco shop shall be per the provisions of Section 6.2.200 (Revocations of Permits) 
of this Title if the following conditions trigger the scheduling of a public hearing 
before the Planning Commission to determine whether or not the Conditional Use 
Permit issued to the business for operating a private smoking lounge or tobacco shop 
shall be revoked or modified:  

 
1) Issuance of three or more collective administrative or criminal notices of violation 

or citations within a twelve-month period from any combination of the Kern 
County Fire Department, Taft Building Official, Code Enforcement, and/or the 
Police Department. However, the Police Chief, Planning Director, or the 
appropriate approval authority may require immediate review at anytime due to a 
particular incident.  
 

2) The imposition of any disciplinary action or finding of violation by the 
Department of Alcoholic Beverage Control, if alcoholic beverages are sold for on-
site consumption.  

 
3) The business or operation does not have a current State Board of Equalization 

Cigarette and Tobacco License. 
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c. The number of emergency calls for service to the Taft Police Department may not 
necessarily be used as the singular basis for concluding that a private smoking lounge 
or tobacco shop is operating as a nuisance.  
 

d. The approval authority may revoke a Conditional Use Permit following the 
procedures set forth in Section 6.2.190, based on any one or more of the following 
findings:  

 
1) That the Conditional Use Permit was approved based on information that was 

erroneous, fraudulent, misleading or misrepresented, regardless of the intent of 
the entity that obtained the Conditional Use Permit; 
  

2) That the condition(s) of approval adopted under the Conditional Use Permit for 
the private smoking lounge or tobacco shop have been violated in whole or in 
part;  

 
3) Local, state and/or federal law was violated; 

 
4) The establishment for which the permit was issued is being operated in an illegal, 

unpermitted or disorderly manner;  
 

5) The noise generated from the establishment violates the City's Noise Ordinance; 
 

6) The smoking lounge has had or is having an adverse impact on the public health, 
safety, peace, and/or general welfare;  

 
7) The smoking lounge has ceased to exist for at least ninety (90) calendar days or 

more by reason of voluntary abandonment.  
 

e. Any Conditional Use Permit for a business with a private smoking lounge or tobacco 
shop may be revoked following a public hearing thereon if the use is discontinued for 
at least ninety (90) consecutive calendar days. The Planning Commission shall hold a 
noticed public hearing to consider the revocation pursuant to Section 6.2.190 of this 
Title.  
 

f. Any violation to this chapter shall be prosecuted as a misdemeanor. 
 
 
 

SECTION 2 
 

If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this Resolution is for any reason held to 
be unconstitutional, such decision shall not affect the validity of the remaining sections of this 
Resolution.  The Planning Commission hereby declares that it would have passed this 
Resolution, and each section, subsection, clause and phrase thereof, irrespective of the face that 
any one or more sections, subsections, sentences, clauses or phrases be declared invalid or 
unconstitutional. 
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SECTION 3 
 
This ordinance shall take effect thirty (30) days after the date of its adoption, and within fifteen 
(15) days after its adoption shall be published at least once in the Daily Midway Driller, a 
newspaper of general circulation, published and circulated in the City of Taft together with the 
names of members of the City Council voting for and against same.  
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED on this ______ day of _________, 2015. 
 
 
 

         _________________________  
Randy Miller, Mayor  

Attest: 
 
 
 
____________________________  
Yvette Mayfield 
City Clerk  
 
Approved as to form:  
 
 
 
____________________________  
Jason Epperson, City Attorney  
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA }  
COUNTY OF KERN   } SS  
CITY OF TAFT   }  
 

I, Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk of the City of Taft, do hereby certify that the foregoing Ordinance 
had its first reading on ____________________________, and had it second reading on 
___________________________, and was passed by the following vote:  
 
AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
ABSTAIN:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
ABSENT:  COUNCIL MEMBERS:  
 
 
 
____________________________  
Yvette Mayfield, City Clerk 
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DATE:  July 7, 2015   
 
TO:  HONORABLE MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
BSK PROPOSAL FOR SOIL SAMPLING- TAFT TRANSIT CENTER SITE 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
Staff has begun the preliminary site work on the future Taft Area Transit Center which will be located on 
Supply Row. Staff reviewed the previous soils reports for this location and it did indicate some soil 
contamination which was slightly above the allowable thresholds for this type of project. The bore 
samples were taken in a large area and were too broad to narrow down the actual areas that would need 
remediation. 
Staff requested further testing to narrow down the needed remediation work which could potentially save 
an estimated $60,000 in soil removal and disposal.  
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Motion to authorize a Task Order with BSK for an amount not to exceed $8,885 to complete additional 
soil borings and testing of area 18. 
 
 
   
IMPACT ON BUDGET (Y/N): YES - $8,885 from PTMISEA Grant Funds  
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  YES – Proposal 
 
PREPARED BY:   Public Works Department   
 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 
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DATE:  July 7, 2015   
 
TO:  HONORABLE MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
PURCHASE FURNITURE, TOOLS, AND SUPPLIES FROM SEVERN TRENT SERVICES FOR 
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANTS 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
Part of the Severn Trent Contract required them to supply furniture, tools and supplies for the municipal 
and federal wastewater treatment plants.  Now that Kern Sanitation Authority is taking over operations 
the City will need to furnish those items.  Staff has worked with Severn Trent Management to agree upon 
a reasonable amount, $6,100, to purchase all the items currently in use at both plants.  Once this purchase 
is approved the Finance Department will catalog all items.  
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Motion to authorize the purchase of furniture, tools and supplies for the municipal and federal wastewater 
treatment plants from Severn Trent Services in the amount of $6,100 to be allocated from wastewater 
treatment plant capital reserves. 
 
IMPACT ON BUDGET (Y/N): YES - $6,100 from wastewater treatment plant capital reserves  
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  YES – Inventory 
 
PREPARED BY:   Public Works Department   
 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 
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DATE:  JULY 7, 2015 
 
TO:   MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
   
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
AGREEMENT WITH SPYGLASS GROUP TO PERFORM TELECOMMUNICATION 
INVOICE AUDIT 
 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
Telecommunication providers leave the responsibility of error identification to the customer; to do otherwise 
would cost the provider wages to find the errors, only to also cost them the revenue lost through the 
correction. Errors in billing include but are not limited to: Incorrect or non-implementation, multiple billings, 
added charges, and thousands of potentially incorrect codes which generate incorrect billing amounts.  
 
A fee for this service is based on 50% of any “Cost Recovery”, which is defined as any refund, credit or 
compensation received by Company relating to past services or charges. 
 
Also there is a fee of 12 times any “Service Elimination Savings” or “Cost Reduction Savings” which is any 
monthly cost reduction received by the City related to the cancellation of any service or any monthly cost 
reduction received by the City relating to the modification, consolidation or negotiation of any service. 
 
Fees for Cost Recovery are due as a one-time payment within 10 days of verification that the City has been 
issued the refund, credit or compensation resulting in such fees. Fees for Service Elimination Savings and 
Cost Reduction Savings are due as a one-time payment within 10 days of verification that the cancellation or 
other activity resulting in the elimination or reduction has been completed. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Motion to authorize the City Manager to execute an agreement with Spyglass Group to perform 
telecommunication invoice audit. 
 
 
IMPACT ON BUDGET (Y/N):   Yes, could generate savings in expenses if errors are found. 
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N): Yes, agreement 
 
PREPARED BY:   Teresa Binkley, Finance Director 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 

 



   

SpyGlass Snapshot Audit Agreement 
 
 
This agreement, effective as of the later of the dates of signature below (“Effective Date”), is between City of Taft (“Company”), and 
The SpyGlass Group, LLC, an Ohio limited liability company (“Auditor”). 
 
1. Primary Audit Services. Company is engaging Auditor as an independent contractor to analyze its primary telecommunications 
service accounts (local voice, long distance voice, data, Internet, and wireless) to seek cost recovery, service elimination and cost 
reduction recommendations.  Auditor will deliver the recommendations to Company, implement recommendations that Company 
elects for Auditor to implement, and deliver a complete telecommunications inventory to Company. 
 
While Auditor is performing its analysis, Company will not make changes or perform internal cost reduction analysis with respect to 
provider accounts which Company has included within the scope of Auditor’s review. 
 
2. Fees. Company will pay Auditor the applicable fee set forth below ONLY for Auditor recommendations implemented within twelve 
(12) months of Auditor delivering the recommendation to Company: 

 50% of any “Cost Recovery”, as defined below 
 12 times any “Service Elimination Savings”, as defined below 
 12 times any “Cost Reduction Savings”, as defined below 

 
“Cost Recovery” is any refund, credit or compensation received by Company relating to past services or charges. 
 
“Service Elimination Savings” is any monthly cost reduction received by Company relating to cancellation of any service, including 
monthly usage cost reduction (calculated as the average of the last 2 months of usage costs associated with the cancelled service). 
 
“Cost Reduction Savings” is any monthly cost reduction received by Company relating to the modification, consolidation or 
negotiation of any service, account or contract, including post discount usage rate improvement (calculated as the (a) decrease in 
post discount per unit pricing realized by Company for any service, times (b) the average of Company’s last two (2) months usage 
levels measured in such units for the modified service).   
 
3. Invoicing and Payment.  Fees for Cost Recovery are due as a one-time payment within 10 days of verification that Company 
has been issued the refund, credit or compensation resulting in such fees.  Fees for Service Elimination Savings and Cost 
Reduction Savings are due as a one-time payment within 10 days of verification that the cancellation or other activity resulting in the 
Service Elimination Savings or Cost Reduction Savings has been completed.  Auditor may issue separate invoices as different fees 
are earned.   
 
4. Miscellaneous.   This agreement is governed by the laws of the State of California, without regard to principles of conflicts of 
law, and may be executed by facsimile and simultaneously in multiple counterparts.  Company agrees that Auditor does not 
warranty the overall performance, Company satisfaction, or data accuracy of any telecommunications related carrier, provider, 
software manufacturer or vendor at any time whatsoever during or after the term of this agreement.  Each person signing this 
agreement on behalf of a party represents that he or she has been duly authorized to sign this agreement and to bind the party on 
whose behalf this agreement is being signed by that signatory.  AUDITOR SHALL NOT BE LIABLE TO THE COMPANY FOR 
INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, SPECIAL OR PUNITIVE DAMAGES, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, LOST PROFITS 
OR BUSINESS INTERRUPTION, WHETHER SUCH LIABILITY IS ASSERTED ON THE BASIS OF CONTRACT, TORT OR 
OTHERWISE, EVEN IF EITHER PARTY HAS BEEN WARNED OF THE POSSIBILITY OF ANY SUCH LOSS OR DAMAGE IN 
ADVANCE.  IN ADDITION, IN NO EVENT SHALL AUDITOR’S LIABILITY TO COMPANY EXCEED THE FEES ACTUALLY PAID 
BY COMPANY TO AUDITOR. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this agreement as of the Effective Date. 
 
COMPANY      AUDITOR 
 
City of Taft      The SpyGlass Group, LLC 
 
Signature:_______________________________  Signature:_______________________________ 
 
Print Name: _____________________________  Print Name:  Edward M. DeAngelo 
 
Date:__________________    Date:__________________ 
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DATE:  JULY 7, 2015 
 
TO:   MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
   
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
FUNDING TO THE TAFT CHAMBER OF COMMERCE FOR THE QUARTER OF JANUARY 
2015 TO MARCH 2015. 
 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
The City of Taft and the Taft Chamber of Commerce (“Chamber”) entered into an agreement on September 
16, 2008 where the City Council recognized the best interest of the City to financially support the Chamber. 
The City Council agreed to fund the Chamber in the amount of 25% of the actual Transient Occupancy Tax 
(“TOT”) received and paid quarterly to the Chamber. 
 
The total amount of TOT received by the April 30, 2015 deadline for the quarter of January 2015 through 
March 2015 were $16,465.82 and the amount to be allocated to the Chamber will be $4,116.46. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Motion to approve the 25% allocation of the Transient Occupancy Tax to the Taft Chamber of Commerce for 
the quarter of January 2015 through March 2015. 
 
 
IMPACT ON BUDGET (Y/N):   Yes 
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N): No 
 
PREPARED BY:   Teresa Binkley, Finance Director 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR 
 

CITY MANAGER 

 
 



 
 

City of Taft Agenda Report 
 
 
 
 

 
DATE: JULY 7, 2015   
 
TO:  HONORABLE MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT WITH STANTEC 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
In March of this year, staff put out an RFP for the purposes of procuring grant research/grant 
writing services and as a result there were eight responses received.  A review committee 
reviewed and ranked the responses and Stantec was the top ranking. Stantec then made a 
presentation to the council and the public at the June 6, 2015 city council meeting overviewing 
their services and vision to assist the City of Taft.  We are now looking to enter into an 
agreement with Stantec for those services. 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Motion to approve a professional services agreement with Stantec to provide grant research/ 
grant writing services and appropriate $12,500 from Capital Reserves for the purposes of funding 
the Needs Assessment. 
 
IMPACT ON BUDGET (Y/N): YES – $12,500 from Capital Reserves  
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  YES - Agreement 
 
PREPARED BY:   City Clerk   
 
 

REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 
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THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into effective June 16, 2015 (the “Agreement Date”) by and between: 
  
“CLIENT” 
  
Name: CITY OF TAFT 
  
Address: 209 E. Kern Street 
    
Phone: 661  763-1222 x 16 Fax: 661 763-2480 
  
Representative:  Yvette Mayfield 
  
“STANTEC” 
  
Name: STANTEC CONSULTING SERVICES INC. 
  
Address: 5500 Ming Avenue, Suite 300 
    
Phone: 661.396-3770  x5864 Fax: 661 396-3771 
  
Representative: Donna L. Carpenter 
  

  PROJECT NAME (the “PROJECT”): 
  
Grant Research - Grant Writing Services 

DESCRIPTION OF WORK:  STANTEC shall render the services described in Attachment “A” (hereinafter called the 
“SERVICES”) in accordance with this AGREEMENT. STANTEC may, at its discretion and at any stage, engage 
subconsultants to perform all or any part of the SERVICES. The CLIENT and STANTEC by written amendment to this 
AGREEMENT may from time to time make changes to the SERVICES. All changed work shall be carried out under this 
AGREEMENT. The time for completion of the SERVICES shall be adjusted accordingly. 

COMPENSATION: Charges for the SERVICES rendered will be made in accordance with the CONTRACT PRICE indicated 
in Attachment “A”, or, if no CONTRACT PRICE is indicated, in accordance with STANTEC‘s Schedule of Fees and 
Disbursements in effect from time to time as the SERVICES are rendered. 

Invoices shall be paid by the CLIENT in the currency of the jurisdiction in which the SERVICES are provided without 
deduction or setoff upon receipt.  Failure to make any payment when due is a material breach of this Agreement and 
will entitle STANTEC, at its option, to suspend or terminate this Agreement and the provision of the SERVICES.  Interest will 
accrue on accounts overdue by 30 days at the lesser of 1.5 percent per month (18 percent per annum) or the 
maximum legal rate of interest. 

REPRESENTATIVES:  Each party shall designate in the space provided above a representative who is authorized to act on 
behalf of that party and receive notices under this AGREEMENT. Such representatives have complete authority to act 
on behalf of their principals in respect to all matters arising under this AGREEMENT. 

NOTICES:  All notices, consents, and approvals required to be given hereunder shall be in writing and shall be given to 
the representatives of each party. All notices required by this AGREEMENT to be given by either party shall be deemed 
to be properly given and received within two (2) business days if made in writing to the other party by certified mail, 
telegram, email, facsimile or telex, addressed to the regular business address of such party as identified above. 

CLIENT’S RESPONSIBILITIES: The CLIENT shall provide to STANTEC in writing, the CLIENT's total requirements in connection 
with the PROJECT, including the PROJECT budget and time constraints. The CLIENT shall make available to STANTEC all 
relevant information or data pertinent to the PROJECT which is required by STANTEC to perform the SERVICES. STANTEC 
shall be entitled to rely upon the accuracy and completeness of all information and data furnished by the CLIENT, 
including information and data originating with other consultants employed by the CLIENT whether such consultants are 
engaged at the request of STANTEC or otherwise. Where such information or data originates either with the CLIENT or its 
consultants then STANTEC shall not be responsible to the CLIENT for the consequences of any error or omission 
contained therein. 

When required by STANTEC, the CLIENT shall engage specialist consultants directly to perform items of work necessary to 
enable STANTEC to carry out the SERVICES. Whether arranged by the CLIENT or STANTEC, these services shall be 
deemed to be provided under direct contracts to the CLIENT unless expressly provided otherwise. 

The CLIENT shall give prompt consideration to all documentation related to the PROJECT prepared by STANTEC and 
whenever prompt action is necessary shall inform STANTEC of CLIENT’s decisions in such reasonable time so as not to 
delay the schedule for providing the SERVICES. 

When applicable, the CLIENT shall arrange and make provision for STANTEC 's entry to the PROJECT site as well as other 
public and private property as necessary for STANTEC to perform the SERVICES. The CLIENT shall obtain any required 
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approvals, licenses and permits from governmental or other authorities having jurisdiction over the PROJECT so as not to 
delay STANTEC in the performance of the SERVICES. 

STANTEC’s RESPONSIBILITIES: STANTEC shall furnish the necessary qualified personnel to provide the SERVICES. STANTEC 
represents that it has access to the experience and capability necessary to and agrees to perform the SERVICES with  
the reasonable skill and diligence required by customarily accepted professional practices and procedures normally 
provided in the performance of the SERVICES at the time when and the location in which the SERVICES were 
performed.  This undertaking does not imply or guarantee a perfect PROJECT and in the event of failure or partial failure 
of the product of the SERVICES, STANTEC will be liable only for its failure to exercise diligence, reasonable care and 
professional skill. This standard of care is the sole and exclusive standard of care that will be applied to measure 
STANTEC 's performance. There are no other representations or warranties expressed or implied made by STANTEC. In 
particular, but not by way of limitation, no implied warranty of merchantability or fitness for a particular purpose shall 
apply to the SERVICES provided by STANTEC nor shall STANTEC warrant or guarantee economic, market or financial 
conditions, proforma projections, schedules for public agency approvals, or other factors beyond STANTEC’s 
reasonable control. STANTEC does not warrant the SERVICES to any third party and the CLIENT shall indemnify and hold 
harmless STANTEC from any demands, claims, suits or actions of third parties arising out of STANTEC’s performance of the 
SERVICES. 

In performing the SERVICES under this AGREEMENT, STANTEC shall operate as and have the status of an independent 
contractor and shall not act as, or be an employee of the CLIENT.  

The SERVICES performed by STANTEC shall be subject to the inspection and the review of the CLIENT at all times but such 
inspection and review shall not relieve STANTEC from its responsibility for the proper performance of the SERVICES.  

TERMINATION:  Either party may terminate this AGREEMENT without cause upon thirty (30) days’ notice in writing. If either 
party breaches this AGREEMENT, the non-defaulting party may terminate this AGREEMENT after giving seven (7) days’ 
notice to remedy the breach. On termination of this AGREEMENT, the CLIENT shall forthwith pay STANTEC for the 
SERVICES performed to the date of termination. Non-payment by the CLIENT of STANTEC’s invoices within 30 days of 
STANTEC rendering same is agreed to constitute a material breach of this AGREEMENT and, upon written notice as 
prescribed above, the duties, obligations and responsibilities of STANTEC are terminated.  

SUSPENSION OF SERVICES:  If the project is suspended for more than thirty (30) calendar days in the aggregate, STANTEC 
shall be compensated for services performed and charges incurred prior to receipt of notice to suspend and, upon 
resumption, an equitable adjustment in fees to accommodate the resulting demobilization and remobilization costs. In 
addition, there shall be an equitable adjustment in the project schedule based on the delay caused by the suspension. 
If the PROJECT is suspended for more than ninety (90) days, STANTEC may, at its option, terminate this agreement upon 
giving notice in writing to the CLIENT. 

ENVIRONMENTAL:  Except as specifically described in this AGREEMENT, STANTEC’s field investigation, laboratory testing 
and engineering recommendations will not address or evaluate pollution of soil or pollution of groundwater. 

Where the services include storm water pollution prevention (SWPP), sedimentation or erosion control plans, 
specifications, procedures or related construction observation or administrative field functions, CLIENT acknowledges 
that such SERVICES proposed or performed by STANTEC are not guaranteed to provide complete SWPP, sedimentation 
or erosion control, capture all run off or siltation, that any physical works are to be constructed and maintained by the 
CLIENT’s contractor or others and that STANTEC has no control over the ultimate effectiveness of any such works or 
procedures. Except to the extent that there were errors or omissions in the SERVICES provided by STANTEC, CLIENT 
agrees to indemnify and hold STANTEC harmless from and against all claims, costs, liabilities or damages whatsoever 
arising from any storm water pollution, erosion, sedimentation, or discharge of silt or other deleterious substances into 
any waterway, wetland or woodland and any resulting charges, fines, legal action, cleanup or related costs. 

BUILDING CODES, BYLAWS AND OTHER PUBLIC REGULATIONS: STANTEC shall, to the best of its ability, interpret building 
codes, by-laws and other public regulations as they apply to the PROJECT and as they are published at the time 
SERVICES commence. Furthermore, STANTEC shall observe and comply with all applicable laws, ordinances, codes and 
regulations of government agencies, including federal, state, provincial, municipal and local governing bodies having 
jurisdiction over the conduct of the SERVICES (“LAWS”). However, it is expressly acknowledged and agreed by the 
CLIENT that as the PROJECT progresses such building codes, by-laws, other public regulations and LAWS may change or 
the interpretation of any public authority may differ from the interpretation of STANTEC, through no fault of STANTEC, 
and any extra costs necessary to conform to such changes or interpretations during or after execution of the SERVICES 
will be paid by the CLIENT. 

STANTEC shall continue to provide equal employment opportunity to all qualified persons and to recruit, hire, train, 
promote and compensate persons in all jobs without regard to race, color, religion, sex, age, disability or national origin 
or any other basis prohibited by applicable laws. 

COST AND SCHEDULE OF CONSTRUCTION WORK: In providing opinions of probable cost and project schedule, it is 
recognized that neither the CLIENT nor STANTEC has control over the costs of labor, equipment or materials, or over the 
Contractor’s methods of determining prices or time. The opinions of probable cost or project duration are based on 
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STANTEC’s reasonable professional judgment and experience and do not constitute a warranty, express or implied, that 
the Contractors’ bids, project schedules, or the negotiated price of the Work or schedule will not vary from the CLIENT’s 
budget or schedule or from any opinion of probable cost or project schedule prepared by STANTEC. Exact costs and 
times will be determined only when bids have been received for the PROJECT and when the construction work has 
been performed and payments finalized. 

ADMINISTRATION OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS: When applicable, STANTEC shall provide field services during the 
construction of the PROJECT only to the extent that such SERVICES are included and defined in this AGREEMENT. The 
performance of the construction contract is not STANTEC 's responsibility nor are STANTEC’s field services rendered for 
the construction contractor's benefit. 

It is understood and agreed by the CLIENT and STANTEC that only work which has been seen during an examination by 
STANTEC can be said to have been appraised and comments on the balance of any construction work are 
assumptions only. 

When field services are provided by STANTEC, the authority for general administration of the PROJECT shall reside with 
STANTEC only to the extent defined in this AGREEMENT. In such case, STANTEC shall coordinate the activities of other 
consultants employed by the CLIENT, only to the extent that STANTEC is empowered to do so by such other consultants’ 
contracts with the CLIENT. 

STANTEC shall not be responsible for any contractor’s failure to carry out the work in accordance with the contract 
documents nor for the acts or omissions of any contractor, subcontractor, any of their agents or employees, or any 
other persons performing any of the work in connection with the PROJECT. When field services are provided, no 
acceptance by STANTEC of the work or services of a construction contractor or other consultants, whether express or 
implied, shall relieve such construction contractor or other consultants from their responsibilities to the CLIENT for the 
proper performance of such work or services and further, STANTEC shall not be responsible to the CLIENT or to the 
construction contractor or to the other consultants for the means, methods, techniques, sequences, procedures and 
use of equipment of any nature whatsoever, whether reviewed by STANTEC or not, which are employed by the 
construction contractor or the other consultants in executing, designing, or administering any phases of the PROJECT, or 
for placing into operation any plant or equipment or for safety precautions and programs incidental thereto. 

When field services are provided, STANTEC will not be designated as the party responsible for the compliance by others 
on the construction work site with the purposes or requirements of applicable environmental, occupational health and 
safety, or similar legislation. The CLIENT shall designate a responsible party, other than STANTEC, for the coordination and 
performance of environmental, occupational health and safety activities on the construction work site as required by 
applicable legislation and associated regulations. 

JOBSITE SAFETY: Neither the professional activities of STANTEC, nor the presence of STANTEC or its employees and 
subconsultants at a construction site, shall relieve the CLIENT and any other entity of their obligations, duties and 
responsibilities with respect to job site safety. Subject only to applicable legislation, STANTEC and its personnel have no 
authority to exercise any control over any construction contractor or other entity or their employees in connection with 
their work or any health or safety precautions. 

LIMITATION OF LIABILITY: The CLIENT releases STANTEC from any liability and agrees to defend, indemnify and hold 
STANTEC harmless from any and all claims, damages, losses, and/or expenses, direct and indirect, or consequential 
damages, including but not limited to attorney’s fees and charges and court and arbitration costs, arising out of, or 
claimed to arise out of, the performance of the SERVICES, excepting liability arising from the negligence or willful 
misconduct of STANTEC.  

It is further agreed that the total amount of all claims the CLIENT may have against STANTEC under this AGREEMENT or 
arising from the performance or non-performance of the SERVICES under any theory of law, including but not limited to 
claims for negligence, negligent misrepresentation and breach of contract, shall be strictly limited to the lesser of the 
fees paid to STANTEC for the SERVICES or $50,000. No claim may be brought against STANTEC in contract or tort more 
than two (2) years after the cause of action arose. As the CLIENT’s sole and exclusive remedy under this AGREEMENT 
any claim, demand or suit shall be directed and/or asserted only against STANTEC and not against any of STANTEC’s 
employees, officers or directors.  

STANTEC 's liability with respect to any claims arising out of this AGREEMENT shall be absolutely limited to direct damages 
arising out of the SERVICES and STANTEC shall bear no liability whatsoever for any consequential loss, injury or damage 
incurred by the CLIENT, including but not limited to claims for loss of use, loss of profits and loss of markets.  

INDEMNITY FOR MOLD CLAIMS: It is understood by the parties that existing or constructed buildings may contain mold 
substances that can present health hazards and result in bodily injury, property damage and/or necessary remedial 
measures. If, during performance of the SERVICES, STANTEC knowingly encounters any such substances, STANTEC shall 
notify the CLIENT and, without liability for consequential or any other damages, suspend performance of services until 
the CLIENT retains a qualified specialist to abate and/or remove the mold substances. The CLIENT agrees to release and 
waive all claims, including consequential damages, against STANTEC, its subconsultants and their officers, directors and 
employees arising from or in any way connected with the existence of mold on or about the project site whether during 
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or after completion of the SERVICES. The CLIENT further agrees to indemnify and hold STANTEC harmless from and 
against all claims, costs, liabilities and damages, including reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs, arising in any way from 
the existence of mold on the project site whether during or after completion of the SERVICES, except for those claims, 
liabilities, costs or damages caused by the sole gross negligence and/or knowing or willful misconduct of STANTEC. 
STANTEC  and the CLIENT waive all rights against each other for mold damages to the extent that such damages 
sustained by either party are covered by insurance. 

DOCUMENTS:  All documents prepared by STANTEC or on behalf of STANTEC in connection with the PROJECT are 
instruments of service for the execution of the PROJECT. STANTEC retains the property and copyright in these 
documents, whether the PROJECT is executed or not. Payment to STANTEC of the compensation prescribed in this 
AGREEMENT shall be a condition precedent to the CLIENT's right to use documentation prepared by STANTEC. These 
documents may not be used for any other purpose without the prior written agreement of STANTEC. The CLIENT shall 
have a permanent non-exclusive, royalty-free license to use any concept, product or process which is patentable or 
capable of trademark, produced by or resulting from the SERVICES rendered by STANTEC in connection with the 
PROJECT, for the life of the PROJECT. The CLIENT shall not use, infringe upon or appropriate such concepts, products or 
processes without the express written agreement of STANTEC. In the event STANTEC’s documents are subsequently 
reused or modified in any material respect without the prior consent of STANTEC, the CLIENT agrees to indemnify 
STANTEC from any claims advanced on account of said reuse or modification. 

Any document produced by STANTEC in relation to the Services is intended for the sole use of Client. The documents 
may not be relied upon by any other party without the express written consent of STANTEC, which may be withheld at 
STANTEC ‘s discretion. Any such consent will provide no greater rights to the third party than those held by the Client 
under the contract, and will only be authorized pursuant to the conditions of STANTEC ‘s standard form reliance letter. 

STANTEC cannot guarantee the authenticity, integrity or completeness of data files supplied in electronic format 
(“Electronic Files”). CLIENT shall release, indemnify and hold STANTEC, its officers, employees, consultants and agents 
harmless from any claims or damages arising from the use of Electronic Files.  Electronic files will not contain stamps or 
seals, remain the property of STANTEC, are not to be used for any purpose other than that for which they were 
transmitted, and are not to be retransmitted to a third party without STANTEC’s written consent. 

PROJECT PROMOTION:  Where the Client has control or influence over construction signage, press releases and/or other 
promotional information identifying the project (“Project Promotion”), the Client agrees to include STANTEC in such 
Project Promotion. 

FORCE MAJEURE:  Any default in the performance of this AGREEMENT caused by any of the following events and 
without fault or negligence on the part of the defaulting party shall not constitute a breach of contract: labor strikes, 
riots, war, acts of governmental authorities, unusually severe weather conditions or other natural catastrophe, or any 
other cause beyond the reasonable control or contemplation of either party. 

GOVERNING LAW:  This AGREEMENT shall be governed, construed and enforced in accordance with the laws of the 
jurisdiction in which the majority of the SERVICES are performed.  

DISPUTE RESOLUTION:  If requested in writing by either the CLIENT or STANTEC, the CLIENT and STANTEC shall attempt to 
resolve any dispute between them arising out of or in connection with this AGREEMENT by entering into structured non-
binding negotiations with the assistance of a mediator on a without prejudice basis.  The mediator shall be appointed 
by agreement of the parties.  If a dispute cannot be settled within a period of thirty (30) calendar days with the 
mediator, if mutually agreed, the dispute shall be referred to arbitration pursuant to laws of the jurisdiction in which the 
majority of the SERVICES are performed or elsewhere by mutual agreement. 

ATTORNEYS FEES:  In the event of a dispute hereunder, the prevailing party is entitled to recover from the other party all 
costs incurred by the prevailing party in enforcing this AGREEMENT and prosecuting the dispute, including reasonable 
attorney’s and expert’s fees, whether incurred through formal legal proceedings or otherwise. 

ASSIGNMENT AND SUCCESSORS:  Neither the CLIENT nor STANTEC shall, without the prior written consent of the other 
party, assign the benefit or in any way transfer the obligations of this AGREEMENT or any part hereof. This AGREEMENT 
shall inure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto, and except as otherwise provided herein, upon 
their executors, administrators, successors, and assigns. 

PROTECTION OF PRIVACY LAWS: STANTEC will comply with its statutory obligations respecting the collection, use, 
disclosure, access to, correction, protection, accuracy, retention and disposition of personal information that may be 
collected or created under this AGREEMENT. STANTEC will refer any request for access to or correction of personal 
information that is made under statute to the CLIENT and will comply with any directions from the CLIENT respecting the 
access request, or respecting correction and annotation of personal information. STANTEC will, at reasonable times and 
on reasonable notice, allow the CLIENT to enter its premises and inspect any personal information of the CLIENT’s that is 
in the custody of STANTEC or any of STANTEC’s policies or practices relevant to the management of personal 
information subject to this AGREEMENT. 
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ENTIRE AGREEMENT:  This AGREEMENT constitutes the sole and entire agreement between the CLIENT and STANTEC 
relating to the PROJECT and supersedes all prior agreements between them, whether written or oral respecting the 
subject matter hereof and no other terms, conditions or warranties, whether express or implied, shall form a part hereof. 
This AGREEMENT may be amended only by written instrument signed by both the CLIENT and STANTEC. All attachments 
referred to in this AGREEMENT are incorporated herein by this reference; however, in the event of any conflict between 
attachments and the terms and conditions of this AGREEMENT, the terms and conditions of this AGREEMENT shall take 
precedence. 

SEVERABILITY:  If any term, condition or covenant of this AGREEMENT is held by a court of competent jurisdiction to be 
invalid, void, or unenforceable, the remaining provisions of this AGREEMENT shall be binding on the CLIENT and 
STANTEC. 

THE PARTIES EXPRESSLY ACKNOWLEDGE THAT THIS AGREEMENT CONTAINS LIMITATION OF LIABILITY PROVISIONS 
RESTRICTING RIGHTS FOR THE RECOVERY OF DAMAGES. 

 The Parties, intending to be legally bound, have made, accepted and executed this AGREEMENT as of the Agreement 
Date noted above. 

CITY OF TAFT STANTEC CONSULTING SERVICES INC. 

         
 
Donna L. Carpenter, Senior Associate 

 Print Name and Title   Print Name and Title 

Signature   Signature  

 

     
 Print Name and Title   Print Name and Title 

Signature   Signature  
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Attached to and forming part of the AGREEMENT BETWEEN: 

CITY OF TAFT 

(hereinafter called the “CLIENT”) 

- and - 

STANTEC CONSULTING SERVICES INC.  

(hereinafter called “STANTEC”) 

EFFECTIVE: June 16, 2015  

This Attachment details the SERVICES, CONTRACT TIME, CONTRACT PRICE, ADDITIONAL CONDITIONS and ADDITIONAL 
ATTACHMENTS forming part of the above described AGREEMENT. 

SERVICES: STANTEC shall perform the following SERVICES: 

 Needs Assessment: 

o Review existing documents, such as a Master Plan, to understand what projects the 
city has already defined. 

o Conduct informational interviews with individual city departments and key 
stakeholder groups (we’re estimating two full days of interviews).   

o Compile feedback, identify stakeholder themes, and return with a list of projects the 
City and community has articulated a need for.   

o Work with the city to develop a decision matrix for determining which projects should 
be prioritized.   

o Ensure top priorities are documented in master plans or capital improvement plans – 
a requirement in many funding applications.  

*If additional planning support is needed, we will provide a scope, fee, and schedule.  

 

Time for this task to be billed hourly per the attached rate sheet, not to exceed a 
budget of $12,500.  

 

Research Funding Strategy: 

o Research potential funding opportunities for community priorities in a matrix.  

o Matrix will include:  

― Agency and Funding Program 

― Funding Cycle information and Deadlines 

― Match Requirement 

― Key Contacts at Funding Agency 

― Spend time working with funding agencies to gain clarification on eligibility 
issues and ensure all parties are confident you have a winning application 
before moving forward.   

o Conclude with recommendations on what funding streams to pursue and the cost to 
prepare those high-priority applications. 

 

Time for this task to be billed hourly per the attached rate sheet, not to exceed a budget 
of $12,500. 

Preparation of Grant Applications will be addressed in separate agreements as opportunities 
are identified. 
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 (hereinafter called the “SERVICES”) 

CONTRACT TIME: Commencement Date: July 6, 2015 

 Estimated Completion Date: December 31, 2015 

CONTRACT PRICE: Subject to the terms below, CLIENT will compensate STANTEC as follows: 

Project specific charges, such as subconsultants; travel, accommodations and meals; 
project-specific printing of deliverables; consumables; usage charges for specialized field 
equipment and company-owned, leased or rented project vehicles; external testing lab 
charges and other external services charges; specialized computer software costs; and other 
significant project-specific expenses will be invoiced in addition to labor fees. 

 Where not stated as being included in the fees, project specific subconsultant, contractor, lab 
and other similar third party charges will be charged as invoiced to STANTEC with a 
ten percent (10%) markup. 

Unless otherwise noted, the fees in this agreement do not include any value added, sales, or 
other taxes that may be applied by Government on fees for services. Such taxes will be added 
to all invoices as required. 

Where the SERVICES or services conditions change, STANTEC shall submit to the CLIENT in a 
timely manner, documentation of the revisions to Attachment “A” adjusting the Contract 
Services Time and Price as required. 

 Unless otherwise specified, charges for SERVICES are based on STANTEC’s hourly billing rate 
table (“Rate Table”), attached hereto.  The Rate Table is subject to escalation from time to 
time. 

 

ADDITIONAL 
CONDITIONS: 

The following additional conditions shall be read in conjunction with and constitute part of this 
AGREEMENT: 

 

 No additional conditions apply. 

ADDITIONAL 
ATTACHMENTS: 

The following additional attachments shall be read in conjunction with and constitute part of 
this AGREEMENT:  

 Rate Table 2  

 

INSURANCE 
REQUIREMENTS: 

Before any services are provided under this agreement, STANTEC shall procure, and maintain in 
effect during the term of this agreement, insurance coverage in amounts and on terms not less 
than set forth below. 

General Liability: Commercial general liability insurance for personal and bodily injury, 
including death, and property damage in the amount of $1,000,000 each occurrence and not 
less than $2,000,000 in the aggregate. 

Automobile Liability: Automobile liability insurance for bodily injury, including death, and 
property damage in the amount of $1,000,000 each occurrence. 

Professional Liability: Professional liability insurance for damages incurred by reason of any 
negligent act, error or omission committed or alleged to have been committed by STANTEC in 
the amount of $1,000,000 per claim and in the aggregate. 

Workers’ Compensation: As prescribed by applicable law. 

Certificates: Upon request, STANTEC shall provide certificates of insurance evidencing 
coverage required above.  Each certificate shall provide that the coverage therein afforded 
shall not be cancelled except with thirty (30) days prior written notice to the CLIENT. 
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SCHEDULE OF BILLING RATES – 2015 

Billing 
Level 

Hourly 
Rate Description 

 
1 

2 
$56 

$64 

Entry-level position 
 Works under the supervision of a senior professional 
 Recent graduate from an appropriate post-secondary program or equivalent 
 Generally, less than four years’ experience 

3 

4 

5 

$71 

$79 

$87 

Junior Level position 
 Independently carries out assignments of limited scope using standard procedures, methods and 

techniques  
 Assists senior staff in carrying out more advanced procedures  
 Completed work is reviewed for feasibility and soundness of judgment  
 Graduate from an appropriate post-secondary program or equivalent  
 Generally, one to three years’ experience 

6 

7 

8 

$95 

$102 

$110 

Fully Qualified Professional Position 
 Carries out assignments requiring general familiarity within a broad field of the respective profession 
 Makes decisions by using a combination of standard methods and techniques 
 Actively participates in planning to ensure the achievement of objectives 
 Works independently to interpret information and resolve difficulties 
 Graduate from an appropriate post-secondary program, with credentials or equivalent 
 Generally, three to six years’ experience 

9 

10 

11 

$118 

$127 

$136 

First Level Supervisor or first complete Level of Specialization 
 Provides applied professional knowledge and initiative in planning and coordinating work 

programs  
 Adapts established guidelines as necessary to address unusual issues  
 Decisions accepted as technically accurate, however may on occasion be reviewed for 

soundness of judgment  
 Graduate from an appropriate post-secondary program, with credentials or equivalent  
 Generally, five to nine years’ experience

12 

13 

14 

$146 

$157 

$166 

Highly Specialized Technical Professional or Supervisor of groups of professionals 
 Provides multi-discipline knowledge to deliver innovative solutions in related field of expertise  
 Participates in short and long range planning to ensure the achievement of objectives  
 Makes responsible decisions on all matters, including policy recommendations, work methods, and 

financial controls associated with large expenditures  
 Reviews and evaluates technical work  
 Graduate from an appropriate post-secondary program, with credentials or equivalent  
 Generally, ten to fifteen years’ experience with extensive, broad experience  

15 

16 

17 

$174 

$202 

$232 

Senior Level Consultant or Management 
 Recognized as an authority in a specific field with qualifications of significant value  
 Provides multi-discipline knowledge to deliver innovative solutions in related field of expertise  
 Independently conceives programs and problems for investigation  
 Participates in discussions to ensure the achievement of program and/or project objectives  
 Makes responsible decisions on expenditures, including large sums or implementation of major 

programs and/or projects  
 Graduate from an appropriate post-secondary program, with credentials or equivalent  
 Generally, more than twelve years’ experience with extensive experience  

 

18 

19 

20 

21 

 

 

$272 

$308 

$343 

$379 

 

Senior Level Management under review by Vice President or higher 
 Recognized as an authority in a specific field with qualifications of significant value  
 Responsible for long range planning within a specific area of practice or region  
 Makes decisions which are far reaching and limited only by objectives and policies of the 

organization  
 Plans/approves projects requiring significant human resources or capital investment  
 Graduate from an appropriate post-secondary program, with credentials or equivalent  
 Generally, fifteen years’ experience with extensive professional and management experience 

Survey 
Crews 

 

Crew Size 
1-Person 
2-Person 
3-Person 

Regular Rate 
$180 
$245 
$305

Overtime Rate 
$205 
$345 
$430

T-2 2015 
 

 



 
 

 
City of Taft Agenda Report 

 
 
 
 
DATE:  JULY 7, 2015  
 
 
TO:   MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
     
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
 
CITY OF TAFT MAYOR’S LUNCHEON DURING OILDORADO  
 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
As requested by the City Council, Staff is organizing a luncheon during the 2015 Oildorado 
festivities reuniting and honoring all living, former and current, City of Taft Mayors.   
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Motion to approve and appropriate $1,200 from General Fund to host a Mayor’s Luncheon 
during 2015 Oildorado.  
  
IMPACT ON BUDGET (Y/N):       Yes 
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  No 
 
PREPARED BY:             Office of the City Manager  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK
  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 

 



 
 

   City of Taft 
 Agenda Report 

 
 
 
DATE:  July 7, 2015 
 
TO:   MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
 
     
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
RECRUITMENT OF PHYSICIAN FOR TAFT MODIFIED COMMUNITY CORRECTIONAL 
FACILITY (MCCF) 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 

The California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR) will be requiring a Physician 
(M.D. or D.O) to be on-site at the MCCF on a full-time basis (5 days a week/8 hours per day). 

Based on the difficulty in recruiting physicians it is recommended to augment recruitment efforts with 
a firm specializing and the recruitment and placement of physicians.  This recruitment will be a joint 
effort between the City of Taft and the Westside Health Care District.  

 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Motion to approve costs associated with the recruitment and 
placement of a Physician (M.D. or D.O.) as required by the California Department of Corrections and 
Rehabilitation for MCCF operations.  

 
 
IMPACT ON BUDGET (Y/N):   Costs of recruitment and placement services are anticipated to be 

approximately $26,000. 
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  None 
 
PREPARED BY:   Lonn Boyer, Director of Human Resources/Asst. City Manager 
 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 
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DATE:  July 7, 2015   
 
TO:  HONORABLE MAYOR AND COUNCIL MEMBERS 
 
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
2015 TRANSIT DEVELOPMENT PLAN 
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
The City of Taft’s Transit Development Plan (TDP) is an objective and comprehensive evaluation of the City’s public 
transit program.  In addition, the Plan also serves as a road map for continuing program development across a five-year 
planning horizon.  The 2015 TDP was developed in partnership with the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) and 
Caltrans.  Kern COG selected Moore & Associates to develop the City’s TDP and the project commenced in October 
2014.  Moore & Associates is a transit consulting firm intimately familiar with the City’s transit program and its recent 
history, having aided the City of Taft in the development of its prior TDP in 2009, and various transit-related studies since 
then.  
 
The City of Taft’s TDP was developed under guidance of a Project Steering Committee (PSC) which included 
representatives from the Kern COG, Caltrans, and the City of Taft.  The PSC reviewed all elements of the TDP and 
provided their feedback and direction throughout the entire TDP process.  The TDP process can be summarized into six 
key areas: 

1. Service Evaluation, 
2. Public Involvement, 
3. Market Analysis, 
4. Preferred Service Plan, 
5. Capital and Financial Plans, and 
6. Implementation Plan. 

 
Within the attached TDP the Service Evaluation section evaluates the Taft fixed-route, Dial-A-Ride, and Taft-
Maricopa services; providing a snapshot of current transit usage and system performance.  The Public Outreach 
section describes the considerable public outreach conducted in development of this report.  The public outreach 
included; a community survey, a fixed-route customer survey, a Dial-A-Ride customer survey, a local 
stakeholder survey, and small group discussions.  The Demand Assessment (Market Analysis) describes the 
City of Taft and neighboring communities’ population characteristics, with a focus on those population groups 
most relevant to transit planning.  The assessment also takes into account the potential impacts to the City’s 
transit program from projected population changes.  The Service Recommendations Plan presents strategies for 
increasing ridership and farebox revenue, possible service enhancements, and increased marketing, as well as 
steps to maintain local, state, and federal compliance.   
 
The Preferred Service Plan narrows down the potential recommendations into a single operating plan, based on 
optimizing the operational efficiency of the City’s transit program while ensuring sustainability and meeting the 
mobility needs of the community.  Capital and Financial Plans were developed which identify potential funding 
sources throughout the next five years using a combination of fare revenue, local and state subsidies, and 



federal grants; while providing a sustainable operating budget relative to the preferred service alternative, and 
the anticipated vehicular and equipment needs for the program, as well as the needs for significant facilities and 
improvements.  Finally, the Implementation Plan presents a hierarchy among the preferred service alternative 
recommendations and a proposed timeframe for implementing each of the respective recommendations. 
 
The Preferred Service Plan recommends the City implement the following administrative, operational, and 
capital recommendations: 

 Develop a Taft Area Transit ticket/pass sales program. 
 Implement all remaining Title VI elements. 
 Adjust fares for fixed-route and Dial-A-Ride services (in a phased, multi-year approach). 
 Replace weekend fixed-route service with general public Dial-A-Ride service. 
 Promote regional connectivity with Kern Transit. 
 Increase marketing/promotional budget. 
 Develop and implement a Bus Stop Improvement Program (BSIP). 
 Construct a dedicated transit center/dispatching/storage facility. 

 
Implementation of the Preferred Service Plan will help to ensure the continued sustainability of the City’s 
transit program without the need for additional City subsidy.  The community-driven recommendations have 
been designed so as to reduce operating expenditures while also increasing ridership, farebox recovery, and 
customer satisfaction.   
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Motion to adopt the attached Transit Development Plan and implement the recommendations presented within the 
Preferred Service Alternative section of the Plan.    
 
IMPACT ON BUDGET (Y/N): NO  
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  YES – 2015 Transit Development Plan 
 
PREPARED BY:   Public Works Department   
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 
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Overview 

Home to 9,192 residents in an area of just over 15.1 square miles, the city of Taft is located in the 

western portion of Kern County.  Local transit service in Taft is provided through the Taft Area Transit 

(TAT) program.  This program provides two local fixed-route alignments and a combined general 

public/ADA complementary Dial-A-Ride service within city limits.  TAT also provides limited fixed-route 

service in the neighboring city of Maricopa.  Additional inter-community bus service is provided by Kern 

Transit, which connects Taft with other communities throughout Kern county including Bakersfield. 

 

Key Findings 

 Public awareness and support of public transit is high among Taft residents, although this has 

not translated to specific knowledge of service parameters (such as operating hours and/or 

fares, or the location of the nearest bus stop). 

 The most frequently requested improvement specific to the fixed-route was expanded service 

hours, followed by more frequent service.   

 Farebox revenue requirements have not been met in recent years, and the City’s transit 

program may face reduced funding until farebox revenue increases to sustainable levels. 

o The Service Recommendations section of this report (Chapter 5) presents potential 

strategies for improving this performance metric. 

 System ridership declined by 3.8 percent to 43,128 in FY 2013/14.  Annual system ridership was 

44,833 in FY 2012/13. 

o The Service Recommendations section of this report (Chapter 5) presents potential 

strategies for improving ridership. 

 The development of a dedicated transit “hub” which is currently planned for completion by FY 

2018 would support consolidated access to all public transit services (including Kern Transit).  An 

adjacently built Park and Ride would also facilitate the development of ride-sharing programs. 

 

Report Overview  

The Transit Development Plan (TDP) presents a blueprint for short-term operational, financial, and 

capital improvements for Taft’s transit services.  The TDP, covering a five-year horizon, includes 

strategies to increase service efficiency and effectiveness as well as how to finance implementation of 

those strategies.  These strategies reflect findings from rider and non-rider (community) input as well as 

an objective review of transit system performance.  An outline of this report’s contents is as follows: 

 

1. Executive Summary, 

2. Demand Assessment, 

3. Service Evaluation, 

4. Public Outreach, 

5. Service Recommendations,  

6. Preferred Service Plan (inclusive of Financial, Capital, and Implementation Plans), and 

 



Kern Council of Governments 
City of Taft Transit Development Plan 

April 2015 

MOORE & ASSOCIATES, INC.  PAGE 1-4 

 

Appendix 

a. Survey Instruments. 

b. 2014 Marketing Solutions and Strategies Matrix 

 

The Demand Assessment (Chapter 2) describes the Taft Sphere of Influence’s (TSI’s) population 

characteristics, with a focus on those population groups most relevant to transit planning.  It includes 

maps which provide a general idea of the geographic distribution of TSI residents who are more likely to 

depend on public transportation for their mobility.  In addition, it highlights how the TSI population and 

demographic characteristics compare to California’s population and the nation’s population as a whole.  

This chapter also takes into account the potential impacts to the City’s transit program from projected 

population changes.  Exhibit 1.1 presents the current and projected transit-dependent populations in 

the TSI. 

 

 Exhibit 1.1  TSI Total and Transit-Dependent Population Projections 

 

 
 

 

The Services Evaluation (Chapter 3) evaluates the Taft fixed-route, Dial-A-Ride, and Taft-Maricopa 

services, providing a snapshot of current transit usage and system performance.  Such data include 

ridership at the system level as well as a review of key trip destinations and origins.  Also included is 

discussion of several performance measurements including riders per service hour and farebox recovery 

system-wide as well as by mode.  A federal Title VI Compliance assessment is also provided in this 

chapter.  A system overview can be seen in Exhibit 1.2.   

  

Derby 

Acres
Fellows Ford City McKittrick Taft

Taft 

Heights
South Taft TSI Maricopa

Total Population 2000 377 155 3,503 144 8,811 1,900 1,850 16,740 1,098
Total Population 2010 393 162 3,656 150 9,192 1,983 1,931 17,467 1,157

Total Population in 2013 353 93 4,106 84 9,192 2,183 2,381 18,392 1,264
Percent Change in Population (2010 - 2013) -10.2% -42.6% 12.3% -44.0% 0.0% 10.1% 23.3% 5.3% 9.2%

Percent of TSI Population 1.9% 0.5% 22.3% 0.5% 50.0% 11.9% 12.9% 100.0%

Projected 2020 418 110 4,867 100 10,900 2,588 2,822 21,805 1,170
Projected 2030 491 129 5,715 117 12,800 3,039 3,314 25,606 1,190

TSI Populations Youth Seniors
Persons with 

Disabilities
Low-income

Total Population in 2010 5,312 1,521 N/A 3,233

Total Population in 2013 5,363 1,600 1,537 3,307

Percent of Population 2013 29.2% 8.7% 8.4% 18.0%

Projected 2020 6,367 1,897 1,832 3,925

Projected 2030 7,477 2,228 2,151 4,609
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Exhibit 1.2  Taft Area Transit System Performance 

 
 

Supplementing discussion of system performance, primarily gathered through City-provided data and 

ride checks, is extensive public outreach data.  The Public Outreach section of this report (Chapter 4) 

describes the extensive public outreach conducted in development of this report.  The public outreach 

conducted as part of this study included a combination of surveying techniques.  There were four 

elements to the outreach completed as part of this plan: 

 Community survey, 

 Fixed-route customer survey, 

 Dial-A-Ride customer survey, 

 Stakeholder survey, and 

 Small group discussions. 

 

  

Performance Measure FY 2010/11 FY 2011/12 FY 2012/13 FY 2013/14

Operating Cost $827,780 $671,954 $737,699 $729,463

Annual Change  --- -18.8% 9.8% -1.1%

Fare Revenue $36,244 $32,774 $34,134 $34,049

Annual Change  --- -9.6% 4.2% -0.2%

Vehicle Service Hours (VSH) 12,098 11,527 11,575 10,989

Annual Change  --- -4.7% 0.4% -5.1%

Vehicle Service Miles (VSM) 124,023 115,798 130,265 130,774

Annual Change  --- -6.6% 12.5% 0.4%

Ridership 44,576 43,462 44,833 43,128

Annual Change  --- -2.5% 3.2% -3.8%

Performance Metric

Operating Cost/VSH $68.42 $58.29 $63.73 $66.38

Annual Change  --- -14.8% 9.3% 4.2%

Operating Cost/VSM $6.67 $5.80 $5.66 $5.58

Annual Change  --- -13.1% -2.4% -1.5%

Operating Cost/Passenger $18.57 $15.46 $16.45 $16.91

Annual Change  --- -16.7% 6.4% 2.8%

Passengers/VSH 3.68 3.77 3.87 3.92

Annual Change  --- 2.3% 2.7% 1.3%

Passengers/VSM 0.36 0.38 0.34 0.33

Annual Change  --- 4.4% -8.3% -4.2%

Fare/Passenger $0.81 $0.75 $0.76 $0.79

Annual Change  --- -7.3% 1.0% 3.7%

Farebox Recovery 4.4% 4.9% 4.6% 4.7%

Annual Change  --- 11.4% -5.1% 0.9%

VSM/VSH 10.3 10.0 11.3 11.9

Annual Change  --- -2.0% 12.0% 5.7%
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All survey elements included some form of online participation, whether via an equivalent online survey, 

or the opportunity to respond to survey questions via email.  The surveys were promoted on the City of 

Taft’s website as well as on the Kern COG website.  All surveys were also available in Spanish to 

encourage participation by residents with limited-English proficiency.    

 

The community survey was conducted via an intercept/interview methodology.  This survey was open 

from December 15, 2014 to February 8, 2015, and generated 312 unique responses.  The fixed-route 

customer survey was conducted from December 18 through December 20, 2014, and all persons 

boarding observed trips were provided an opportunity to participate.  A total of 34 surveys were 

realized.  The Dial-A-Ride (DAR) customer survey was available from December 15 to 31, 2014 through 

January 8, 2015, and was initially distributed as a direct mail survey to all Dial-A-Ride registrants.  

Participation was incentivized via an opportunity to win a $25 Visa gift card, and a total of 60 surveys 

were received.  A list of stakeholders was developed and vetted by the Project Steering Committee, and 

a unique survey was tailored to identify overall perceptions of existing services, and to identify the most 

immediate mobility needs for their respective clients.  A total of 28 stakeholder organizations 

participated in the survey.  A series of small-group discussions open to the public were conducted on 

January 8, 2015, and on March 4, 2015, Moore & Associates attended the City of Taft’s 2015 Unmet 

Needs hearing held in conjunction with a local gathering of community stakeholders called Sit & Sip.  In 

addition, the recently completed City’s 2014 Community Outreach Program was reviewed for relevancy 

in the current report.   

 

Review of most frequent responses to the community survey questions led to the identification of the 

“typical” respondent.  The “typical” respondent has the following characteristics: 

 Speaks English (98.4 percent). 

 Has not ridden Taft Area Transit within the prior 90 days (79.2 percent). 

 Lives in a household where no one rides transit (79.9 percent). 

 Has access to a personal vehicle and possesses a valid driver license (85.1 and 80.4 percent, 

respectively). 

 Is between the ages of 45 and 64 (34.4 percent). 

 Reports an annual household income of less than $15,000 (29.1 percent). 

 

The Service Recommendations Plan (Chapter 5) was developed based on findings from Chapters 2, 3, 

and 4, as well as discussions with City and Kern COG staff.  Recommendations for increasing ridership 

and farebox revenue, service enhancements, and increased marketing, as well as steps to maintain local, 

state, and federal compliance in years beyond the Plan’s horizon are developed within the chapter.  

Exhibit 1.3 presents a summary matrix of the developed service recommendations as administrative, 

operational, or capital.    

 

  



Kern Council of Governments 
City of Taft Transit Development Plan 

April 2015 

MOORE & ASSOCIATES, INC.  PAGE 1-7 

 

Exhibit 1.3  Service Recommendations 

 
 

  

Administrative

Develop a Taft Area Transit ticket/pass sales program.

Revise existing Dial-A-Ride eligibility criteria.

Revise Dial-A-Ride use eligibility to 12-months (versus current 36-month).

Implement  all Title VI strategies.

Evaluate cost-benefit of transitioning to private operations contractor.

Operational

Expand marketing budget and level of activity.

Adjust fares for fixed-route and Dial-A-Ride services.

Revise the Transit MOU with Maricopa.

Focus fixed-route service on peak hours.

Implement fixed-route during peak hours and general public Dial-A-Ride 

service during midday hours (Flex service).

Replace weekend fixed-route service with general public Dial-A-Ride.

Enhance connectivity with Kern Transit.

Introduce service to Tejon Ranch during weekdays on a trial basis.

Capital

Develop and implement a Bus Stop Improvement Program (BSIP).

Optimize value of recently constructed “transit center.”

Construct a purpose-built transit center/dispatch/storage facility.
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Following the Service Recommendations is the Preferred Service Alternative (Chapter 6).  This chapter 

narrows down the potential recommendations into a single operating plan, based on maximizing the 

operational efficiency of the City’s transit program, while ensuring sustainability and meeting the 

mobility needs of the community.  The service recommendations selected for inclusion within the 

Preferred Service Alternative include those most desired by the City, current and potential riders, and 

stakeholders throughout Taft and the TSI.  Anticipated costs and impacts to the City were developed for 

the selected recommendations.  Exhibit 1.4 presents the Preferred Service Alternative options and their 

anticipated impact/costs to the existing program.   

 

Exhibit 1.4  Preferred Service Alternative Projected Impacts 

 

 

 
 

 

 

  

Current Proposed

Develop a Taft Area Transit ticket/pass sales program $0 $8,875

Implement all Title VI strategies $0 $3,000

Estimated Impact
Administrative Recommendations

Current Proposed

Adjust fares for fixed-route and Dial-A-Ride services $0 -$4,500

Replace weekend fixed-route service with general 

public Dial-A-Ride
$0 -$53,000

Promote connectivity with Kern Transit $0 $0

Increase marketing budget $500 $19,400

Operational Recommendations
Estimated Impact

Current Proposed

Develop and implement a Bus Stop Improvement 

Program (BSIP)
$0 $3,600

Construct a dedicatedtransit center/dispatch/storage 

facility
$1,000,000 $1,000,000

Capital Recommendations
Estimated Impact
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Within Chapter 6 is found a Financial Plan which identifies potential funding sources throughout the 

next five years using a combination of fare revenues, local and state subsidies, and federal grants, while 

providing a sustainable operating budget relative to the preferred service alternative.  A Capital Plan is 

included within this chapter and identifies the anticipated vehicular and equipment needs for the 

program, as well as the needs for significant facilities and improvements.  Finally, the Implementation 

Plan develops a hierarchy among the preferred service alternative recommendations and a proposed 

timeframe for developing each of the respective recommendations.  

 
The Appendix includes copies of the survey instruments used in connection with the Transit 

Development Plan’s public outreach activities, as well as the City’s 2014 Marketing Solutions and 

Strategies Matrix.    
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Demographics Assessment 

In early 2014, Moore & Associates assisted the City of Taft in the development of its Community 

Mobility Outreach and Involvement Program.  This project provided an updated assessment of local 

demographics based on Census 2010, the American Community Survey (2012), and the California 

Departments of Finance and Employment Development.  The 2014 assessment serves as the foundation 

for the 2015 Transit Development Plan and the population estimates have been updated to reflect 

American Community Survey 2013 data as well as the most recent available information from the 

California Departments of Finance and Employment.    

 

Updated maps of key populations, data tables with the categories most relevant to Federal Transit 

Administration (FTA) reporting requirements, and key findings for target demographic fields are 

presented within this section.  This data allowed the consultant team to identify locations in the city of 

Taft and surrounding communities which could benefit from enhanced transit service as well as identify 

any shifts or changes in transportation-disadvantaged populations.  The target populations include, low-

income individuals, persons with limited/no access to a personal vehicle, seniors, and youth. 

 

City of Taft: Summary of Findings 

 The City of Taft’s population (calculated at 9,192) has decreased by 1.4 percent since 

2010.  

 77.1 percent of the population is 20 years of age or older. 

 The median age is 35.5 years, which is slightly older than the median age for California. 

 Median household income within the city of Taft is $50,441, which is higher than 

McKittrick, Maricopa, South Taft, and Ford City; but less than nearby Derby Acres, 

Fellows, and Taft Heights.  It is also $10,653 less than the median income for California, 

and $2,605 less than the national median. 

 The major ethnic groups within the TSI that are either a single race or a combination 

with one or more races are as follows: White (7,760), Hispanic or Latino (3,210), Black or 

African-American (237), Asian (209), and Native American or Alaskan Native (104).  478 

people identify with some other race, and 494 with two or more races.   

 Demand for public transit in Derby Acres, Fellows, and McKittrick (based upon transit-

dependent population size) is currently very modest and not expected to increase 

significantly within the next five years. 

 

Taft Sphere of Influence Social Profile 

In 2009, the City of Taft Transit Development Plan identified the nearby communities of Derby Acres, 

Fellows, Ford City, McKittrick, South Taft, and Taft Heights to be within the “sphere of influence” of the 

City of Taft.  These communities are all classified as Census Designated Places (CDPs) and data is 

collected from residents in the form of five-year estimates by the American Community Survey.  This 

assessment continues to incorporate the data from these communities.  The City of Maricopa is also 

considered throughout this assessment; although as a separate entity and not part of the TSI.   
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According to the American Community Survey (FY 2009-2013), the Taft Sphere of Influence (TSI) median 

age is 33.8 years, while the median age in Maricopa is 32.4 years.  The median household income for the 

TSI was $47,451 in 2013; While Maricopa reported $32,639.  The TSI median income is approximately 23 

percent lower than the state average and 10.5 percent lower than the national average.  Maricopa’s 

median income is approximately 46.6 percent lower than California and 38.5 percent below the national 

average.  Within the TSI, approximately 31.6 percent of the population age 25 years and older does not 

possess a high school diploma, 32.7 percent has a high school diploma, and approximately 4.5 percent 

have a bachelor’s degree.  

 

In Maricopa, 21.6 percent of the population 25 years and older does not possess a high school diploma, 

while 57 percent has a high school diploma.  Approximately 2.2 percent possesses a bachelor’s degree.  

The TSI has a higher rate of high school graduates than both the state and the nation at-large.  

Attainment of a college degree continues to lag behind both the state and national averages.  Given 

lower educational levels can translate to lower income earnings potential, this data suggest a significant 

portion of the population could possess some level of transit-dependency and therefore would benefit 

from enhanced access to public transit. 

 

Exhibit 2.1  Summary of Demographic Characteristics 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

Mode of Travel 

The mode most often cited as the means of home-to-work travel within the TSI and Maricopa remains 

the personal vehicle.  According to the American Community Survey 2013, only Ford City and Taft 

reported any residents using public transportation to work.  This indicates a further decrease from prior 

assessments.  There has been an overall increase in residents utilizing carpools/vanpools to access 

employment.  Public transit can be seen as similar to ridesharing and this change may represent an 

increase in the willingness of the population to try transit options for some of their travel needs.  Nearly 

No High School 

Diploma

High School 

Graduate

Bachelor's Degree or 

Higher

Derby Acres 39.8 $59,464 14.9% 40.1% 7.0%

Fellows 36.5 $61,000 16.7% 33.3% 5.6%

Ford City 32.7 $37,171 33.6% 31.0% 2.7%

McKittrick 43.5 $33,125 37.7% 37.7% 3.8%

South Taft 23.0 $40,027 52.6% 14.2% 2.2%

Taft 35.5 $50,441 27.5% 34.6% 5.6%

Taft Heights 25.5 $50,929 37.9% 37.9% 4.6%

TSI Average 33.8 $47,451 31.6% 32.7% 4.5%

Maricopa 32.4 $32,639 21.6% 57.0% 2.2%

California Average 35.4 $61,094 18.7% 22.6% 30.7%

National Average 37.3 $53,046 13.9% 28.1% 28.8%

Percentage of population over 25:

Median Age
Median Household 

Income
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every community included a portion of its population “walking to work,” with Derby Acres, Fellows, and 

Taft Heights being the exceptions.  Fellows continued to report that the only means of travel to 

employment was “personal vehicle.”  

 

Exhibit 2.3 supplements the above data by graphically illustrating areas within the TSI where residents 

cited no or limited vehicle access. 

 

Exhibit 2.2  Means of Travel to Work  

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

  

Public 

Transportation
Carpool Walk Bicycle Personal Vehicle Work at Home

Derby Acres 0.0% 24.5% 0.0% 1.9% 73.6% 0.0%

Fellows 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%

Ford City 1.0% 30.6% 6.4% 2.9% 59.1% 0.0%

McKittrick 0.0% 9.1% 18.2% 0.0% 72.7% 0.0%

South Taft 0.0% 37.4% 6.8% 0.0% 55.8% 0.0%

Taft 0.4% 22.5% 1.7% 1.1% 71.9% 2.4%

Taft Heights 0.0% 17.2% 0.0% 2.3% 80.5% 0.0%

TSI Average 0.2% 20.2% 4.7% 1.2% 73.4% 2.4%

Maricopa 0.0% 6.3% 8.9% 0.0% 84.0% 0.0%
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Exhibit 2.3  Vehicle Accessibility 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

Economic Profile 

Exhibit 2.4 presents unemployment figures for 2010 and 2013 within the TSI, Maricopa, California, and 

the nation at-large.  Data from 2013 is used to identify trends, as unemployment information is 

unavailable at the CDP level for 2014.  The unemployment rate in the TSI increased 0.2 percent (from 9.5 

to 15.8 percent) between 2010 and 2013.  The rate of increase within the TSI is especially significant 

when compared to the overall decrease experienced in California and the nation as a whole.  This 

increase has been identified as due to the volatile nature of the primary source of employment in the 

region (petroleum production).  Employment in this sector experienced increased volatility throughout 

the evaluation period.  While still high, (when compared to California and nation) unemployment has 

decreased in Kern County overall to approximately 9.9 percent as of December 2014.    
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What this means in terms of public transit, is that in order to increase ridership, transit agencies such as 

Taft Area Transit must identify those destinations and/or resources desired by job seekers and 

employers alike.  A public transit program which effectively provides access to employment resources 

and job sites themselves will be seen as a valuable commodity during times of economic challenge.  We 

recommend the City continue to promote its public transit service throughout the Maricopa area, 

emphasizing the affordability and reliability of Taft Area Transit, as well as access to quality day-to-day 

services not presently found in Maricopa. 

 

Exhibit 2.4  Unemployment Rate 

 
Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics, California Employment Development Department,  

American Community Survey 2013 

  

2010 2013

Derby Acres 10.2% 15.8%

Fellows 4.1% 6.1%

Ford City 16.3% 13.2%

McKittrick 3.7% 37.1%

South Taft 9.0% 11.2%

Taft 9.2% 9.0%

Taft Heights 14.0% 18.2%

TSI Average 9.5% 15.8%

Maricopa 24.0% 24.1%

California 12.4% 7.6%

National 9.7% 6.2%

Unemployment Rate
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Housing Profile 

Median single-family dwelling prices in the TSI and Maricopa remain considerably lower than either 

California or national averages, as do median housing rental costs.  Interestingly, Taft Heights and South 

Taft have experienced significant spikes in rental rates.  This may be due to fewer residents being able to 

afford owning a home (or qualifying for loans) and the rental market responding to increased demand.  

Average wages paid by employers within the TSI and Maricopa are typically lower than wages statewide.  

Data available does not indicate how many families are living within the same residence.  It is likely 

within the TSI (particularly within low-income households) that multiple families are sharing the cost of 

housing so that income can be allocated to other necessities such as food, utilities, and commuting 

expenses.  This may translate to a “hidden” demand for transit which is further discussed in later 

sections of this report.   

 

Exhibit 2.5  Summary of Housing Characteristics 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

Median Value Median Rent

Derby Acres 5.30 $106,300 $525 
Fellows 5.30 $34,400 N/A

Ford City 5.10 $90,500 $653 

McKittrick 4.90 $69,000 N/A

Taft 5.70 $158,900 $600 

Taft Heights 5.00 $85,400 $820 

South Taft 4.90 $72,800 $744 

TSI Average 5.00 $104,971 $693

Maricopa 5.20 $63,200 $620 

California 5.10 $366,400 $1,119 

United States 5.50 $176,700 $752 

Median 

Room/Structures

Owner-Occupied Renter-Occupied
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Population 

Utilizing population estimates for 2013 along with 100-percent counts from Census 2010 (and projected 

populations from the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) 2014 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), 

annual percentage growth can be calculated for TSI communities.  We believe each community’s relative 

share of the TSI will remain consistent, and this percentage was used to estimate community 

populations.  Population estimates for the city of Taft and the city of Maricopa were taken from the 

2014 RTP.    

 

Census 2000 population for the Taft Sphere of Influence (TSI) was estimated at 16,740.  TSI population 

increased 5.3 percent between 2000 and 2013 (1,652 people).  Estimated populations for individual TSI 

communities are presented in the table below.  These figures reveal only modest growth within the TSI.  

In 2000, Maricopa reported a population of 1,098, with an estimated growth to 1,264 (9.5 percent) in 

2013.  Should the RTP population estimates for Taft and Maricopa be realized, the population within TSI 

communities could reach 21,805 in 2020 and 1,170 in Maricopa by 2020.  Interestingly the RTP projects 

a population decrease in Maricopa by 2020. 

 

Exhibit 2.6  Population Change 

 
 Source: American Community Survey 2013, 2010 Census, Kern COG Regional Transportation Plan 

 

Transit-Dependent Populations 

Historically, transportation-disadvantaged populations are comprised of youth, seniors, persons with 

disabilities, and individuals with incomes at or below the state poverty level (in California, $23,550 

annually for a family of four in 2013).  Individuals within these groups typically have a greater propensity 

to use public transit due to the absence of other mobility options.  Given the significant changes to the 

definition of disability in Census 2010, detailed data for the TSI communities was unavailable for this 

assessment.  A summary of traditionally transit-dependent populations is presented in Exhibit 2.7.  

Exhibit 2.8 maps these populations by census block group.   

 

  

Derby 

Acres
Fellows Ford City McKittrick Taft

Taft 

Heights
South Taft TSI Maricopa

Total Population 2000 377 155 3,503 144 8,811 1,900 1,850 16,740 1,098
Total Population 2010 393 162 3,656 150 9,192 1,983 1,931 17,467 1,157

Total Population in 2013 353 93 4,106 84 9,192 2,183 2,381 18,392 1,264
Percent Change in Population (2010 - 2013) -10.2% -42.6% 12.3% -44.0% 0.0% 10.1% 23.3% 5.3% 9.2%

Percent of TSI Population 1.9% 0.5% 22.3% 0.5% 50.0% 11.9% 12.9% 100.0%

Projected 2020 418 110 4,867 100 10,900 2,588 2,822 21,805 1,170
Projected 2030 491 129 5,715 117 12,800 3,039 3,314 25,606 1,190
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Exhibit 2.7  Transit-Dependent Population Projections 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013, Census 2010 

 

Exhibit 2.8  Transit-Dependent Populations  

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

 

TSI Populations Youth Seniors
Persons with 

Disabilities
Low-income

Total Population in 2010 5,312 1,521 N/A 3,233

Total Population in 2013 5,363 1,600 1,537 3,307

Percent of Population 2013 29.2% 8.7% 8.4% 18.0%

Projected 2020 6,367 1,897 1,832 3,925

Projected 2030 7,477 2,228 2,151 4,609
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Youth Population 

For the purposes of this study, the term “youth” is defined as individuals 19 years of age or 

younger.  This is due to the age categorizations provided by the American Community Survey.  

Youth population in the TSI accounts for 29.2 percent (1,082) of total residents in 2013, and 30.5 

percent in Maricopa (386).  This suggests strong demand for non-auto based/solo driver travel 

options.  Assuming the relative share of total population remains stable, the youth population 

could rise to 1,282 in the TSI and 357 in Maricopa by 2020.  

 

Typically, the mobility needs of youth are addressed by family, friends, and/or the local school 

district, making public transit unnecessary for many trips.  We believe this to be the case within 

the TSI and Maricopa.  Introduction of Taft Area Transit fixed-route service took into account 

existing youth populations and distribution by routing the service to nearby schools.  In addition, 

the Maricopa-Taft route offers access to Taft College.  Providing regular and reliable 

transportation to youth-oriented destinations will aid in improving mobility throughout the TSI.   

 

Exhibit 2.9  Youth Population Projections 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

  

 Populations Derby Acres Fellows Ford City McKittrick Taft Taft Heights South Taft TSI Maricopa

 Total Population 2013 353 93 4,106 84 9,192 2,183 2,381 18,392 1,264

 Youth Population in 2013 91 39 1,186 19 2,105 841 1,082 5,363 386

 Percent of Total Population in 2013 25.8% 41.9% 28.9% 22.6% 22.9% 38.5% 45.4% 29.2% 30.5%
Youth Population in 2020 108 46 1,406 23 2,496 997 1,282 6,358 357

Youth Population in 2030 127 54 1,651 26 2,931 1,171 1,506 7,466 363
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Exhibit 2.10 Youth Population 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 
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Senior Population 

For the purposes of this study, the term “senior” is defined as individuals 65 years of age or 

older.  The senior population within the TSI was estimated at 1,600 in 2013.  Assuming the 

relative share of seniors remains stable at 8.7 percent, the TSI senior population would climb to 

1,897 by 2020.  Maricopa’s senior population is estimated to decline to 109 in 2020. 

 
Seniors traditionally have a greater propensity to use public transit than other demographic 

groups.  This socio-demographic group is often transit-dependent, relying on either Kern Transit 

for travel into Bakersfield, or Taft Area Transit (specifically Dial-A-Ride) for travel throughout the 

local area.  By contrast, Maricopa seniors have fewer mobility options, but do have access to the 

Taft-Maricopa Route which provides connections with Kern Transit as well as Taft Area Transit.  

Ensuring seniors have access to healthcare and other day-to-day services are critical to 

supporting both the TSI’s and Maricopa’s overall quality of life.  

 

Exhibit 2.11  Senior Population Projections 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

  

 Populations Derby Fellows Ford City McKittrick Taft Taft Heights South Taft TSI Maricopa

 Total Population 2013 353 93 4,106 84 9,192 2,183 2,381 18,392 1,264

 Senior Population in 2013 63 1 490 10 795 127 114 1,600 118

 Percent of Total Population in 2013 17.8% 1.1% 11.9% 11.9% 8.6% 5.8% 4.8% 8.7% 9.3%
Senior Population in 2020 75 1 581 12 943 151 135 1,897 109

Senior Population in 2030 88 1 682 14 1,107 177 159 2,228 111
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Exhibit 2.12  Senior Population 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 
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Persons with Disabilities 

Persons with disabilities are distributed throughout the TSI in a pattern similar to both the 

senior and youth populations.   The TSI population of persons with disabilities could reach 1,822 

if relative share remains stable, and Maricopa would see a slight decrease to approximately 91 

persons with disabilities.  Derby Acres reports a disproportionately high share of persons with 

disabilities (19 percent), although total number is modest (67 persons).   

 

In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act regulations, a complementary demand-

response service must be available within three-quarters of a mile of any fixed-route transit 

route.  The City’s current Dial-A-Ride service meets this requirement.  The program registrant 

database is regularly reviewed, and enrollment of eligible persons is permitted as necessary.  

We recommend the City continue its efforts to mode-shift as many Dial-A-Ride customers onto 

the more cost-efficient fixed-route service as practical. 

 

Exhibit 2.13  Persons with Disabilities Population Projections 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

 

  

 Populations Derby Fellows Ford City McKittrick Taft Taft South Taft TSI Maricopa

 Total Population 2013 353 93 4,106 84 9,192 2,183 2,381 18,392 1,264

 Persons with Disabilities in 2013 67 1 379 10 794 126 160 1,537 98

 Percent of Total Population in 2013 19.0% 1.1% 9.2% 11.9% 8.6% 5.8% 6.7% 8.4% 7.8%
Population in 2020 79 1 449 12 942 149 190 1,822 91

Population in 2030 93 1 528 14 1,106 175 223 2,140 92
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Exhibit 2.14  Persons with Disabilities Population 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 
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Low-Income Population 

The relative share of low-income residents within the TSI is estimated at 18.0 percent of total 

TSI population in 2013.  In addition, Maricopa continues to report nearly one in three of its 

residents (29.4 percent) as low-income.  These high percentages of low-income individuals are 

not surprising given the current levels of unemployment throughout the region.  Individuals 

within this demographic are likely to be dependent upon alternate modes of travel including 

public transit for personal mobility.  Given the significant percentage of total population 

identified as low-income, increasing affordable and accessible mobility options to key 

destinations (such as employment resource centers and education facilities like Taft College) 

would likely translate to an enhanced quality of life for low-income individuals. 

 

The significant number of low-income individuals found within the TSI indicates a strong 

likelihood of increased transit demand.  Improved transit service awareness and targeted 

outreach (focusing on how to access and ride the service) throughout the study area would 

likely result in increased ridership and fare revenue.  Implementation of the strategies 

presented in the City of Taft’s 2014 Community Outreach Program would likely result in 

increased public awareness, translating to increases in transit ridership and revenue. 

 

Exhibit 2.15  Low-Income Population Projections 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

  

 Populations Derby Acres Fellows Ford City McKittrick Taft Taft Heights South Taft TSI Maricopa

 Total Population 2013 353 93 4,106 84 9,192 2,183 2,381 18,392 1,264

 Low-income Population in 2013 37 0 1,319 4 1,113 432 402 3,307 371 

 Percent of Total Population in 2013 10.5% 0.0% 32.1% 4.8% 12.1% 19.8% 16.9% 18.0% 29.4%
Low-income Population in 2020 44 0 1,563 5 1,320 512 476 3,921 343

Low-income Population in 2030 52 0 1,836 6 1,550 601 560 4,604 349
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Exhibit 2.16  Low-Income Population 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 
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Minority Populations 

Minorities are defined as those individuals reporting their race as any except “White alone.”  

The single largest ethnic and/or racial “minority” group within the TSI is “some other race” (4.9 

percent).  Other groups identified through the 2013 American Community Survey include two or 

more races (3.8 percent), African-American (1.9 percent), Asian (1.3 percent), and Native 

American or Alaskan Native (1.1 percent).  Overall the non-white population in the TSI stands at 

13.1 percent and 18.4 percent in Maricopa.  

 

There is a significant proportion of the Hispanic/Latino community which resides within the TSI 

boundaries (30.9 percent).  The largest populations of Latinos unsurprisingly reside in Ford City, 

Taft, and South Taft.  Maricopa reports 25.2 percent of the population as Hispanic/Latino.  It 

should be noted the 2014 Community Outreach Program identified a significant Oaxacan 

population residing throughout the TSI.  This demographic faces increased barriers to transit and 

transportation as a result of language barriers and a greater illiteracy rate.  This group has been 

specifically targeted for outreach given it falls into multiple transit-dependent categories such as 

low-income and limited access to personal vehicles.     

 

Interestingly there is a discrepancy between persons identifying themselves as “White alone,” 

and Hispanic/Latino.  Many would consider Hispanic/Latino to be a minority categorization, 

although this distinction seems to be lacking in the TSI.  Nearly 16,000 residents consider 

themselves to be “White” while an additional 5,690 cited Hispanic/Latino.  This is most likely 

due to the limitations of the Census and American Community Survey questions.   

 

Exhibit 2.17  Minority Population Projections 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

Exhibit 2.18  Minority Population – Detail 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

 

 

 Populations Derby Acres Fellows Ford City McKittrick Taft Taft Heights South Taft TSI Maricopa

 Total Population 2013 353 93 4,106 84 9,192 2,183 2,381 18,392 1,264

 Minority Population in 2013 3 0 380 6 1,522 130 373 2,414 232 

 Percent of Total Population in 2013 0.8% 0.0% 9.3% 7.1% 16.6% 6.0% 15.7% 13.1% 18.4%

Minority Population in 2020 4 0 450 7 1,805 154 442 2,862 215

Minority Population in 2030 4 0 529 8 2,119 181 519 3,361 218

Derby Acres Fellows Ford City McKittrick Taft Taft Heights South Taft TSI Maricopa

White 350 93 3,726 78 7,670 2,053 2,008 15,978 1,032

Black or African-American 0 0 0 0 237 27 88 352 2

Native American and Alaskan Native 0 0 65 2 104 28 0 199 34

Asian 0 0 0 0 209 34 0 243 59

Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 6 0

Some Other Race 0 0 224 0 478 0 205 907 105

Two or More Races 3 0 91 4 494 35 80 707 32
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Exhibit 2.19  Hispanic/Latino Population 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

Exhibit 2.20  Hispanic/Latino Population Map 

 
Source: American Community Survey 2013 

 

  

 Populations Derby Acres Fellows Ford City McKittrick Taft Taft Heights South Taft TSI Maricopa

 Total Population 2013 353 93 4,106 84 9,192 2,183 2,381 18,392 1,264

 Hispanic/Latino Population in 2013 31 0 1,062 28 3,210 39 1,320 5,690 319 

 Percent of Total Population in 2013 8.8% 0.0% 25.9% 33.3% 34.9% 1.8% 55.4% 30.9% 25.2%

Hispanic/Latino Population in 2020 37 0 1,259 33 3,806 46 1,565 6,746 295

Hispanic/Latino Population in 2030 43 0 1,478 39 4,470 54 1,837 7,922 300
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Trip Generators 

A listing of trip generators located throughout the City of Taft, neighboring communities (Ford City, Taft 

Heights, and South Taft), and the City of Maricopa has been developed for the 2015 Transit 

Development Plan.  Trip generators can be defined as locations which are regularly patronized by 

transit-dependent populations and include education, healthcare, government, social service, grocery, 

and recreation destinations.   

 

The identification of trip generators provides a basis for 1) quantifying demand for public transit service, 

and 2) identifying temporal and spatial gaps in available transit service. 

 

Exhibit 2.21 presents an updated list of trip generators within both Taft city limits as well as neighboring 

communities.  When assessed alongside the results of origin/destination data collected in late 2014 

(through transit rider, stakeholder, and community surveys), the City’s current public transit service 

offers reasonable access (within a quarter-mile) to the majority of local important trip generators.  

 

The majority of employers are located within Taft city limits. These include school districts, government 

facilities (i.e., city hall, libraries, social service centers), as well as many small retail and commercial 

establishments. Educational destinations warranting public transit service (i.e., high schools, Taft 

College) are also located within city limits. Healthcare and recreational destinations are located primarily 

within Taft, accessible to residents throughout the area, although there is demand for travel to 

destinations beyond the TSI such as Bakersfield and Tejon Ranch.  
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Exhibit 2.21  Potential Transit Trip Generators 

  
 

Trip Generator Address

A Street Park A Street and Hillard Street

Albertsons 1044 N. Kern Street

Belridge Elementary School 19447 Wagon Wheel Road

Asher Street Market 228 Asher Avenue

Buena Vista High School 900 N. 10th Street

Buena Vista Mobile Home Park 123 S. 10th Street

Chamber of Commerce 400 Kern Street

Chevron Valley Credit Union 1092 Kern Street

Taft City Hall 209 E. Kern Street

Civic Center Taft Highway 119

Conley Elementary School 623 Rose Avenue

Fire Department 801 Center Street

Next Step Cardio Fitness 506 Center Street

First Nutrition 915 N. 10th Street

Ford City Park Cedar Street

Franklin Field Highway 119 and E. Cedar Street

Head Start 955 Stanislaus Street

Historic Fort 915 N. 10th Street

Jefferson Elementary School 318 Taylor Street

K-Mart 301 Gardner Field Road

Lincoln Junior High School 810 6th Street

Maricopa City Hall 400 California Street

Maricopa Elementary School 955 Stanislaus Street

Maricopa High School 955 Stanislaus Street

McKittrick Elementary School 23250 2nd Street

Mercy Westside Hospital 110 E. North Street

Midway Elementary School 259 F Street

Natatorium Pool 821 4th Street

Parkview Elementary School 520 A Street

Post Office (Maricopa) 345 California Street

Post Office (Fellows) 34 Midway Road

Post Office (Taft) 427 North Street

Regency Nursing Home 111 West Ash Street

Roosevelt Elementary School 811 6th Street

Save-A-Lot 521 Finley Drive

Skate Escape 226 Main Street

Skate Park 10th and Kern Streets

Senior Citizen Center 271 California Street

Taft City Police Department 320 Commerce Way

Taft City School District 820 6th Street

Taft College 29 Emmons Park Drive

Taft College: Westec 210 E. Center Street

Taft Community Center/Senior Center 500 Cascade Place

Taft Community Health Center 1100 4th Street

Taft Heights Park A Street

Taft Library 27 Emmons Park Drive

Taft Primary School 212 Lucard Street

Taft Union High School 701 7th Street

Taft Veterans Building 218 Taylor Street

Town Market 14 Midway Road

West Kern Oil Museum 1168 Wood Street

West Side Hospital 110 E. North Street

West Side Community Resource Center 915 N. 10th Street

Westside Independent Study High School 29 Emmons Park Drive

Westside Regional Occupational Program 515 9th Street
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SERVICE AND SYSTEM EVALUATION 

 

The Service and System Evaluation of Taft Area Transit provides an overview of the current services 

available within the Taft Sphere of Influence (TSI), assesses the status of previously adopted service 

recommendations, and evaluates performance of the system through quantifiable measures.  The 

primary goals of this evaluation are an objective assessment of current transit operations, and the 

identification of areas for improvement and enhancement, while providing a foundation for service 

enhancement recommendations.  .   

 

Service Area 

The Taft Area Transit (TAT) service area includes the City of Taft, and the communities of Ford City, 

South Taft, and Taft Heights.  Limited inter-community service to Maricopa is also provided.  Collectively 

these communities represent the majority of the TSI population (approximately 97 percent).  While also 

located within the TSI, the communities of Derby Acres, Fellows, and McKittrick are not presently served 

by TAT based largely upon very modest demand and therefore a very high cost-benefit ratio.  The TSI is a 

primarily rural region with significant ties to the petroleum industry.  The TSI is accessible via State 

Highways 33 which travels north-south through Taft, and State Highway 119 which accesses Taft from 

the northeast.  

 

Exhibit 3.1 presents a map of the existing TAT service area and fixed-routes. 
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Exhibit 3.1  Taft Area Transit Service Area 

 
 

Prior Study 

In 2009 the City of Taft adopted a Transit Development Plan with a five-year horizon.  The 

recommendations were presented therein were a series of operating scenarios (Status Quo, Growth, 

Fixed-Route, and Kern Regional Transit Expansion).  From these initial scenarios, a “Preferred Scenario” 

was developed which featured many of the elements included in the “Fixed-Route” scenario.  This 

scenario included the introduction of traditional fixed-route transit service within Taft city limits, as well 
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as introduction of a ADA-complementary demand-response service.  The scenario also proposed the 

introduction of a deviated fixed-route service linking Taft and Maricopa.  Exhibit 3.2 illustrates the 

Preferred Scenario recommendations and their current status. 

 

Exhibit 3.2  Prior Study Recommendation Status 

 
 

Recommendation Status

Adopt new Performance Measurement System

Complete.  The 2009 TDP was adopted by 

the Taft city council and included a 

Performance Measurement System.

Implement reporting and regulatory elements 

suppporting the Performance Measurement System

Complete.  TAT regularly reports 

performance data to Kern COG on a 

monthly basis. 

Modify trip reservation and trip-sheet reporting 

procedures

Complete.  Forms were revised prior to the 

transition to fixed-route service in 2010.

Enact and enforce patron "late-cancellation" and 

"no-show" policies

Complete.  Policies were implemented in 

2010 and remain in effect.

Increase and maintain staffing levels (5 FTE drivers, 

1 FTE dispatcher)

Complete.  TAT maintains adequate 

staffing levels to provide services as 

published.

Acheive 95-percent on-time performance

In progress.  On-time performance is often 

impacted by uncontrollable factors 

including traffic and weather. 

Implement two transit routes operating on 

weekdays.

Complete.  TAT transitioned to a fixed-

route service in 2010.

Implement a complementary ADA demand-

response service

Complete.  TAT implemented a 

complementary paratransit service in 2010.

Limit demand-response service to seniors and ADA-

certified individuals on weekdays

Complete.  Implemented as part of City's 

adopted ADA Paratransit Plan in 2010.

Introduce service into Maricopa on a deviated fixed-

route basis

Complete.  Implemented as part of the 

launch of fixed-route services in 2010.

Install transit amenities (i.e., shelters, bus stop 

signs, schedules) at high-use locations

Ongoing.  Higher activity bus stops received 

transit shelters and info-display units prior 

to fixed-route service launch in 2010.  

Upgrades continue as funding allows

Implement a marketing plan to increase community 

awareness and support for Taft Area Transit

In-progress.  The City of Taft completed a 

Community Outreach Plan in 2014 to aid in 

promotion of existing services.  

Eliminate service to Derby Acres, Fellows, and 

McKittrick

Complete.  Service to these communities 

was eliminated as part of the transition to a 

fixed-route service in 2010.
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While the City has implemented all strategies and recommendations from the 2009 Transit 

Development Plan, the forecast gains in ridership and farebox recovery were not realized.  The primary 

reasons for which are discussed in further detail later in this chapter. 

 

Existing Transit Service 

Taft Area Transit is funded and operated by the City of Taft.  The current system features two local fixed-

routes which cover the communities of Ford City, South Taft, Taft Heights, South Taft, and city of Taft.  A 

third fixed-route, the Taft-Maricopa line, links Taft with neighboring Maricopa to the south.  In addition, 

TAT offers an eligibility-based demand-response service via its Dial-A-Ride.  The Dial-A-Ride operates 

within three-quarters of a mile of each of the fixed-route alignments.  ADA requirements for the Taft-

Maricopa route are addressed through the route’s deviation policy for persons with disabilities.  As such, 

the Taft-Maricopa route will deviate from the established alignment up to three-quarters of a mile for 

persons with disabilities upon advanced request.  The following table summarizes the TAT service 

operating hours and fares.  All TAT staff are either full or part-time City employees. 

 

Exhibit 3.3  Current TAT Service Hours and Fares 

 

 
 

Fleet 

Taft Area Transit utilizes a fleet of varied composition.  State and federal funding received by the City in 

prior years allowed the City to procure a number of new, smaller vehicles (e.g., 2010 Dodge Caravan), 

which have been assigned to the Dial-A-Ride service.  In addition, the City possesses larger cut-away 

vehicles for its fixed-route service.  All vehicles are ADA-compliant and are gasoline powered.  A fleet 

summary is presented below. 

Weekday Weekend

Fixed-route Route 1 7:15 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. 8:15 a.m. to 3:45 p.m.

Fixed-route Route 2 7:15 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. 8:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.

Fixed-route Taft-Maricopa 7:12 a.m. to 6:15 p.m. N/A

Demand-response Dial-A-Ride 7:15 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. 8:15 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.

Operating Hours
Service Type Service Name

Local Taft-Maricopa

General $1.00 $1.50 $1.50 (as guest only)

Senior $0.75 $1.50 $1.25

ADA-Certified $0.75 $1.50 $1.25

Youth $0.75 $1.50 $1.25

Children (under 5 with fare-paying adult) Free Free Free

ADA Attendant (with fare-paying ADA patron) Free Free Free

12-trip Pass (General $10.00 N/A N/A

12-trip Pass (Senior) $7.50 N/A $12.50

12-trip Pass (Youth) $7.50 N/A N/A

Fixed-route
Dial-A-RideFare Category
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Exhibit 3.4  TAT Fleet 

 
 

Facilities 

Day-to-day functions (including dispatching and customer service) are conducted from the TAT office 

located at 333 Commerce Way in Taft.  This is adjacent to the vehicle storage and fueling facilities.  The 

yard also houses other City of Taft vehicles, and the entrance features an electrically-controlled security 

gate.  All fleet maintenance is conducted by City staff at the city garage located at 1100 Ash Street.  

Specialty/warranty repairs are completed by various vehicle manufacturer warranty technicians.    

 

Service Evaluation 

Per the adopted Performance Measurement System, Taft Area Transit has established goals and metrics 

to assess its overall efficiency as well as to identify areas of potential improvement.  The following 

section presents TAT system-wide performance across the prior four fiscal years (FY 2010 through FY 

2014).  

 

  

Fleet ID Year Make Model Fuel Mileage Capacity
Wheelchair

Capacity
Condition Status

14 2008 Chevy C5500 Gas 149,055 16 2 Good In-service

15 2008 Chevy C33503 Gas 132,119 8 1 Good In-service

16 2010 Dodge Caravan Gas 7,713 5 1 Good In-service

17 2010 Dodge Caravan Gas 7,391 5 1 Good In-service

18 2010 Dodge Caravan Gas 7,414 5 1 Good In-service

19 2010 Dodge Caravan Gas 7,584 5 1 Good In-service

20 2010 Dodge Caravan Gas 7,726 5 1 Good In-service

21 2011 Chevy C33503 Gas 15,181 8 2 Good In-service

22 2011 Chevy C33503 Gas 104,102 8 2 Good In-service

23 2011 Chevy C33503 Gas 102,566 8 2 Good In-service
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Exhibit 3.5  TAT System Performance 

 
 

  

Performance Measure FY 2010/11 FY 2011/12 FY 2012/13 FY 2013/14

Operating Cost $827,780 $671,954 $737,699 $729,463

Annual Change  --- -18.8% 9.8% -1.1%

Fare Revenue $36,244 $32,774 $34,134 $34,049

Annual Change  --- -9.6% 4.2% -0.2%

Vehicle Service Hours (VSH) 12,098 11,527 11,575 10,989

Annual Change  --- -4.7% 0.4% -5.1%

Vehicle Service Miles (VSM) 124,023 115,798 130,265 130,774

Annual Change  --- -6.6% 12.5% 0.4%

Ridership 44,576 43,462 44,833 43,128

Annual Change  --- -2.5% 3.2% -3.8%

Performance Metric

Operating Cost/VSH $68.42 $58.29 $63.73 $66.38

Annual Change  --- -14.8% 9.3% 4.2%

Operating Cost/VSM $6.67 $5.80 $5.66 $5.58

Annual Change  --- -13.1% -2.4% -1.5%

Operating Cost/Passenger $18.57 $15.46 $16.45 $16.91

Annual Change  --- -16.7% 6.4% 2.8%

Passengers/VSH 3.68 3.77 3.87 3.92

Annual Change  --- 2.3% 2.7% 1.3%

Passengers/VSM 0.36 0.38 0.34 0.33

Annual Change  --- 4.4% -8.3% -4.2%

Fare/Passenger $0.81 $0.75 $0.76 $0.79

Annual Change  --- -7.3% 1.0% 3.7%

Farebox Recovery 4.4% 4.9% 4.6% 4.7%

Annual Change  --- 11.4% -5.1% 0.9%

VSM/VSH 10.3 10.0 11.3 11.9

Annual Change  --- -2.0% 12.0% 5.7%
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Exhibit 3.6  Fixed-Route and Dial-A-Ride Performance 

 
 

Ridership 

As a whole, ridership has fluctuated considerably across the past four fiscal years.  The system averaged 

44,000 riders throughout the evaluation period.  Ridership for the two fixed-routes is fairly evenly split, 

comprising 84.7 percent of total fixed-route ridership.  The Taft-Maricopa route accounts for 

approximately 15.3 percent.  The Dial-A-Ride accounts for 59.2 percent of total ridership.  When Taft 

Area Transit transitioned to a fixed-route service, it was anticipated there would be a large mode-shift of 

customers from demand-response to fixed-route service.  While some prior customers did indeed mode 

shift, many elected to stop using transit and identified other means of travel such as personal vehicles.  

This “pirating” of ridership from the fixed-route service by the Dial-A-Ride has resulted in decreased 

operating efficiency and has forced the City to become reactive versus proactive with respect to service 

adjustments and supporting marketing activities.  In order to sustainably increase ridership, the City 

must revise how the services are promoted expanding beyond historic tactics.  Increasing ridership on 

fixed-route services while also reducing demand on Dial-A-Ride will aid TAT in meeting performance 

metrics.   

 

FY 2010/11 FY 2011/12 FY 2012/13 FY 2013/14 FY 2010/11 FY 2011/12 FY 2012/13 FY 2013/14

Operating Cost $445,483 $351,459 $299,782 $315,726 Operating Cost$382,297 $320,495 $437,917 $413,737

Annual Change  --- -21.1% -14.7% 5.3%Annual Change  --- -16.2% 36.6% -5.5%

Fare Revenue $16,312 $14,506 $13,485 $12,661 Fare Revenue$19,932 $18,262 $20,680 $21,388

Annual Change  --- -11.1% -7.0% -6.1%Annual Change  --- -8.4% 13.2% 3.4%

Vehicle Service Hours (VSH) 6,496 5,570 4,704 4,920 Vehicle Service Hours (VSH)5,602 5,957 6,871 6,069

Annual Change  --- -14.3% -15.5% 4.6%Annual Change  --- 6.3% 15.3% -11.7%

Vehicle Service Miles (VSM) 66,887 62,819 60,376 63,808 Vehicle Service Miles (VSM)57,136 52,979 69,889 66,966

Annual Change  --- -6.1% -3.9% 5.7%Annual Change  --- -7.3% 31.9% -4.2%

Ridership 22,232 21,437 17,212 17,596 Ridership22,344 22,025 26,429 25,532

Annual Change  --- -3.6% -19.7% 2.2%Annual Change  --- -1.4% 20.0% -3.4%

Performance Metric

Operating Cost/VSH $68.57 $63.10 $63.73 $64.17 Operating Cost/VSH$68.25 $53.80 $63.73 $68.17

Annual Change  --- -8.0% 1.0% 0.7%Annual Change  --- -21.2% 18.5% 7.0%

Operating Cost/VSM $6.66 $5.59 $4.97 $4.95 Operating Cost/VSM$6.69 $6.05 $6.27 $6.18

Annual Change  --- -16.0% -11.3% -0.3%Annual Change  --- -9.6% 3.6% -1.4%

Operating Cost/Passenger $20.04 $16.39 $17.42 $17.94 Operating Cost/Passenger$17.11 $14.55 $16.57 $16.20

Annual Change  --- -18.2% 6.2% 3.0%Annual Change  --- -15.0% 13.9% -2.2%

Passengers/VSH 3.42 3.85 3.66 3.58 Passengers/VSH3.99 3.70 3.85 4.21

Annual Change  --- 12.5% -4.9% -2.3%Annual Change  --- -7.3% 4.0% 9.4%

Passengers/VSM 0.33 0.34 0.29 0.28 Passengers/VSM0.39 0.42 0.38 0.38

Annual Change  --- 2.7% -16.5% -3.3%Annual Change  --- 6.3% -9.0% 0.8%

Fare/Passenger $0.73 $0.68 $0.78 $0.72 Fare/Passenger$0.89 $0.83 $0.78 $0.84

Annual Change  --- -7.8% 15.8% -8.2%Annual Change  --- -7.0% -5.6% 7.1%

Farebox Recovery 3.7% 4.1% 4.5% 4.0% Farebox Recovery5.2% 5.7% 4.7% 5.2%

Annual Change  --- 12.7% 9.0% -10.9%Annual Change  --- 9.3% -17.1% 9.5%

VSM/VSH 10.3 11.3 12.8 13.0 VSM/VSH10.2 8.9 10.2 11.0

Annual Change  --- 9.5% 13.8% 1.0%Annual Change  --- -12.8% 14.4% 8.5%

Dial-A-RideFixed-route
Performance Measure
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Exhibit 3.7  System Ridership    Exhibit 3.8  Ridership By Mode 

  
 

Farebox Recovery 

Farebox Recovery Ratio calculates the percentage of operating cost recovered through passenger fares.  

It is the most common measure of public subsidy of a transit service.  The City of Taft is responsible for 

achieving a farebox recovery ratio of not less than ten percent of operating costs.  The City has struggled 

to meet this metric and has been at risk of receiving a reduced amount of TDA funding from Kern COG.  

System farebox recovery stands at 4.7 percent for FY 2014 (a modest increase from 4.4 percent in FY 

2011).  One of the most effective ways of improving this metric is to increase ridership.  The City is 

actively engaging in measures to promote existing services while also reducing operating costs in order 

to achieve the farebox levels required to continue receiving its full share of formula-based TDA funding.  

A further discussion of strategies to improve this metric is presented in the Service Recommendations 

chapter. 

 

Exhibit 3.9  System Farebox Recovery Exhibit 3.10  Farebox Recovery By Mode 

  
 

Operating Cost/Vehicle Service Hour (VSH) 

This metric calculates service efficiency, based on the overall cost to provide a single hour of revenue 

service.  This metric varied throughout the study period, ranging from a low of $58.29/VSH to a high of 

$68.42/VSH.  The general trend for this metric in recent years has been one of increase.   
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The Dial-A-Ride Operating Cost/VSH has increased significantly (from a low of $53.80 to the current 

$68.17), significantly impacting overall cost increases, while the fixed-route metric has remained fairly 

steady.   

 

The factors which most significantly affect operating costs in a small un-urbanized transit system include 

staff/operator costs, fuel, and maintenance.  While little can be done by small programs directly to 

control fuel costs, the City retains more control over staffing and maintenance costs.  Additionally this 

metric is impacted by the number of revenue hours spent delivering service.  A reduction of revenue 

hours while also employing operating cost reduction measures can significantly improve this metric.  

Providing the correct level of service (across all modes), meaning reducing the revenue hours of under-

performing services, while increasing ridership (via targeted marketing and awareness campaigns to 

transit-dependent populations) may result in dramatic improvement to this and other performance 

metrics.    

 

Exhibit 3.11  System Operating Cost/VSH Exhibit 3.12  Operating Cost/VSH By Mode 

  
 

Operating Cost/Vehicle Service Mile (VSM) 

Overall Operating Cost/VSM has steadily decreased to a low of $5.58 in FY 2014.  We believe this is due 

chiefly to the increased efficiency of the fixed-route service, as the Dial-A-Ride cost per mile metric has 

remained high.  Fixed-route mileage varies much less than Dial-A-Ride mileage during a typical operating 

day.  The variable nature of demand-responsive service results means the City is less likely to realize 

operating efficiencies and improvements based on cost/mile metrics.  In order to improve this metric, 

the City should focus efforts on increasing ridership on fixed-routes while maximizing the efficiency of 

the Dial-A-Ride through increased use of shared-rides whenever feasible. 
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Exhibit 3.13  System Operating Cost/VSM Exhibit 3.14  Operating Cost/VSM By Mode 

  
 

Operating Cost/Passenger 

Another measure of cost effectiveness, Operating Cost/Passenger, calculates the amount the City 

expends for a single unlinked passenger trip.  As seen in the exhibits below, Operating Cost/Passenger 

remained fairly steady throughout the evaluation period.  The City spent $18.57/Passenger in FY 

2010/11, decreasing to $16.91 in FY 2013/14, an 8.9 percent decrease in Operating Cost/Passenger.  We 

believe this improvement can be partially attributed to increases in efficiency by the fixed-route which 

saw a net decrease of 10.5 percent, while the Dial-A-Ride realized only a five percent decrease. 

 

Exhibit 3.15  System Cost/Passenger Exhibit 3.16  Cost/Passenger By Mode 

  
 

Passengers/VSH 

Passengers/VSH calculates the productivity level and efficiency of a transit service during revenue-

generating hours of operation.  This metric quantifies the number of rides provided during each revenue 

or service hour.  Relative to overall ridership trends, Passengers/VSH increased by 4.5 percent between 

FY 2011/12 and FY 2013/14.  This means that while ridership increased by nearly five percent overall, 

service hours increased at a lesser rate, yielding an improved Passengers/VSH metric.  The Dial-A-Ride 

service reflects a better performance in terms of this metric, posting 4.21 Passengers/VSH versus fixed-

route’s 3.58 Passengers/VSH in FY 2013/14.  This is likely attributable to the shared-ride nature of the 

Dial-A-Ride and the popularity of “guest” trips for persons accompanying “eligible” patrons. 
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Exhibit 3.17  System Passengers/VSH Exhibit 3.18  Passengers/VSH By Mode 

  
 

Passengers/VSM 

Passengers/VSM experienced a modest net decrease of 8.2 percent from FY 2011/2012 to FY 2013/14, 

as indicated in Exhibit 3.19 below.    

 

Exhibit 3.19  System Passengers/VSM Exhibit 3.20  Passengers/VSM By Mode 

  
 

Fare/Passenger 

This metric calculates the average fare paid for each unlinked trip.  The Fare/Passenger ratio decreased 

by two cents across the evaluation period, leveling to $0.79 in FY 2013/14.  This decrease is in line with 

the Farebox Recovery metric, and is due primarily to declines in ridership on the fixed-route as well as 

an increased number of discounted or free trips.  Multi-trip pass customers receive the equivalent of 

two free rides onboard the fixed-route service.  This was implemented as a means of promoting the 

value of the City’s fixed-route.  Now that the service has matured, the multi-trip pass is purchased by 

riders to realize a fare savings, and has resulted in erosion of the fixed-route’s financial efficiency.  To 

address this fare revenue erosion we recommend the City either increase the price of the multi-trip pass 

or adjust its fare pricing to reduce the number of “free trips” to just one.    
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Exhibit 3.21  System Fare/Passenger Exhibit 3.22  Fare/Passenger By Mode 

  
 

Ride Check 

In December 2014, Moore & Associates conducted a ride check onboard the City’s fixed-route service.  

The ride check included a tally of all boarding and alighting activity as well as an assessment of on-time 

performance across a full weekday and full weekend.  The ride check was conducted concurrent with 

the onboard survey.  Ridership during the ride check was 44 persons. 

 

Of note should be the relatively high level of on-time performance, particularly for Route 2, where 100-

percent of observed trips ran on-time. (On-time defined as operating within five-minutes of published 

schedule).  Route 1 also performed well, with 89.1 percent of trips running on time.  Nearly all late 

departures fell within the morning hours, due likely to heavier traffic associated with schools along the 

route path.   

 

The majority of passenger activity on the fixed-route was observed during mid-day on Route 1 and in the 

morning on Route 2.  This again correlates to school schedules with many riders utilizing transit to travel 

from home to school (14.7 percent of riders).  Overall Route 2 had more than twice as many passengers 

as Route 1.  This is not entirely surprising, given a large portion of the TSI resides within Ford City which 

is served by Route 2.  In addition, a large portion of the local transit-dependent population (including 

limited-English speakers) resides within a quarter-mile of Route 2’s alignment.   

 

Exhibit 3.23  Ride Check Performance 
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Dial-A-Ride Trip Log Review 

A review of a typical month worth of Dial-A-Ride trip logs was completed.  The month of October 2014 

was selected as a standard month as all local schools were in session (including Taft College), and there 

were no holidays which might impact ridership.  The review of trip logs revealed the following: 

1. The most frequently requested pick-up/drop-off locations include: K-Mart, Albertsons, Save-A-

Lot, Taft College, Taft College Dorms, and the Historic Fort.  These locations are consistent with 

the overall “transit trip purposes” cited by Dial-A-Ride customers (grocery, shopping, and social 

service destinations).   

2. The majority of trips involve either a pick-up or drop-off within Taft city limits, although many 

trip origins and/or destinations are recorded within unincorporated communities (i.e., county-

to-county) destinations.   

3. The majority of trip origins and destinations fell within ¼ mile of a TAT fixed-route alignment.   

4. Approximately one-third of all trips were paid using a transit pass.   

 

Review of the Dial-A-Ride trip logs also revealed a number of ways in which to improve reporting 

efficiency and reduce staff time required to develop reports for Kern COG.  Further discussion is 

presented in the Service Recommendations section of this Plan. 

 

Kern Transit 

As the only other public transit operator in the area, Kern Transit serves a vital role in the mobility 

landscape of the TSI.  In addition, Kern Transit will provide a direct connection to any future High-Speed 

Rail station within the Bakersfield Metropolitan area.  Currently Kern Transit provides multiple each 

weekday and Saturday between Taft and Bakersfield (Route 120).  This route makes stops at several 

locations within Taft including Jefferson School, Taft College, Taft Transit Center and Taft city hall.  In 

Bakersfield the Route 120 serves Cal State Bakersfield, the Bakersfield Amtrak station, Golden Empire 

Transit’s Downtown Transit Center, and the Bakersfield Greyhound station.   

 

In October 2014, Kern Transit’s Route 120 provided 2,315 unlinked trips.  The majority of these trips 

occurred during weekdays, which is not surprising as many of these trips reflect persons traveling to 

school or healthcare providers in Bakersfield.  Many of these trip generators also remain closed during 

the weekend. 

 

Kern Transit Route 120 pick-up and drop-off locations do not always align with current TAT fixed-route 

stops.  Whenever possible, TAT stops should be co-located with Kern Transit stops, and timed to allow 

for transfer/connectivity between services.  Exhibits 3.24 and 3.25 present the Kern Transit Route 120 

schedule and map. 
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Exhibit 3.24  Kern Transit Route 120 
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Exhibit 3.25  Kern Transit Route 120 Alignment 
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Title VI Compliance 

This section provides a summary of the City’s transit program compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights 

Act of 1964.  In June 2014, the City of Taft adopted a Caltrans-approved Title VI Program.  This was the 

City’s first Title VI (transit) submittal reflecting the guidelines established in the FTA Circular 4702.1B 

revision (effective October 1, 2012).  The Title VI Program was completed in collaboration with City staff, 

local stakeholders, and Caltrans.     

 

Compliance with Title VI for transit operators receiving federal funding (either directly or as a sub-

recipient) requires an assessment of the following categories, policies, and procedures: 

 

A. Title VI notification to the public; 

B. Locations where notice is posted; 

C. Complaint policy and procedures; 

D. List of any Title VI investigations, complaints, or lawsuits filed since prior assessment; 

E. Public Participation Plan inclusive of: 

1. A summary of outreach efforts made, and 

2. An Outreach Plan to engage minority and limited-English proficient populations; 

F. Limited English Proficiency (LEP) Plan inclusive of: 

1. Four-Factor Analysis, 

2. Safe Harbor Provision (applicable to written documents), 

3. Provision of language assistance services, 

4. Description of how the City monitors/updates LEP Plan elements, and 

5. Description of employee training with respect to interactions with LEP populations; 

G. Racial breakdown of non-elected planning/advisory councils, boards, or committees; 

H. Title VI equity analysis for recently constructed facilities; 

I. Board Resolution approving/adopting the Title VI Plan; and 

J. Fixed-route performance and service standards. 

 

The City’s Title VI submittal program was found to be in compliance with all applicable Title VI 

requirements, and the adopted Plan is available for public review at Taft city hall. 
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Methodology 

The public outreach conducted as part of this study included a combination of outreach tactics: 

 Community survey, 

 Fixed-route customer survey, 

 Dial-A-Ride customer survey, 

 Stakeholder survey, and 

 Small group workshops. 

 

All survey elements included some form of online participation, whether via an identical online survey, 

or the opportunity to submit a survey response via email.  The surveys were promoted on the City of 

Taft’s website as well as Kern COG’s website.  All surveys were produced in Spanish and English to 

increase participation by residents with limited-English proficiency.  In-person surveying was conducted 

by Moore & Associates’ staff, and bilingual surveyors were present throughout each day of data 

collection. 

 

The community survey was conducted via direct mail as well as intercept/interview methodologies.  This 

survey was open from December 15, 2014 until February 8, 2015, and generated 312 unique responses.  

Moore & Associates’ staff surveyed Taft and nearby communities in two waves; the first from December 

18 to 20, 2014, and again from February 4 to 5, 2015.  High activity locations throughout Taft were 

visited; including The Fort, Albertsons shopping center, K-Mart, Taft Community Center, Taft College, 

and the city library. 

 

The fixed-route customer survey was conducted in conjunction with the previously discussed ride check 

from December 18 through December 20, 2014.  A representative sampling of all Taft Area Transit 

routes was completed (weekday and weekend), and all persons boarding observed trips were provided 

an opportunity to participate.  A total of 34 surveys were realized.  Persons who had previously 

completed a survey during the week were allowed to complete a second survey on the weekend as their 

trip purpose and/or destinations may have differed from their typical weekday travel behaviors. 

 

The Dial-A-Ride customer survey was open from December 15 to 31, 2014. The survey was initially 

distributed as a direct mail survey to all Dial-A-Ride registrants.  The survey mailer included a bilingual 

(English and Spanish) survey tailored to the Dial-A-Ride demographics (i.e., large-print, tailored 

questions regarding mobility, etc.), and a postage-paid response envelope.  Participation was 

incentivized via an opportunity to win a $25 Visa gift card.  We received a total of 60 surveys from Dial-

A-Ride customers.   

 

A list of stakeholders was compiled and vetted by the Project Steering Committee to ensure thorough 

representation of local businesses and organizations with a “stake” in the project’s successful outcome.  

These stakeholders were contacted via email as well as through phone calls, and some through in-

person visits.  The organizations contacted ranged from local businesses and employers, to social service  
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groups, healthcare providers, to education and faith-based organizations. This survey was tailored to 

assess community perceptions regarding TAT, and to identify the most immediate mobility needs of 

their respective clients.  Twenty-eight stakeholder organizations participated in the survey. 

 

Moore & Associates facilitated a series of small-group workshop discussions open to the public on 

January 8, 2015.  Two sessions were held, (the first in the early afternoon, and the second in the early 

evening) to encourage community participation. Participants were asked to share their opinion with 

respect to transit and local mobility, and were also provided the opportunity to complete a community 

survey. Further, on March 4, 2015, Moore & Associates participated in the City of Taft’s 2015 Unmet 

Transit Needs public hearing held in conjunction with a local gathering of community stakeholders called 

Sit & Sip.  A brief presentation was provided describing the core elements of the TDP as well as initial 

findings, followed by a discussion of opportunities to improve local transit.  Thirty-seven attendees 

provided input during the various workshops.   

 

All survey data was entered into electronic databases and cleaned/verified for accuracy utilizing 

Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) software.  Response frequencies were developed for 

each survey question and utilized for exhibit creation and analysis.  English-language versions of the 

instruments can be found In the Appendix. 

 

Recent Outreach (2014 Community Outreach Program) 

In 2014, the City of Taft conducted a study focused on identifying the mobility needs of the community 

as well as identifying latent demand for public transit within the community.  The public outreach 

portion of the project included a variety of methodologies including stakeholder outreach, community 

survey, and community event participation throughout the City of Taft’s sphere of influence.  The 

stakeholder survey was essential in that it not only garnered valuable insight from each organization on 

its perceptions of Taft Area Transit, but also identified the types of services the responding organizations 

provided.  The community survey was initially developed in the form of a direct mailer and equivalent 

online version, and was distributed to 500 randomly-selected Taft households.  The survey distribution 

was preceded by promotion in the Taft Independent and Midway Driller newspapers, a postcard to the 

households of Maricopa, as well as a notice on the City of Taft’s website.  A bilingual survey team 

conducted intercept surveys at stakeholder and community events to augment the direct mail and 

online collection.  A survey specific to the Oaxacan community was undertaken during an event at the 

City Recreation Center during which attendees was also advised on how to ride the bus. 

 

A list of overall strategies was developed and each with supplementing tactics, desired outcomes, 

justifications, and estimated costs.  Below is a summary of the developed strategies arising from the 

2014 study: 

1. Improve accessibility to service Information, 

2. Targeted outreach and community involvement, 

3. Promotions and campaigns,   
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4. Improved public communications, and 

5. Customer satisfaction improvement. 

 

The following presents a sampling of recommendations identified to support the strategies listed above: 

 Develop a bilingual brochure the City can provide to points of interest in Taft and Maricopa. 

 Introduce alternative pass sales outlets.  

 Transit marketing should be expanded to include: 

o Outreach and promotion, 

o A travel training program, and 

o Updated program website. 

 Targeted outreach to area schools (including Taft College). 

 Outreach to non-English speaking populations, especially: 

o Spanish 

o Oaxacan 

 Development of marketing campaigns to communicate the value of Taft Area Transit. 

 Distributing periodic media releases. 

 Establish social media accounts for Taft Area Transit (i.e., Twitter, Facebook). 

 Improve/balance bus stop amenities. 

 

The complete Marketing Solutions and Strategies Matrix can be found in this report’s Appendix.  The 

City’s 2014 Community Outreach report is available for review at Taft city hall. 

 

Community Survey Analysis 

This survey was designed to obtain a representative sampling of the general community as well as 

anyone residing within the TSI.   

 

A comprehensive review of most-frequent survey responses led to the development of a mobile survey 

respondent..  The “typical” respondent has the following characteristics: 

 Speaks English (98.4 percent). 

 Has not ridden Taft Area Transit within the prior 90 days (79.2 percent). 

 Lives in a household where no one rides transit (79.9 percent). 

 Has access to a personal vehicle and possesses a valid driver license (85.1 and 80.4 percent, 

respectively). 

 Is between the ages of 45 and 64 (34.4 percent). 

 Reports an annual household income of less than $15,000 (29.1 percent). 

 

Analysis of survey responses led to the development key findings along with information critical to the 

development of transit service recommendations.  The following exhibits illustrate the survey findings 
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The City has struggled to increase ridership and improve fare revenue.  Therefore it is somewhat ironic 

that the overwhelming majority of survey respondents indicated an awareness of the city’s public transit 

program (97.1 percent).  We believe this may be due to a number of reasons including lack of direct 

experience/knowledge regarding how to use the transit service and the possibility that many 

“destinations” most-frequently traveled are not served by TAT.   

 

Exhibit 4.1  Awareness of TAT 

 
 

When asked if the respondent had actually ridden Taft Area Transit services in the prior 90 days, the 

majority indicated not having done so (79.2 percent).  A data cross-tabulation between these 

respondents and the primary barrier revealed a preference to “drive themselves” (76.7 percent).  The 

next most-frequently cited reasons being “Other” (15.8 percent) which includes a variety of responses 

including family/friends as means of traveling or preferring to walk/exercise. 

 

  

Yes
97.1%

No
2.9%

n=301
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Exhibit 4.2  Reasons for Not Riding Transit 

 
 

When asked what may cause them to consider riding Taft Area Transit for some or all of their trips, 

respondents indicated the highest potential motivations to be “if it was easier to use” and “if gas got too 

expensive to drive” (16.0 percent).  The most-commonly cited response, however, was “nothing could 

make me ride” (27.2 percent). 

 

Exhibit 4.3  Improvements Which Would Cause You to Ride 
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In Taft, the primary mode of intra-community travel is not surprisingly the personal vehicle (78.8 

percent).  Several other mobility options came to light through the survey including 

walking/skateboarding/scooter (9.1 percent), public bus (5.6 percent) and other options (4.1 percent).  

This indicates TAT is primarily in competition against the personal vehicle for choice riders.  The demand 

assessment also revealed significant populations which are traditionally transit-dependent currently 

reside within the TSI.  The City should prioritize efforts to maximize ridership among the transit-

dependent populations (i.e., get all “walkers” to use transit for their trips), and then seek to attract 

“choice riders” out of personal vehicles.   

 

Exhibit 4.4  Primary Method of Transportation 

 
 

Survey respondents were asked to identify their most common trip purpose when riding public transit.  

The majority of respondents indicated not riding transit at all (55.5 percent).  Those indicating some 

transit usage cite using transit primarily for shopping trips (17.6 percent) and work (9.6 percent).  

Responses within the “Other” category included “car needed repair,” and a preference not to drive. 
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Exhibit 4.5  Trip Purpose on Transit 

 
 

Survey respondent demographics are summarized in the following exhibits and data specific to vehicle 

access, age, income, employment, languages spoken at home, and personal mobility. 

 

Exhibit 4.6  Access to Personal Vehicle   Exhibit 4.7  Age 
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Exhibit 4.8  Annual Household Income   Exhibit 4.9  Employment Status 

  
 

Exhibit 4.10  Languages Spoken at Home Exhibit 4.11  Require Assistance to Ride Public 

Transit 
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Customer Surveys 

Fixed-route Onboard Survey 

The most popular trip purpose among fixed-route transit riders was shopping (47.1 percent).  The next 

most common responses were social/recreational reasons and school (14.7 percent each).  This is in line 

with responses received by the community as a whole where shopping was also the most frequently-

cited trip purpose amongst fixed-route riders.   

 

Exhibit 4.12  Trip Purpose 

  
 

Persons riding onboard the fixed-route service shared their opinion as to how the service was 

functioning through a rating of various service characteristics.  The questions were posed so that 

respondents would indicate whether they agreed with the evaluative statement.  In each case, 

agreement was equivalent to satisfaction.  Of note is the overall high ranking of the majority of 

evaluated attributes.  Only three of eight categories reported anything less than “Agree,” and no 

category revealed any strong disagreement with the rating categories.  The top rated category was 

“feeling safe onboard the bus,” where 90.3 percent strongly agreed.  This indicates not only a high level 

of trust of the drivers, but of the service and equipment as well.  This is also reflected by the 80.6 

percent of respondents that strongly agreed the overall service is satisfactory to them.  The service 

attributes which has the greatest potential for improvement is rider comfort at the bus stop.  Given 

many of the current stops do not feature customer amenities such as benches or shelters, this presents 

an opportunity for the City to increase customer satisfaction by installing durable bus stop furniture and 

equipment. 
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Exhibit 4.13 presents a summary table of all service attribute ratings. 

 

Exhibit 4.13  Fixed-Route Service Ratings 

 
 

When asked if any improvement might cause them to ride the City’s fixed-route bus service more often, 

the most common response was “expanded service hours” (45.8 percent) followed by “more frequent 

service” (20.8 percent).  Given the City’s fixed-route service operates on weekdays as early as 7:15 a.m.; 

it is likely these respondents desire an expansion of evening hours beyond the current end time of 6:00 

p.m.  “Increased service frequency” was seen as the next most common improvement, with Taft routes 

currently operating at either 30 or 45 minute headways depending on time of day.  In addition, the Taft-

Maricopa route only makes three trips each day.  Providing additional service frequency during peak 

periods, while also reducing non-peak service, could result in an overall improved service to customers 

without an increase in operating cost. 
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Exhibit 4.14  Preferred Service Improvement 

 

 
 

Among existing riders, 74.2 percent indicated paying for their surveyed trip using cash, while 12.9 

percent used a multi-trip pass.  TAT offers a number of non-cash fare options (based on eligibility 

category) which offer an even better value for frequent riders.  The absence of pass sales locations 

(currently passes are only available for purchase in-person at city hall) has hampered this program.  

Non-cash fare media is not only convenient for customers, but of value to the transit program as the 

customer is paying for all its potential trips in advance, regardless of the number of actual trips taken.   

 

With the recent challenges to achieve the required TDA farebox recovery, the City queried customers 

whether they felt the fixed-route’s a good value, as well as their willingness to pay an additional/higher 

fare.  Nearly all believed the fixed-route service to be a good value (96.8 percent).  This response 

indicates customers realize the fixed-route service is ultimately saving them money compared to other 

potential transportation options.  When presented with options to of a higher fare, the majority of 

respondents indicated a willingness to support a 20-percent increase, to $1.50 per trip (81.5 percent).  

An additional 14.8 percent expressed a willingness to pay up to $1.75 per trip.  Assuming the City 

retained its current rider/customer base, a fare increase to $1.50 would move farebox recovery to 

around 6 percent. 
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Exhibit 4.15  Willingness to Pay Additional Fare – Fixed-Route 

  
 

The following exhibits summarize the fixed-route rider survey responses.   

 

Exhibit 4.16  Transit Usage by Day Exhibit 4.17  Employment Status 

  
 

Exhibit 4.18  Annual Household Income Exhibit 4.19  Community of Residence 
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Exhibit 4.20  Respondent Gender Exhibit 4.21  Access to Vehicle  
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Dial-A-Ride Customer Survey 

Given the eligibility-based nature of the Dial-A-Ride (DAR) service, customers tend to be older and/or 

possess a mobility impairment which prevents them from using the traditional fixed-route service.  The 

recent Dial-A-Ride customer survey revealed valuable insight specific to this group.   

 

Nearly 90 percent of the survey respondents can be considered “return riders,” citing use of the service 

for one year or longer.  More than half of the respondents have ridden for more than 2 years.  This 

suggests a relatively high level of transit-dependency, which is further borne out by the fact that nearly 

40 percent of surveyed riders make at least three round trips (via DAR) each week.  Of greatest interest 

is the additional 30 percent of respondents who indicated “not riding every week.”  From this we 

conclude that there is a block of current DAR riders who may not reflect the intended customer (aged 

and/or mobility impaired).  Assuming this is correct, this presents an opportunity to shift these riders to 

the fixed-route service and potentially reduce the amount of DAR capacity provided (VSH), which 

translates to cost savings.  The best way to do this is via tightened eligibility criteria. 

 

Exhibit 4.22  Tenure Exhibit 4.23  Frequency of Use 

  
 

Exhibit 4.24  Frequency of Use versus Motivator 

 
 

The majority of Dial-A-Ride survey respondents indicate that the service is their primary means of 

transportation (55.9 percent), although fifty percent cited some use of fixed-route service.  The most 

frequently-cited reason for using Dial-A-Ride was lack of or limited access to a personal vehicle (36.7 

percent).  This was followed by “don’t drive/no longer drive” at 35 percent.  The next most frequently-

cited reason was that the service is convenient (8.3 percent).  Further emphasizing the transit-

dependency of this group, we found that the majority of respondents would utilize the fixed-routes 

service (31.7 percent).  Nearly 50 percent stated they would get a ride from either a friend or family  
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member if the DAR service was not available/no longer available.  This also indicates that should the 

eligibility requirements of the Dial-A-Ride be tightened, it would not immediately displace existing 

customers, as many would be able to mode-shift onto the fixed-route service.  This mode shift would 

likely result in lowered operating costs as well as improved performance metrics for the fixed-route 

service.   

 

Exhibit 4.25  Primary Reason for Using Dial-A-Ride Exhibit 4.26  Travel Options Without Dial-A-Ride 

  
 

 

The current price of a one-way Dial-A-Ride trip is $1.25.  Further, a 12-trip pass is priced similarly to ten 

one-way trips ($12.50).  This highly-subsidized low fare, paired with further discounts available via multi-

trip passes has impacted the City’s ability to achieve the required TDA farebox recovery ratio.  When 

asked how much they would be willing to pay for a Dial-A-Ride trip, customers responded that two 

dollars (an increase of 60 percent) would be acceptable, with a modest number facing as high as three 

dollars.  We believe an increase to two dollars each way would increase farebox recovery to as high as 7 

percent and shift many of the able-bodied riders to the fixed-route service, which would positively 

impact total program cost-effectiveness.   
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Exhibit 4.27  Willingness to Pay Additional Fare – Dial-A-Ride 

 
 

 

Customers of the Dial-A-Ride were also asked to rate the service on a scale similar to the fixed-route 

survey.  Service attributes including on-time performance and service dependability were rated as 

“excellent”, “good,” “fair,” or “poor.”  Overall the service earned a combined 98.4 percent “excellent” or 

“good” rating.  The category with the lowest satisfaction rating was on-time performance, although 

even this category realized a combined 93.4 percent “excellent or good” rating.  While some categories 

did receive a “poor” rating (including dependability and dispatch customer service), the 1.7 percent 

response figure translates toa single customer.  Not surprisingly “cost” is considered as either excellent 

(70 percent) or good (28.3 percent) by customers.  When viewed overall the Dial-A-Ride is a well-liked 

element of the TAT program, and is perceived to be a value to customers and enjoys high customer 

satisfaction. 
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Exhibit 4.28  Dial-A-Ride Performance Ratings 

 
 

Dial-A-Ride customers are generally quite satisfied with the current level of service and operating 

parameters.  This is evidenced in Exhibit 4.29 below which concludes the most frequently-cited 

improvement desired is “no improvement” at 29.1 percent of respondents.  Interestingly, the next most 

cited improvements were Saturday service (25.6 percent) and Sunday service (20.9 percent).  As the 

Dial-A-Ride already operates on both Saturday and Sunday, we conclude this means an expansion of 

service hours most likely later into the afternoon/early evening.  Nearly 20 percent did in fact request 

longer service hours, although this was not tied to a specific service day.  We recommend the City 

approach possible weekend service expansion with caution as the number of actual riders would likely 

be less than a typical weekday, and 2) the impact on total operating cost would be significant (likely 

negating the anticipated benefit of a fare increase).  
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Exhibit 4.29  Preferred Improvements 

 
 

Exhibit 4.30 illustrates that the majority of respondents have a mobility impairment (55.9 percent), and 

44.1 percent do not.  This indicates a high number of current DAR patrons may be able-bodied enough 

to use the fixed-route without significant personal mobility challenges.  More than 20 percent of 

respondents cite traveling with a companion or guest.  DAR customers are allowed to travel with a non-

registered companion for a fee of $1.50.  Because there are no eligibility requirements or limits for these 

companions (aside from needing to travel with a registered DAR customer), allowing guest trips may be 

having an adverse impact on the cost-effectiveness of the DAR.  These customers could utilize the fixed-

route service for their trip, rather than rely on the DAR.  The City should take care to ensure all Personal 

Care Attendants are also registered as they travel free when accompanying a DAR customer.   

 

Exhibit 4.30  Mobility Impairment Exhibit 4.31 Travel with Personal Care  
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Stakeholder Survey and Small Group Workshop Discussions 

The populations served by the 28 stakeholders who responded to the survey are presented in Exhibit 

4.32.  The “other” category includes responses from law-enforcement, agricultural/seasonal workers, 

and the oil/petroleum industry.  Respondents were allowed to select more than one population. 

 

Exhibit 4.32  Stakeholder Populations Served 

  
 

Stakeholders were asked to share their opinions regarding the City’s public transit program.  As this was 

an open-ended question, responses varied from “no opinion,” to “very efficient.”  If a stakeholder cited 

an unaided awareness of the City’s transit program the perceived value was generally high.      

 

Only one stakeholder group indicated providing regular transportation to its clientele (3.8 percent).  

When queried as to the most important transportation challenges in Taft, stakeholders cited a variety of 

issues including the condition of the streets and roads, improving access to Bakersfield, and lack of bus 

stop and/or transit center.  Of the two challenges germane to public transit, “access to Bakersfield” is 

likely an awareness or education barrier (as daily inter-community service is available via Kern Transit),  
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while “lack of bus stops and/or transit centers” can be addressed through greater public awareness of 

the City’s ongoing public transit investment efforts (i.e., bus stop improvement program).  

 

When queried regarding specific program strengths and weaknesses, stakeholders shared the following: 

Strengths: 

 Availability, 

 Aids the disadvantaged, 

 Low cost, and 

 Reliability. 

 

Weaknesses: 

 Encourages spending outside of Taft, 

 “Invisible” (defined as lack of service awareness), 

 Not viable (for work trips), and 

 Limited hours. 

 

We believe these perceptions fall in line with responses received through the general community and 

transit rider surveys.  Given the scope of the City’s current transit program (as well as likely future scope 

reflective of both demand and available funding), it is unlikely the service level will increase 

substantially.  Further, the jobs/housing landscape within Taft and nearby communities is also likely to 

remain largely unchanged.  Therefore, we believe the most cost-effective way to address the concerns 

identified through the stakeholder outreach is through increase in targeted marketing.  The historic “low 

profile” nature of the service means many potential riders remain unaware of the service. 

 

While many of the respondent organization’s clientele do use the current transit service to access the 

(17.6 percent), a large number of respondents indicated they do not (47.1 percent).  Further, many 

simply were unaware of travel habits of their clientele (35.3 percent).  This presents an opportunity for 

the City to market directly to these groups and increase ridership.  This is underscored by responses to 

the question of whether or not stakeholders would be interested in promoting public transit, with 75 

percent indicating a willingness to do so. 

 

The resources needed to assist in the promotion of The City’s transit service focused primarily on the 

provision of service materials such as brochures and fliers.  These are low-cost and effective ways for the 

City to increase awareness and promote existing transit services as well as potential service 

enhancements and/or changes. 

 

Stakeholders were asked to share their thoughts on the most significant unmet mobility need from their 

clientele’s point of view.  Again, responses varied given the open-ended nature of the question, 

although in general the respondents indicated a lack of awareness/promotion, inability to access  
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Bakersfield, and “no opinion.”  When asked to identify the single greatest improvement which could be 

made regarding local transportation, respondents indicated additional marketing/promotion, enhanced 

connections with regional transportation, and more accessible bus stops. 

 

The final survey question sought to identify whether or not a change in the way TAT provides service is 

merited.  The majority of stakeholders believe the current fixed-route system is the best option for the 

TSI (66.7 percent), although some believe returning to a general public Dial-A-Ride service (26.7 percent) 

would be beneficial.   

 

Small Group Workshop Discussions 

The following is a summary of the small group discussions which were conducted in support of the TDP.  

The small groups were facilitated with the support of City staff, as well as through contacts made during 

initial outreach efforts including the community and stakeholder surveys.   

 

Taft Focus Group 1 - 2:30 p.m. January 8, 2015 

 Demand response (Dial-A-Ride) service is terrific 

 Ridership not at the levels it needs to be 

 One key issue is people don't know how to read the schedules 
o Schedules look confusing 
o Local illiteracy issue 
o Schedules not printed well (small font), not in color 
o Need bus schedules to be available at Taft College 

 Awareness  
o Comprehension challenges amongst potential riders 
o Training and marketing on how to access the system should be expanded 
o Shelters make [the fixed-route] stand out better 

 There is a bus stop at the church (Calvary Temple church stop), but it is not clearly visible 

 Advantageous to have a schedule in the newspaper 

 A challenge is limited funding 

 Identify new funding sources and/or partners 

 Easier to read signs would help the service 

 Partner with the Chamber 
o Utilize local service clubs to promote services 

 Kern Transit - avoid duplication of services 

 Everyone at city hall is buying tickets for the bus  
o Taft Independent Living (TIL) students especially 

 Bill Norris (Taft College Bookstore) - gets asked for bus tickets daily 
o Opportunity to expand pass sales 

 Albertsons and Kmart are key trip generators as well as Save-A-Lot 

 A challenge for local TIL students is accessing the Bakersfield train station 
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Taft Focus Group 2 - 5:30 p.m., January 8, 2015 

 Taft Independent Living (TIL) - public transit is an important aspect of the training program 
o TIL students are not from Kern County 
o Many have not taken public transit from their home communities 
o TIL teaches them how to use TAT 

 TIL teaches them how to use the Dial-A-Ride 
o Training plans are developed from scratch 

 Trip generators 
o Shopping destination include Kmart, Dollar Tree, Save-A-Lot, Chevron Valley Credit 

Union, and Albertsons, 
o The Taft Recreation Center is also popular 
o Many ride the fixed-route to work 
o Taft movie theatre is also a popular destination 

 Better access to TAT passes is desired.   
o The City used to sell tickets to TIL, an expansion of pass sales would be great (locations 

such as Albertsons, College book store, etc.) 

 Expand the time of operation into the evening 
o Particularly during the summer 

 Adjustments to fare prices would be acceptable 
o Tickets are currently fairly priced 
o $15 for 12 trips would be acceptable 

 

Taft Unmet Transit Needs Hearing – TDA Article 8 Public Hearing 

The “unmet transit needs” hearing was opened at approximately 9:30 a.m. and there were a few 

general public comments made during the hearing.  One attendee stated a potential unmet need would 

be using TAT as a transportation option to and from local urgent care.  Another attendee stated he 

believed an unmet need is the lack of a monthly pass option for local and regional travel.  The last 

speaker stated an unmet need is the lack of decipherable system maps/schedules as well as the need to 

maintain quality of the provided information.  Following receipt of public comment the hearing was 

closed, and a brief presentation regarding the City’s Transit Development Plan was provided followed by 

general discussion.  The discussion is summarized below: 

 The TSI has a large Oaxacan community and their input is valuable to improving the services 

available. 

 A regional pass system would help transportation and increase mobility 

o Bob Snoddy, Kern COG, indicated a study had been conducted in recent years, though it 

concluded the Kern municipalities preferred to maintain independent control of funding 

sources and that a regional pass program would not be likely in the near future. 

 A general consensus was reached regarding the need to increase awareness of service 

parameters (such as hours of availability, days of operations, bus stop locations, etc.). 

o Partnering with local organizations and businesses to promote the City’s transit program 

was seen as a welcome strategy. 
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 Service recommendations are being developed to be objective while remaining tailored for the 

local community.  

 A number of possible service options will be presented, and and will include 

funding/implementation tactics. 

 The City of Taft is moving forward with the development of a new transit center adjacent to the 

Oil Workers Monument on Supply Row. 

o The facility will include bus staging space for up to three vehicles and a public restroom. 

o The Center will also have space for day-to-day operations including dispatch and 

(overnight) vehicle storage. 

o Vehicle maintenance will also be conducted at the site, as well as bus washing. 

o An adjacent park and ride lot will be constructed to support inter-community transit 

travel.  
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Preface 

The City of Taft finds itself in an enviable position with respect to the provided public transportation 

services.  Customers are extremely satisfied with the service as a whole and recent population growth 

has spurred additional opportunities to increase transit use.  These factors have led the City to seek 

options for sustainable operation and enhancement of its transit program, Taft Area Transit (TAT).  The 

following section presents proposed recommendations grouped as three primary categories: 

 

1. Administrative, 

2. Operational, and 

3. Capital. 

 

The recommendations have been developed in an “a la carte” fashion, designed to provide the City 

maximum flexibility in implementation while still providing a guided path towards said implementation. 

 

Administrative Recommendations 

These recommendations are intended to optimize available resources and provide the public with the 

most attractive transit program possible.  Improvements made to administrative functions pertaining to 

TAT will lead to increased program efficiency and ultimately reduced operating expenses.  Some of the 

recommendations are adjustments to existing program policies (both internal and public).   

 

1. Develop a Taft Area Transit ticket/pass sales program. 

What:  Utilizing the 2014 Community Outreach Program as a foundation, expand the overall TAT 

marketing budget for the next two or three fiscal years to allow for targeted marketing and 

awareness campaigns. 

Rationale:  Lack of public awareness of TAT services has negatively impacted ridership and 

farebox recovery.  Increased and targeted marketing would capitalize on the community 

awareness of TAT transit and likely translate to increased demand and ridership. 

 

2. Revise existing Dial-A-Ride eligibility criteria. 

What:  Reducing the total population eligible for Dial-A-Ride service would allow it to focus on 

those riders who truly need the service (e.g., unable to utilize the City’s fixed-route service).  The 

proposed policy adjustment would require raising the age of eligibility to 65 or older (or possibly 

eliminating aged-based eligibility altogether).  This change in policy would also be tied to 

targeted outreach to area healthcare facilities to support understanding of the Dial-A-Ride 

program and its target customers. 

Rationale:  Many existing Dial-A-Ride customers have the ability to utilize the fixed-route for 

some or all of their transit trips, though many continue to use the more costly Dial-A-Ride 

service.  Mode shifting these customers onto the fixed-route would lower demand for Dial-A-

Ride service potentially eliminating the need to operate two DAR vehicles each service day. 
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3. Revise Dial-A-Ride use eligibility to 12-months (versus current 36-month) 

What:  Modify current Dial-A-Ride policy to include a 12-month eligibility limit. 

Rationale:  Minimize the potential for temporarily eligible customers using the service beyond 

their intended eligibility.  Improved customer database.  Potentially reduced number of trips 

scheduled on Dial-A-Ride which may have been made on the fixed-route, reducing operating 

cost (fuel/wear and tear) and increasing farebox on the fixed-route. 

 

4. Implement all Title VI strategies. 

What:  In 2014 the City of Taft adopted an enhanced Title VI Program.  Some strategies from the 

program have yet to be implemented.   

Rationale:  Ensuring compliance with all federal, state, and local regulations will ensure the City 

continues to receive transit funding without delay.  The approved program’s recommendations 

and strategies will also help the City provide information to populations with limited-English and 

literacy challenges. 

 

5. Evaluate cost-benefit of transitioning to private operations contractor. 

What:  Transition from City-employed staff to a private operations contractor to operate and 

maintain TAT program.  All capital (vehicles, facilities, equipment, etc.) would remain City 

property.  

Rationale:  Contractor-operated transit programs have proven time and again to reduce annual 

operating costs while maintaining a high level of service for customers.  Operating parameters 

would remain in City control while the anticipated reduction in operating costs would improve 

TAT performance metrics. 

 

Operational Recommendations 

These recommendations focus primarily on improving day-to-day operations of the TAT program as well 

as presenting possible modifications to service delivery.  The recommendations range from adjustments 

to route alignments and schedules, to adjustments in fares, to comprehensive modifications to the way 

service is delivered throughout the region.  As with the Administrative recommendations, the following 

are not presented in hierarchical order.   

 

1. Expand marketing budget and level of activity. 

What: The TAT budget for advertising and printing was $5,000 in FY 2012.  A transit program in 

Santa Barbara County with similar service parameters has a budget of approximately $30,000 

annually.  We recommend the City of Taft increase the transit marketing budget to at least 

$25,000 annually.  

Rationale: Lack of awareness or confusion regarding existing services has impacted TAT’s ability 

to attract additional ridership.  Respondents to community surveys continue to cite limited 

awareness of the service, with many indicating not knowing how to use it.  
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2. Adjust fares for fixed-route and Dial-A-Ride services. 

What:  The City’s public transit program has been operating with the same fare structure since 

the transition to a dual-mode system in 2009.  Fares collected have not kept pace with inflation 

and ridership fluctuations have also resulted in decreased performance (i.e., lower than 

anticipated farebox recovery).   

Rationale:  Fares should be adjusted so as to increase the “price attractiveness” of the fixed-

route service when compared to the less cost-effective DAR. 

 

3. Revise the Transit MOU with Maricopa. 

What:  The funding MOU between the City of Taft and the City of Maricopa expired in 2012.  At 

the time of the MOU the TAT Operating Cost/Vehicle Service Hour was $70.76.  Currently the 

Taft-Maricopa route accounts for 18.1 percent of fixed-route ridership and fares translate to 

$3,600. 

Rationale:  We do not believe the City of Taft should subsidize the Taft-Maricopa route.  The 

service was to be fully funded via farebox collections and subsidies from the City of Maricopa.  If 

this route is currently being subsidized by the City of Taft its elimination should be considered. 

 

4. Focus fixed-route service on peak hours. 

What:  Adjust the current fixed-route schedule to eliminate midday service (9:30 a.m. to 3:30 

p.m.) on both routes.  No change to Taft-Maricopa schedule. 

Rationale:  Eliminating the midday service will result in an overall vehicle service hours operated 

while not significantly impacting current riders.  The proposed reduction translates to 10 Vehicle 

Service Hours (VSH)/day.  Historically, midday (fixed-route) ridership has been very modest.  The 

proposed reduction is likely to cause an increase in demand for DAR service during midday 

hours.  However, in order to enjoy the full benefit of this recommendation, the City would (also) 

need to cap its DAR operation at no more than two vehicles. 

 

5. Implement fixed-route during peak hours and general public Dial-A-Ride service during midday 

hours (Flex service). 

What:  Eliminating fixed-route service during the midday and focusing on a general public Dial-

A-Ride allows for an opportunity to reduce total VSH’s.     

Rationale:  Current ridership demand requires two Dial-A-Ride vehicles during all day-parts.  

Eliminating fixed-route during the midday would eliminate at least one vehicle from midday 

service. 

 

6. Replace weekend fixed-route service with general public Dial-A-Ride. 

What:  Historic daily weekend ridership on the fixed-route service is significantly lower than 

weekday ridership.  Replacing the fixed-route service on the weekend with a general public Dial-

A-Ride would allow for the use of smaller more efficient vehicles throughout the service day.   
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Rationale:  Customers on the weekend typically seek different destinations then they do during 

the week (i.e., discretionary trips versus work or school).  On weekends the fixed-route operates 

on a 60-minute headway which does not provide an attractive travel option compared to the 

reservation-based Dial-A-Ride service.  Transitioning to a general public Dial-A-Ride service on 

weekends would result in a reduction in overall program cost. 

 

7. Enhance connectivity with Kern Transit. 

What:  Adjust TAT fixed-route schedules to more closely align with Kern Transit’ Taft schedule. 

Rationale:  TAT riders as well as potential riders desire more opportunities to travel throughout 

the region, particularly to Bakersfield.  Currently the only public transit option is via Kern Transit.  

Rather than implementing an inter-city service, leveraging the connectivity options between TAT 

and Kern Transit is the most cost-effective solution.  A further step would be joint fare and/or 

transfer policies between the two operators. 

 

8. Introduce service to Tejon Ranch during weekdays on a trial basis. 

What:  Temporary demonstration project (3 to 6 month) to provide a fixed-route link to the 

employment and shopping resources at Tejon Ranch.  Would be operated similar to the Taft-

Maricopa route with limited frequency during the day and potentially on the weekend. 

Rationale:  The Tejon Ranch complex is home to many large employers in southern Kern County.  

Many persons travel from locations even farther away than Taft to access the jobs and 

shopping.  Crafted as a demonstration project, grant funding could be secured to cover initial 

set-up and operating costs.  Premium fares could be adopted to achieve a farebox recovery of 

not less than 25-percent.  Providing access to Tejon Ranch may also be achieved through the 

coordination of ride-sharing programs including car/vanpool programs.  In addition, these ride-

share groups could ultimately utilize the planned Park and Ride facilities near downtown Taft to 

facilitate the shared rides.  Working with Tejon Ranch employers, the City could lead a 

ridesharing program aimed at reducing the cost of commuting for residents, while also 

improving safety standards.  Ridesharing statistics could be readily monitored and the City could 

collect the “credit” of said ridesharing.  The reduction of trips would aid in future grant 

applications while reducing congestion throughout the city and improving air quality. 
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Capital Recommendations 

The following recommendations focus on the fixed-route service, although they would also benefit the 

Dial-A-Ride service. 

 

1. Develop and implement a Bus Stop Improvement Program (BSIP). 

What:  A program designed at funding, procuring, and installing customer amenities at bus stops 

throughout the TAT service area. 

Rationale:  Many survey respondents indicated difficulty in identifying bus stop locations despite 

current signage.  Additional amenities could help identify such locations, as well as increase 

customer comfort and satisfaction.  Increasing bus stop amenities is likely to increase both 

ridership and revenue.  Capital funding can be obtained through numerous sources, and these 

projects would not directly impact farebox recovery as capital costs do not factor into said 

calculation. 

 

2. Optimize value of recently constructed “transit center.” 

What: In the last couple of years, the City constructed a “transit center” at 5th and Center.  The 

facility was intended to serve both TAT and Kern Transit, and included rest rooms for transit 

drivers.  Unfortunately, the intended value of the facility has never been realized.   

Rationale:  In recent months, access to the facility has been limited (either through bollards and 

or street construction) impacting traffic flow, rendering the facility to be of little value as a 

transit asset.  We recommend the City either “rededicate” this facility to its intended purpose, 

or identify a practical alternative, as need for such a facility remains. 

 

3. Construct a purpose-built transit center/dispatch/storage facility. 

What:  Construction of a new transit facility located on Supply Row will result in a new, centrally 

located “one-stop shop” for all TAT transit operations, maintenance, and storage.  An adjacent 

Park and Ride lot will also be constructed. 

Rationale:  Consolidation of transit operations to a centrally located facility will simplify 

customer interaction and travel.  Day-to-day functions could be conducted out of the facility 

including pass sales, customer service, and transfers/connections to regional travel options such 

as Kern Transit. 

Benefit:  Potentially reduced maintenance and repair costs. Simplified connections to regional 

travel resulting in increased ridership.  Helps facilitate ride-sharing programs by providing 

adequate vehicle parking.  Improved customer services, distribution of information, pass sales 

location and accessibility to all TAT services.   
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Overview 

This chapter provides the City of Taft with a clearly defined service enhancement scenario including 

impacts to ridership, farebox recovery, and other administrative, operational, and capital elements.  The 

Preferred Service Plan was developed based on feedback from the Kern Council of Governments (Kern 

COG), and City of Taft, as well as professional judgement.  The following elements from the Service 

Recommendations chapter have been deemed to be of greatest value to the City and its public transit 

program: 

 

Administrative: 

 Develop a Taft Area Transit ticket/pass sales program.  

 Implement all Title VI strategies. 

 

Operational: 

 Adjust fares for fixed-route and Dial-A-Ride services 

 Replace weekend fixed-route service with general public Dial-A-Ride. 

 Promote connectivity with Kern Transit. 

 Increase marketing budget and level of activity 

 

Capital: 

 Develop and implement a Bus Stop Improvement Program (BSIP). 

 Construct a dedicated transit center/dispatch/storage facility. 

 

While not specifically included within the Preferred Service Plan, we recommend the City consider the 

potential benefits of adopting a contracted operations approach.  This alternative would likely yield 

substantial program cost-savings.  The City could also include an “offer of hire” of current staff as a 

prerequisite. 

 

The forecast impacts to the TAT program are summarized in Exhibit 6.1 below. 

  



Kern Council of Governments 
City of Taft Transit Development Plan 

April 2015 

MOORE & ASSOCIATES, INC.                                                                                                            PAGE 6-4 

 

Exhibit 6.1  Projected Impacts 

 

 

 
 

  

Current Proposed

Develop a Taft Area Transit ticket/pass sales program $0 $8,875

Implement all Title VI strategies $0 $3,000

Estimated Impact
Administrative Recommendations

Current Proposed

Adjust fares for fixed-route and Dial-A-Ride services $0 -$4,500

Replace weekend fixed-route service with general 

public Dial-A-Ride
$0 -$53,000

Promote connectivity with Kern Transit $0 $0

Increase marketing budget $500 $19,400

Operational Recommendations
Estimated Impact

Current Proposed

Develop and implement a Bus Stop Improvement 

Program (BSIP)
$0 $3,600

Construct a dedicatedtransit center/dispatch/storage 

facility
$1,000,000 $1,000,000

Capital Recommendations
Estimated Impact
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The proposed adjustments to the City’s public transit program involve re-alignment of Routes 1 and 2 to 

maximize connections with Kern Transit, while still providing timely peak-period service to local trip 

destinations.  At a minimum, two stop locations (one for each route) should be timed so as to provide 

easy connections with Kern Transit: Taft College (Route 1) and Taft City Hall (Route 2).  The majority of 

ridership onboard Kern Transit is likely to flow from Taft to Bakersfield during a.m. hours.  Therefore TAT 

fixed-routes should arrive before the Kern Transit bus in the morning, and timed to arrive shortly after 

the Kern Transit bus in the afternoon/early evening.  In addition, the Taft-Maricopa route should also be 

timed to connect with Kern Transit in the morning, and again in the early afternoon.   

 

Fare Adjustment 

With the City currently at risk of reduced funding for its public transit program, an adjustment in the 

fare structure is warranted.  Fare increases are proposed for all modes (i.e., fixed-route, Dial-A-Ride, and 

Taft-Maricopa).  We recommend these be implemented using a phased approach across the next two to 

three years to reduce the possible negative impact to customers.  The fixed-route one-way fare would 

increase to $1.50 across the next three years, and the Dial-A-Ride would increase to $2.00 a trip.  The 

transition to general public Dial-A-Ride on weekends would include a premium fare for the general 

public to $3.50 a trip by FY 2018.   

 

We recommend eliminating the “free” children fare option (and instituting a 25-cent fare), similar to 

other transit services in Kern County, (e.g., Shafter and Wasco).  In addition, the multi-trip passes on 

Dial-A-Ride should be revised so as to focus on the “convenience factor” (i.e., eliminate free-trips).  Free 

trips on multi-passes should remain on the fixed-route to provide further incentive for riding.  Multi-trip 

passes on the Dial-A-Ride will require proof of rider eligibility, and would not be available for the general 

public during weekends.  This recommendation also eliminates the “guest” option onboard the Dial-A-

Ride, refocusing the service for those incapable of using the fixed-route service during the week, and 

charging guests the premium fare on weekends.  Exhibit 6.2 presents the current and proposed fare 

structures.   

 
Exhibit 6.2  Current and Proposed Fare Structure 

 
 

  

Fixed-route Dial-A-Ride Fixed-route Dial-A-Ride Fixed-route Dial-A-Ride Fixed-route Dial-A-Ride

Adult $1.00 $1.50 $1.25

$3.00

(Weekend only) $1.50

$3.25

(Weekend only) $1.50

$3.50

(Weekend only)

Senior $0.75 $1.25 $0.85 $1.50 $1.00 $1.75 $1.00 $2.00

ADA $0.75 $1.25 $0.85 $1.50 $1.00 $1.75 $1.00 $2.00

Youth $0.75 N/A $1.00 N/A $1.00 N/A $1.00 N/A

Child Free Free $0.25 $0.25 $0.25 $0.25 $0.25 $0.25

12-trip pass $10.00 $12.50 $12.50  --- $15.00  --- $15.00  ---

10-trip pass  ---  ---  --- $15.00  --- $17.50  --- $20.00

FY 2018

Taft

FY 2016 FY 2017

Taft

Current

Taft Taft
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Fare Elasticity 

It is not uncommon for a transit operator to experience some ridership loss during the first year a fare 

increase is implemented.  This negative impact can be calculated by the fare elasticity formula which 

attributes a 0.4 percent decrease in ridership for every one percent increase in fare.  This is applicable to 

fare decreases as well, resulting in a potential increase in ridership1. 

 

The proposed fare structure translates to an initial increase of 25 percent on the fixed-route and 20 

percent on the Dial-A-Ride (base fares), would likely result in a ridership decrease of 10 and five percent 

respectively.  We projected the proposed fare modifications supported by increased marketing, would 

yield a greater increase in ridership (projected at 5 percent) on the fixed-route service, resulting in a net 

increase in fare revenue.  Absent any other change in operations, increasing fares is anticipated to 

improve the farebox recovery by nearly a full percentage point.  When paired with the other 

recommended Preferred Service Plan the City would be on its way towards achieving the required 

farebox recovery ratio.  Absent further reductions in operating costs (either through reduced revenue 

hours or reduced staff costs) the City is likely to continue to face farebox recovery shortfalls.   

 

Weekend Service 

Currently the City’s fixed-route transit provides 24 hours of revenue service each Saturday and Sunday, 

translating to a total of 48 hours each weekend.  Ridership during the weekend accounts for only a 

modest portion of fixed-route ridership, well below sustainable levels for a non-urbanized transit 

program.  Expansion of weekend hours and service was initially possible due to increased federal 

funding (specifically the Job Access-Reverse Commute and New Freedom programs).  While the 

availability of these funds initially helped to offset the cost, the absence of anticipated ridership and 

decreased operating efficiencies have impacted the value of the grant funding.   

 

The proposed shift to general-public demand-response during weekends only (limited to not more than 

two revenue vehicles each weekend day) would reduce the weekend operating cost by nearly one-third 

(approximately $53,000 annually) while still providing service coverage.  Premium fare pricing would be 

required for the general public, which could also serve to improve farebox recovery.   

 

Bus Stop Improvement Program (BSIP) 

A successful Bus Stop Improvement Program (BSIP) is inclusive of not only a prioritized list for installing 

bus stop amenities, but should also factor in the design of stop equipment, signage, and information to 

be displayed to customers:  

 

  

                                                           
1
 McCollom, Brian E. and Richard H. Pratt. Transportation Research Board. TCRP Report 95 Transit Pricing and Fares, “Chapter 

12, Traveler Response to Transportation System Changes.” (Washington D.C., 2004) 
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Design Standards 

The City of Taft would apply existing City design standards for basic equipment to all TAT capital.  

Recent branding enhancements should be incorporated throughout all elements of the BSIP.  

Best practices for bus stop design should also be adhered to, including minimum font sizes and 

color considerations (for the visually impaired), and optimum display heights.  These standards 

should be tied to all TAT marketing and branding to convey a consistent image. 

 

Amenities Catalog 

This catalog would include a listing of current amenities available, by type, and location, as well 

a brief description of each.  In addition, the catalog would present recommendations for 

installation based on quantifiable factors (e.g., ridership, stop activity).  Items detailed within 

the catalog would include at a minimum: 

 Bus stop signs, 

 Info-posts, 

 Benches, 

 Shelters, 

 Trash receptacles, 

 Lighting (solar or other), and 

 Display kiosks. 

 

Existing conditions and recommendations 

A successful BSIP would not only inventory current amenities, but also present a phased plan for 

future stop enhancement.  The existing conditions narrative would discuss equipment age, 

condition and safety, ADA accessibility, proximity to trip generators, and historic activity (level if 

use).  Through this assessment, a hierarchy of stops and improvements can be developed which 

will guide the City in future procurement and installations.   

 

The development of a BSIP for the TAT program is estimated to cost $5,000. 
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Dedicated Facility 

The City of Taft has been awarded funding to begin the development of a dedicated transit facility on 

Supply Row adjacent the Oil Workers Monument near downtown Taft.  This facility will house all TAT 

day-to-day functions, including dispatching, driver breaks, meetings, and customer service.  In addition, 

the site of this new facility will also include maintenance facilities and equipment, bus washing 

capabilities, and secured overnight storage for the vehicles.  The site will feature three spaces for 

vehicles to load passengers, allowing for both TAT fixed-routes and a Kern Transit bus to access the 

facility simultaneously, facilitating transfers between routes and services. 

 

Customer amenities planned include restrooms, customer service and information, opportunities for 

retail (food and/or other sales – dependent on vendors), and a covered patio area.  Implementation of a 

pass sales program would also allow customers to purchase TAT passes, and could possibly be extended 

to include Kern Transit fare media as well. 

 

Being developed concurrently with this facility will be a 42-space park and ride lot adjacent to the transit 

facility.  This lot will allow customers interested in not only regional trips to Bakersfield, but potentially 

those interested in using TAT to access areas where parking is either limited or difficult to access (Taft 

College).  It would also provide space for those interested in ride-sharing to leave their personal vehicles 

as they rideshare to their destination. 

 

These facilities combined are estimated to cost a combined $1.4 million.  The projects were submitted 

separately through different funding sources, with the transit facility being awarded $1 million in 

PTMISEA funds, and the park and ride lot $400,000 in CMAQ funding.  Though not finalized, the project 

schedule aims to complete construction by the end of calendar year 2016.  For planning purposes, 

impacts to TAT operations are estimated to begin in FY 2017. 

 

Overview of Current and Potential Funding Sources 

Currently the Taft Area Transit program is funded through a combination of various sources (federal, 

state, and local).  Below is a summary of potential funding sources to support the operation of the City’s 

transit program.  Additional sources of funding may become available within the horizon of this study.     
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Federal 

There are a number of available federal funding programs for which the City could apply which are 

regulated under the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (MAP-21).  MAP-21 is set to 

eclipse on May 31, 2015.  It is anticipated that the funding measure will either be replaced with a new 

multi-year bill, or be granted a short-term extension.  An extension of MAP-21 would not significantly 

impact the federal funding outlook for the City of Taft.  It is difficult to anticipate the nature of a new 

funding bill, though a few key elements can be reasonably anticipated, such as the program being a 

compilation of primarily formula-based grants with established eligibility and disbursement parameters.  

Federal funding is often accompanied by local match requirements which must be made with funds 

other than federal such as state or local dollars, or services in kind. 

 

FTA Section 5311 

These funds are apportioned to the state on a formula basis, providing funding to support the 

administrative, operating, and capital costs of public transit services in urbanized areas.  The 

direct recipient for these funds is the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG), which has the 

primary responsibility to provide for the fair and equitable distribution of funds to qualified 

applicants by developing and submitting applications under the Calls for Projects process.   

 

 Sections 5316 and 5317 (JARC and New Freedom) 

The City of Taft received significant grant funding to expand its transit program in 2009.  This 

funding was provided primarily through the Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) and New 

Freedom grants program.  These programs have subsequently been absorbed into the Section 

5311 program, with similar/eligible projects receiving funding from the 5311 “pot.” 

 

Federal (Capital) 

Given the strict requirements for application for, draw down of, and reporting of federal transit dollars, 

as well as the numerous other state and local options available, we do not recommend the City seek 

direct federal funding for capital projects at this time.   

 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds are disbursed to “non-attainment” areas where 

levels of certain pollution and particulate matter exceed federal standards.  Non-attainment status 

is determined by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).  CMAQ funds aim to help non-

attainment areas meet federal air quality standards by helping to finance transportation projects 

that reduce air pollution.  Collectively, Kern County (via Kern COG) receives $9.9 million in funding 

annually for CMAQ-eligible projects.  

 

  



Kern Council of Governments 
City of Taft Transit Development Plan 

April 2015 

MOORE & ASSOCIATES, INC.                                                                                                            PAGE 6-10 

 

State 

The California Transportation Development Act (TDA) is comprised of two primary funding sources: 

Local Transportation fund (LTF) and State Transit Assistance (STA) fund.  Future STA funding is not 

anticipated throughout the horizon of this Transit Development Plan. 

 

TDA 

TDA funds are collected by the state through a one-quarter-cent sales tax and a state-wide sales 

tax on diesel fuel, and distributed within each jurisdiction through a formula-based on total 

population.  TDA funds are flexible and are used for both the operation of public transit 

throughout Kern County as well as for the required federal match for capital expenditures.  

Through an annual call for projects, these funds are managed and disbursed by Kern COG and 

have regular reporting and performance monitoring requirements.  In addition, TDA funds are 

tied to farebox recovery ratios.  As a non-urbanized transit operator, the City of Taft is required 

to meet a (minimum) ten-percent ratio. 

 

Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) 

This program has a primary goal of reducing greenhouse gas emissions through a variety of 

means.  This program is funded through auction proceeds from the California Air Resource 

Board’s cap-and-trade program.  $25 million is available statewide for FY 2015, with five percent 

continuously apportioned annually beginning in FY 2016.   

 

PTMISEA 

The PTMISEA program is managed locally by the Kern COG, and provides funding for capital 

projects requested by qualifying transit providers.  Funding availability is contingent upon state 

bond sales.  The PTMISEA program awarded the City of Taft $1 million for the design and 

construction of a new transit facility.  The final appropriation of program funds was made in FY 

2015.  Another Call for Projects funding opportunity may become available in FY 2016.   
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Local 

Local funding is comprised of a various local funding pools, primarily the fare revenues collected from 

the City’s public transit program, sales of surplus vehicles/equipment, and interest income.  No 

additional local funding sources are proposed or anticipated throughout the horizon of this plan. 

 

Public-Private-Partnerships 

As the name indicates, this funding source is dependent upon the creation of partnerships with 

(historically) local organizations and businesses.  The scale of the cooperatives varies based on the 

desired outcome.  One such example could be the recommended pass sales program, where local 

businesses and organizations benefit from the additional “traffic” of Taft Area Transit customers.  For its 

part, the City would receive customer fares “upfront.”  Potential partnerships may also extend to simple 

agreements with local businesses, schools, and organizations to distribute information such as service 

brochures, or forward electronic notices and advertisements to their clients/customers.  
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Capital Plan 

The Preferred Scenario presented earlier in this chapter focuses primarily on operational and 

administrative enhancements to increase transit service efficiency.  No expansions specific to revenue 

vehicle requirements are anticipated.  Capital costs are limited primarily to infrastructure upgrade and 

expansion costs. 

 

The following assumptions were made in the development of the Capital Plan: 

 Costs in future years are increased by an annual rate of inflation of 2.5 percent from FY 2015 

dollars. 

 Additional bus stop signs in FY 2016 include installation of two signs at each existing stop. 

 Bus stop equipment (for eventual replacement) is budgeted in all years. 

 Cutaway vehicles are replaced as they reach the end of their useful life. 

 Modified vans in the City’s transit fleet have already met their useful life (by age), and are 

budgeted for phased replacement beginning in FY 2016. 

 Future transit facilities are fully funded and complete by the end of FY 2017. 
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Exhibit 6.3  Capital Plan 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Quantity Cost/Unit Total Cost Quantity Cost/Unit Total Cost Quantity Cost/Unit Total Cost Quantity Cost/Unit Total Cost Quantity Cost/Unit Total Cost

Fleet

17-ft Modified Van 2 $47,278 $94,556 3 $48,460 $145,380 $49,672 $0 $50,913 $0 $52,186 $0

22-ft Gasoline Cutaway $68,291 $0 $69,998 $0 3 $71,748 $215,244 $73,542 $0 $75,380 $0

Subtotal 2 $94,556 3 $145,380 3 $215,244 0 $0 0 $0

Bus Stops

Bus stop signs 40 $79 $3,152 $81 $0 $83 $0 $85 $0 $87 $0

Info-posts 2 $158 $315 2 $162 $323 2 $166 $331 2 $170 $339 2 $174 $348

Simme seat 1 $1,051 $1,051 1 $1,077 $1,077 1 $1,104 $1,104 1 $1,131 $1,131 1 $1,160 $1,160

Benches 1 $3,152 $3,152 1 $3,231 $3,231 1 $3,311 $3,311 1 $3,394 $3,394 1 $3,479 $3,479

Bus shelters 1 $15,759 $15,759 1 $16,153 $16,153 1 $16,557 $16,557 1 $16,971 $16,971 1 $17,395 $17,395

Subtotal 45 $23,429 5 $20,703 $20,784 5 $21,304 5 $21,836 5 $22,382

Facilities/Equipment

Transit facility (Supply Row) $0 $0 1 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 $1,025,000 $0 $1,050,625 $0 $1,076,891 $0

Park & ride lot $0 $0 1 $400,000 $400,000 $410,000 $0 $420,250 $0 $430,756 $0

Small office equipment 1 $525 $525 1 $538 $538 1 $552 $552 1 $566 $566 1 $580 $580

Subtotal 1 $525 3 $1,400,538 1 $552 1 $566 1 $580

Total $118,511 Total $1,566,703 Total $237,099 Total $22,402 Total $22,962

FY 2020FY 2016 FY 2017 FY 2018 FY 2019
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Operating Budget 

The following assumptions were made in the development of the Preferred Service Plan presented in 

Exhibit 6.4.   

 

Assumptions 

 Each of the proposed recommendations in the Preferred Service Plan is implemented. 

 Ridership and respective fare revenues would increase at not less than five percent/annum. 

 Anticipated fare revenues are met in all years.  

 A 2.5-percent rate of inflation2 has been applied to all expenses except as specifically noted. 

 Five-year useful life for light-duty transit vehicles. 

 Vehicle costs in future years are calculated using a 2.5-percent/year rate of inflation.  

o Details in the Capital Plan (Page 6-12). 

 Farebox recovery deficits reflect reduction in TDA and shown as an expense.  

 All revenue and expenditure figures based on City- or Kern COG-provided data. 

 

Exhibit 6.4  Preferred Service Plan Budget 

 

                                                           
2
 Based on U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

FY 2014/15* FY 2015/16 FY 2016/17 FY 2017/18 FY 2018/19 FY 2019/20

Revenue

Farebox $47,369 $49,737 $52,224 $54,836 $57,577 $60,456

Federal Grant - 5311 $35,194 $36,074 $36,976 $37,900 $38,848 $39,819

Federal Grant - Capital $0 $0 $0 $22,402 $22,962

Federal Grant - CMAQ $94,556 $545,380 $215,244 $0 $0

Federal - Other (JARC/NF) $100,000 $102,500 $105,063 $107,689 $110,381 $113,141

State - TDA $590,813 $605,583 $620,723 $636,241 $652,147 $668,451

State - LCTOP $4,913 $5,036 $5,162 $5,291 $5,423

State - Capital (PTMISEA) $0 $1,000,000 $0 $0 $0

Transfers to/from Reserves $26,541 $56,842 $16,798 $14,608 -$10,171 -$42,339

Local - Taft $0 $0 $0 $0 $0

Local - Kern County $275,000 $281,875 $288,922 $296,145 $303,549 $311,137

Local - Maricopa $25,843 $26,489 $27,151 $27,830 $28,526 $29,239

Total $1,100,760 $1,258,570 $2,698,272 $1,395,654 $1,208,549 $1,208,289

Expenses

Operating $844,071 $810,741 $831,010 $851,785 $873,080 $894,907

Maintenance $103,852 $106,448 $109,110 $111,837 $114,633 $117,499

Depreciation/Debt $152,837 $156,658 $160,574 $164,589 $168,703 $172,921

Capital - Vehicles $0 $94,556 $145,380 $215,244 $0 $0

Capital - Equipment $0 $23,429 $20,784 $21,304 $21,836 $22,382

Capital - Facilities $0 $525 $1,400,538 $552 $566 $580

Impact from Preferred Service Plan  --- $34,875 $0 $0 $0 $0

Farebox Deficit (From TDA) $31,337 $30,877 $30,343 $29,731 $29,034

Total $1,100,760 $1,258,569 $2,698,273 $1,395,654 $1,208,549 $1,208,289
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Implementation Plan 

The recommendations within the Preferred Service Plan are intended to increase ridership, improve 

farebox recovery, and reduce operating costs.  With the City’s transit program struggling to achieve 

performance goals and requirements in recent years, the recommended improvements should be 

implemented as quickly as is feasible.  The matrix below identifies the timeframe for implementation of 

each recommendation in the Preferred Service Plan. 

 

Exhibit 6.5  Implementation Timetable 

 
 

  

Recommendation

Administrative Year Quarter Year Quarter

Develop a Taft Area Transit ticket/pass sales program FY 2016 1 FY 2016 4

Implement all Title VI strategies FY 2016 1 FY 2016 1

Operational

Increase marketing budget and level of activity FY 2016 1 FY 2016 4

Replace weekend fixed-route service with general public Dial-A-Ride FY 2016 2 FY 2016 2

Promote connectivity with Kern Transit FY 2016 2 FY 2016 2

Adjust fares for fixed-route and Dial-A-Ride services FY 2016 2 FY 2018 2

Capital

Develop and implement a Bus Stop Improvement Program (BSIP) FY 2016 3 FY 2016 4

Construct a dedicated transit center/dispatch/storage facility FY 2015 1 FY 2017 4

Begin Complete
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Exhibit A.1 Transit Community Survey 
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Exhibit A.2 Taft Dial-A-Ride Customer Survey 
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Exhibit A.3 Taft Area Transit Rider Survey 
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Exhibit A.4 City of Taft Stakeholder Survey 
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Exhibit A.5  2014 Marketing Solutions and Strategies Matrix 
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Exhibit A.5  2014 Marketing Solutions and Strategies Matrix (continued) 
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Exhibit A.5  2014 Marketing Solutions and Strategies Matrix (continued) 
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City of Taft Agenda Report 
 
 
 
 
DATE:  JULY 7, 2015 
 
TO:   MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
   
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
AGREEMENT WITH STRADLING YOCCA CARLSON & RAUTH FOR LEGAL 
SERVICES  
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
With the continuing changes in redevelopment law it has become necessary to retain an attorney 
that specializes in these matters. Fees for these services are listed in the attached agreement and 
have been set as a not to exceed $10,000. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Motion to authorize the City Manager to execute the agreement with Stradling Yocca Carlson & Rauth 
 
IMPACT ON BUDGET (Y/N):   Yes 
 
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  Yes, Agreement. 
 
 
PREPARED BY:   Teresa Binkley, Finance Director 
 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 

 
 
S:vol1/finance/wp61/teresa/staff reports/staff report to approve agreement with straddling for legal services on RDA issues 7-7-2015.doc 













 
 

City of Taft Agenda Report 
 
 
 
 
DATE:  JULY 7, 2015 
 
TO:   MAYOR MILLER AND COUNCIL MEMBERS  
   
AGENDA MATTER:  
 
PURCHASE ACTUARIAL REPORTS FOR FY 2014/2015  
 
SUMMARY STATEMENT: 
 
In 2012, the Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) issued Statement No. 68, which 
revises and establishes new financial reporting requirements for governments that provide their 
employees with pension benefits. GASB 68 is effective for financial statements for fiscal years 
beginning after June 15, 2014. 
 
With the implementation of GASB 68, employers will be required to recognize a pension liability 
on their financial statements. This is a reporting requirement only and does not affect cash flow. 
Participating employers will need additional information from CalPERS beyond what is currently 
provided in the funding actuarial valuation reports to determine their specific pension amounts and 
related note disclosures. 
 
On request, CalPERS will provide the additional information needed by employers to meet financial 
reporting needs. The information will be provided on a fee for service basis with the fee set at 
$850.00 per plan. 
 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Motion to authorize the Finance Director to purchase the Actuarial Reports for FY 2014/2015 
 
IMPACT ON BUDGET (Y/N):   No, included in the 2015-16 Budget 
 
 
ATTACHMENT (Y/N):  No 
 
 
PREPARED BY:   Teresa Binkley, Finance Director 
 
 
REVIEWED BY:            
CITY CLERK  
 

FINANCE DIRECTOR CITY MANAGER 

 
 
S:vol1/finance/wp61/teresa/staff reports/staff report GASB 68 report CalPers  7-7-2015.doc 
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