
 

 
 

  

   
 
 

AGENDA 
 
 

SPECIAL JOINT MEETING LEMOORE CITY COUNCIL/LEMOORE PLANNING COMMISSION – 
6:00 p.m. 

 

Please turn off cell phones and pagers, as a courtesy to those in attendance.   Thank you. 
 

 

1. Call to Order:  A. Pledge of Allegiance  
 

2. Public Comment 
 
 

If you wish to comment on an item which is not on the agenda, you may do so under "Public 
Comment.”  In order to allow time for all public comments, each individual’s comments are limited to 
five minutes.  When addressing the Council/Commission, you are requested to come forward to the 
speaker's microphone, state your name and address, and then proceed with your presentation. 
 
 

3. Public Hearing – CDBG Grant Application Submittal   

4. Adjourn to Special Lemoore Planning Commission Meeting 
 

5. Reconsideration of Sign Variance #2012-03 Application by David Rose from Elite Acid from 
Section 9-5F-5-B1 and 9-5F-5B2 to Allow Flexibility 

 

6. Adjourn to Special Joint Lemoore City Council/Lemoore Planning Commission Meeting 
 

7. Discussion – 2012 Zoning Code Implementation Adjustments 
 

8. Adjourn to Special Lemoore City Council Meeting 
 

9. Report and Recommendation – Letter of Support for State Route 198 Corridor Preservation and 
Improvement Strategic Plan 

 

10. Adjourn to Lemoore City Council Closed Session: 

♦ Conference with Labor Negotiator 
Pursuant to Government Code Section 54957.6 
Agency Negotiator:  Susan Wells 
Employee Organization:  Lemoore Police Sergeant’s Unit   

 

11. Adjournment 
 
 
Notice of ADA Compliance:  If you or anyone in your party needs reasonable accommodation to 
attend, or participate in, any City Council Meeting, please make arrangements by contacting the 
Human Resources Office at City Hall 24 hours prior to the meeting.  They can be reached by calling 
924-6700, or by mail at 119 Fox Street, Lemoore, California 93245. 
 

Any writings or documents provided to a majority of the City Council regarding any item on this 
agenda will be made available for public inspection at the City Clerk’s Counter at City Hall located at 
119 Fox Street, Lemoore, CA during normal business hours.  In addition, most documents will be 
posted on the City’s website at www.lemoore.com. 
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CERTIFICATION OF POSTING 
 

  I, Kristie R. Baley, City Clerk of the City of Lemoore, do hereby declare that the foregoing agenda for 
the Special Joint Meeting of the Lemoore City Council and Lemoore Planning Commission for 
Tuesday, April 9, 2013 was posted on the outside bulletin board located at City Hall, 119 Fox Street in 
accordance with applicable legal requirements.  Dated this 5th day of April 2013. 

             
      Kristie R. Baley, City Clerk  
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 STAFF REPORT Item # 3 
To: Lemoore City Council   
From: Holly Smyth, Planning Director   
Date: April 4, 2013  
Subject: Public Hearing – Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) application 

submittal to State Department of Housing & Community Development 
 

Discussion: 
 
On March 5th, City Council held a Design Phase public hearing on potential CDBG activities to 
apply for in the upcoming fiscal year.  Applications are due to the State April 12th.  Council 
directed staff to work on grant applications for the following activities: 

1. Public Facilities Rehabilitation for the Lemoore Seniors, Inc. non-profit  
2. Restaurant Business Incubator Planning Technical Assistance grant in partnership with 

West Hills College Culinary 
3. Business Assistance, micro-enterprise assistance, business training for economic 

development  
4. Potentially a Planning Technical Assistance grant for a local citizen providing homeless 

shelter (which staff determined that Kings County already has a CDBG grant in place for 
this activity which can be rolled into their current efforts) 

 
On the first activity, Planning staff worked with the Building & Public Works Departments, 
Lemoore Seniors, Inc., Chevron Energy Solutions, the Building Maintenance Division and 
various contractors to pull together prevailing wage cost estimates for the necessary 
rehabilitation of the onsite buildings, as generally outlined in Attachment A to: 
 
a) Take care of health, safety and handicapped accessibility needs such as ceiling replacement, 
replacement of pvc fire sprinklers/ansul system/fire value, adding ADA accessibility 
components, and abating termites;  
b) Repair or replace deferred maintenance items such as exterior particle board paneling with 
stucco and new roofing  
c) Replacing inefficient utilities such as interior and exterior lighting, HVAC units, windows, and 
adding solar so that deficiencies can be eradicated and ongoing cost can be reduced to remain 
self supporting.   
 
On the second activity, Planning staff has been working with West Hills College Culinary on a 
Planning Technical Assistance grant for a restaurant business incubator utilizing locally grown 
product in order to eliminate potential blight, create new targeted income jobs in non-competing 
niches, and to spur on economic revitalization in the heart of our historic downtown, as generally 
shown in Attachment B (which will be forwarded when complete).  
 
On the third activity, Planning staff had discussions with Community Services Employment 
Training (CSET), Kings Economic Development Corporation and the City Project Manager to 
determine potential gaps that could be filled with Micro-Enterprise Training/Technical 
Assistance, Micro-Enterprise Loans, and Business Assistance Loans, as generally shown in 
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Attachment C (which will be forwarded when complete).  We are also in the process of 
distributing a Business Needs Survey with Assistance from the Chamber of Commerce and 
Downtown Merchants that will become part of the grant.  This funding source is not anticipated 
to duplicate services already offered in Kings County but reach some of the smallest existing or 
new businesses or entrepreneurs (that meet the Targeted Income Household thresholds). 
 
In all cases, eligible activities paid for with State CDBG funds must meet one or more of the 
three national objectives listed in CDBG Federal Statutes as follows: 
1) Benefit to low income households or persons 
2) Elimination of slums and blight 
3) Meeting urgent community development need 
 
The purpose of today’s public hearing is to give citizens an opportunity to make their comments 
known regarding the activities the City is applying for this coming fiscal year under the State’s 
CDBG program.  Additionally, the Draft Resolution authorizes the City to file the grant 
applications.  It should be noted that at the time of this report staff was still waiting for a few 
revised bids.  Therefore, the dollar amounts in the resolution may change.  A final version of 
Resolution 2013-06 will be presented Tuesday night for approval.   
 
Budget Impact: 
 
If awarded, the Draft Resolution outlines a maximum of $2,500 in General Fund revenues that 
would pay for the required 5% match for the Planning Technical Assistance Grant.  As outlined 
in the Resolution, grant administration costs and activity delivery for the various activities would 
be covered by the grant. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
The Council should: 

1) Ask that the general public sign the public participation form that is being passed around 
the room, as required by the grant. 

2) Ask for staff to present their report with any updates. 
3) Open the public hearing to encourage citizen participation regarding the outlined grant 

application activities.  
4) Approve Resolution 2013-06 to submit a CDBG application for the activities listed 

therein.   
 



 

 

RESOLUTION NO. 2013-06 
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF LEMOORE 

APPROVING AN APPLICATION AND CONTRACT EXECUTION FOR FUNDING 
FROM THE GENERAL ALLOCATION OF THE STATE 

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT (CDBG) PROGRAM AND 
AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF A GRANT AGREEMENT AND ANY AMENDMENTS THERETO 

WITH THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA FOR THE PURPOSES OF THIS GRANT. 
 
 

 At a Special Meeting of the City Council of the City of Lemoore duly called and held on April 9, 2013, at 6:00 
p.m., it was moved by Councilmember ________________, seconded by Councilmember ________________ and carried 
that the following Resolution be adopted: 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of Lemoore held a duly noticed Design Phase public hearing for CDBG on March 
5, 2013 and directed staff to prepare grant applications based on the meeting; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Lemoore Seniors, Inc. has ask for the City to apply for grant funds to rehabilitate and upgrade 
the Center, as generally shown in Attachment A, and will enter into a Subrecipient Agreement with the City should a 
grant be awarded as required by the grant; and  
 
 WHEREAS, Attachments A, B, & C outline each of the proposed project activities as to their scope and 
anticipated cost structure; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City Council of Lemoore held a duly noticed Public Hearing on and reviewed the scope of work 
of the proposed grant applications on April 9, 2013 for three grant activities that meet the national objectives of the grant 
program; and 
 

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

1. The City Council has reviewed and hereby approves grant applications for three (3) Community Development 
Block Grant Program (CDBG) General Allocation funds as follows:   

 Public Facility Rehabilitation for Lemoore Senior Centers $ 800,000 
  Activity Delivery for Senior $ 96,000 
      Grant Administration: $ 67,200 
 Sub-Total $963,200 
 
 Planning Techinical Assistance Grant for Restaurant Incubator $ 50,000 
 
 Micro-Enterprise Training & Technical Assistance  80,000 
 Micro-Enterprise Loans (10@ $10,000 average)  100,000 
 Business Assistance Loans (4 FTE jobs created)  140,000 
  Activity Delivery $ 36,000 
  Grant Administration: $ 26,700 
 Sub-Total $382,700 
 

 TOTAL ALL ACTIVITIES $ 1,182,338 
 
2. If the grant application(s) is(are) approved, the City of Lemoore will provide 5% local match from the General Fund 

(equating to a maximum of $2,500) for the Planning Technical Assistance grant as required by CDBG. 
 
3. The City Manager is hereby authorized and directed to act on the City's behalf in all matters pertaining to this application. 
 

4. If the application is approved, the City Manager is authorized to enter into and sign the Grant Agreement and any 
amendments thereto with the State of California for the purposes of this grant. 

 
 



 

 

************************** 
  
Passed and adopted at a Special  Meeting of the City Council of the City of Lemoore held on the 9th day of April, 2013 by 
the following vote: 
 
 AYES: 
 NOES: 
 ABSTAINING: 
 ABSENT: 
 
      
       APPROVED: 
 
       _____________________________ 
       William M. Siegel, Jr., Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
______________________ 
Kristie R. Baley, City Clerk 
 
 

CERTIFICATE 
 
 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA  ) 
COUNTY OF KINGS          )   ss. 
CITY OF LEMOORE          ) 
 
 I, KRISTIE R. BALEY, City Clerk of the City of Lemoore, do hereby certify the foregoing Resolution of 
the City Council of the City of Lemoore was duly passed and adopted at a Special Meeting of the City Council held 
on April 9, 2013. 
 
DATED: _______________, 2013 
 
 

____________________________ 
Kristie R. Baley, City Clerk 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
 



 

ATTACHMENT A 
PROJECT SCOPE OF WORK FOR REHABILITATION OF LEMOORE SENIORS 

The City of Lemoore proposes to rehabilitate existing building deficiencies and upgrade existing/warn utilities and add solar to reduce on-going maintenance 
and operating costs at the existing Lemoore Seniors Center located at 789 S. Lemoore Avenue built in 1985.  Once completed the facility will be able to 
continue to provide Senior service such as daily lunch program to “limited clientele” seniors and disabled persons. 
  PROJECT COSTS: Comments Cost at Prevailing Wage Basis for Doing Work 

1. Replace Fire Sprinklers / Ansul systems / Fire Valve / 
Alarms (excludes upgrade to separate water service) 

Per phone with Jorgenson’s $140,000 Code Deficiency 

2. Minor ADA upgrades to restrooms partitions & toilet 
accessories & doors 

Initial estimate per Frank Rivera $15,000 Code Deficiencies 

3. Remove damaged popcorn-sheetrock ceiling in the 
Nutrition Building (app. 8,050 square feet).   

Based on estimates from 
Patterson Construction &  

$24,070, Abate failing ceiling 
caused by water leaks 

4. Tie-into existing walls and repaint interior walls (app. 
4,500 sq ft in area) 

Initial estimate from Joe 
Simonson  

$15,750 Tie into replaced 
ceilings 

5. Termite tenting to address drywood termites Based on estimate from ResCom $4,960 Stop Deterioration after 
abating problem areas  

6. Remove and replace existing tile & composition roofs and 
add insulation board 

Based on estimates from Hanford 
Roofing on each of 3 buildings 

$78,158 Reduced long-term 
maintenance repairs & 

further damage 
7. Remove damaged siding and recoat buildings with new 

stucco and repair existing stucco building  
Based on estimates from Kenyon 
Plastering, Inc. 

$61,350 Reduced long-term 
maintenance repairs & 

further damage 
8. Install R-36 Insulation above new ceiling in Nutrition 

Building (1.36/ft blown in @prevailing wage) 
Contractor through Joe Simonson  $11,000 Improved Energy 

Efficiency 
9. Retrofit the Interior and Exterior Lighting  Based on Chevron Energy 

Solutions estimate w/incentive 
$25,060 $5,240 annual savings 

10. Replace seven 5-ton, one 7.5 ton and add one new 7.5 ton 
Heating, Ventilating and Air Conditioning Units   

Based on Chevron Energy 
Solutions estimate w/incentive 

$130,000 $6,932 annual savings 

11. Add solar parking canopies to offset remaining electricity 
costs after other upgrades 

Based on Chevron Energy 
Solutions estimate w/incentive 

$180,875 $35,375 annual savings 

12. Replace louvered single pane windows and 2 double glass 
shop doors with ½” gaps on southside of Stebbins  

Based on estimate from  $24,600 Improved Energy 
Efficiency 

13. Replace existing air conditioning ducts with rigid 
insulating ducting system in Nutrition Bldg. 

contractor through Joe Simonson  $ 42,000 Code Compliance & 
Energy Efficiency 

 Subtotal  $752,823.00  
 Contingency & minor engineering if any (5.9%)  $47,177  
 ESTIMATE CONSTRUCTION TOTAL  $800,000 $46,160 annual savings 
 ACTIVITY DELIVERY (AD) COSTS (12% MAX)  $96,000  
  Sub-Total in Activity $896,000  
 GENERAL ADMINISTRATION (GA) COSTS (7.5%)  67,200  

TOTAL-TOTAL COSTS 963,200  
       Date:    
by Harry Tow, City Engineer (see resume in grant application Part C, page 31) 
 



PLANNING COMMISSIONERS 
Chairperson –Ron Meade, Vice-Chair –Jeff Garcia 

Dave Brown, Bob Clement, Jim Marvin, Calvin Monreal, Bill Wynne 

 

 
Background: 
 
At the January 14, 2013 Planning Commission meeting sign variance #2012-03 was reviewed and 
approved by the Planning Commission as originally drafted by staff and is available for review at 
http://lemoore.com/planning/agendas/2013/jan14.htm under item #6.  After the meeting, the Planning 
Commission chairperson approached staff stating he did not believe that the Commissioners fully 
understood what they approved and asked if it could be re-considered.  In talking to the City Attorney 
at that time, he stated that they could bring it back without re-noticing the public hearing but should do 
so at their next meeting. 
 
The subject site is located at 317 S. Lemoore Avenue on the west side of South Lemoore Avenue 
approximately 200 feet south of Larish Street and directly west of the parking area at Lemoore High 
School.  Currently, there is one other business in this small complex which has three (3) signs in the 
front area for one business.  The applicant requested to allow a 4’ tall x 8’ wide wall sign on the front 
portion of his building which is 16’ in height.  This sign size is taller than what would normally be 
allowed under Table 9-5F-5-B1 of the Lemoore Zoning Code, which only allows for a single 2’x8’ wall 
sign at the proposed location to be in “scale with the overall building height and generally not take up 
more than 10% of the height of the building”.  Given the 16’ building height, this would equate to a 
sign of 1.6’ or “generally 2’” in sign height.   
 
In January, Planning Commission approved the size of the sign as well as a location for the sign to be 
in line with the other on-site signs as was shown in the redlined photo attached to the draft resolution.  
It is staff’s understanding that the Commission did not realize they were asking the applicant to 
change the location of his sign from the location it is currently placed at and would like to re-visit their 
decision.  Therefore, staff modified the Resolution and attachments with what they believe 
Commissioners might want to see to allow the sign to stay in its current location in the 4’ x 8’ size. 
 
Recommendation: 
 
The Planning Commission should review the attached Revised Resolution and consider if they would 
like to approve it as re-written to replace their original decision on the variance. 
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  STAFF REPORT Item # 5 
To: Lemoore Planning Commission  
From: Holly Smyth, Planning Director  
Review Date: April 9, 2013  
Subject: Reconsideration of Sign Variance #2012-03 Application by David Rose from Elite 

Acid from Sign Regulations Sections 9-5F-5-B1 and 9-5F-5-B2 to Allow Flexibility  
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 STAFF REPORT Item # 7 
 
To: 

 
Lemoore City Council & Planning Commission 

 

From: Holly Smyth, Planning Director   
Date: March 27, 2013  
Subject: Discussion - 2012 Zoning Code Implementation Adjustments 
 

Discussion: 
 

In May 2012, the City Council adopted a Comprehensive Zoning and Development Code Update.  It was  
prepared by PMC consulting with input from the public, staff, Planning Commission and the City Council to be 
consistent with the 2030 General Plan.  At the time of adoption, staff stated they would bring back a status 
update after utilizing the new code for a year, given the size and complexity of the new Ordinance.  The update 
was to include how the new code is working and suggested modifications.  Over the last year, Planning staff 
has taken notes on various sections of the code as it is being utilized to identify potential areas of change that 
are more business and user friendly.  In order to better understand how zoning policy works, staff has attached 
a flow chart of the “Simplified Planning Review Process” and the key sections of the Zoning Code that are 
utilized by the development community.  
 

The “Policy Issues/Questions on Zoning Code” page identifies big picture issues that require further direction 
from Council and Planning Commission.  In an effort to better explain the technical portions of the Zoning 
Code, staff will review some of the issues that we believe need to be addressed using the attached example 
pages out of the Zoning Code.  In addition, the “Proposed issues with the 2012 Zoning Ordinance – Title 9” 
page shows a potential review format that identifies specific code sections that may need to be modified, the 
issue staff is having with the specific code section, followed by suggested language fixes on how the code 
might need to be adjusted.  Staff needs to know if this type of matrix format is appropriate to utilize in reviewing 
specific zoning sections and what review body should be helping form the actual Ordinance that would be 
brought back. 
 

Any modifications to the Zoning Code require: 1) drafting of an Ordinance; 2) the Planning Commission to hold 
public hearings on the Ordinance and make recommendations to the City Council; 3) the City Council to hold at 
least one more public hearing before making their final decision; 4) adoption of the Ordinance; and 5) 
codification.   
 

Therefore, a special joint meeting has been called so that both decision making bodies are on the same page.  
During the discussion, staff is seeking consensus on how to move forward with the various types of changes.  
We are especially interested in hearing from you and the public on items in the Zoning Code that you believe 
may need to be further reviewed and modified.  
 
Budget Impact: 
 

None at this time; however depending on the direction given, there is a potential financial impact based on the 
number of documents or sections that will need to be modified. 
 
Recommendation: 
 

The City Council and Planning Commission should feel free to share areas of the Zoning Code they feel are 
not very business friendly and provide adequate direction to staff to begin the update process.  Ideally, staff 
would like answers to each of the items listed on the “Policy Issues” page. 
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SIMPLIFIED PLANNING REVIEW PROCESS FOR THE PUBLIC 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Go to City Offices or City Website under Planning  
and use these 3 reference documents in any order  
depending on what information you have to start with. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
See the Planning Department  

 

A business owner, resident, or developer type 
wants to use an existing building or construct 

something new for a particular “use” 

Determine what “Planning Process” is 
required, if any, that needs to be done (i.e. 

Home Occupation, Administrative Use Permit, 
Site Plan Review, Conditional Use Permit, 
etc….).  New construction on additional 

square feet always requires Site Plan Review. 

-Determine if Preliminary Site Plan review 
needed or if it would be helpful to get answers 
from all applicable departments up front. 
-Get any needed applications/fees for the 
project to get started, if applicable.  

-Submit completed applications for review by 
the applicable City body to process using the 
“Development Standards” applicable to the 
use. 

Look for alternative sites or zone districts that 
might allow the proposed use or look at 

different land use descriptions that better fits 
the proposal if the first review doesn’t give 

you the answer you want.

Determine the “Zoning” District of the project 
site by reviewing the City Zoning Map 

Review Table 9-4G-2 Allowed Uses Table in 
the Zoning Ordinance to determine what 

“uses” are allowed in existing buildings in the 
applicable Zoning District 

Review land use definition in Section “9-4A-5 
Description of Land Uses” for the one that 

best describes the proposed use 
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Policy Issues/Questions on Zoning Code 
 

 
1) Are there specific things or sections of the Zoning Code that should be tackled first? 

a. Simplify Review Processes (see Table 9-2A-6-1) 
b. Modify Land Use Table (see Table 9-4B-2 Allowed Uses….) 
c. Modify some Land Use Definitions (see Section 9-4A-5) 
d. Edit policy on Residential Accessory Structures (see Table 9-5A-8-C1 & Figure 9-5A-8-C1) or 

carports 
e. Suggest individualized corrections to the Zoning Code (see Proposed Issues Table 
f. Modify Sign Ordinance (see summary tables and consolidate downtown signage) 
g. Temporary Use Permit 
h. Others 

 
 
 

2) What review body should be used to suggest proposed changes to the Zoning Code? 
 

a) Planning Commission to be the review committee 
b) Appoint special review committee to work with staff to make suggested changes before going 

before the Planning Commission 
c) Have Planning Department and Building Department suggest modifications to items that are 

conflicting or confusing with the Building and Fire Codes (such as accessory structures and 
carports) 

d) Other 
 
 
 

3) What sections of the Code have you heard or believe are the most problematic? 
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See Attachments 
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Staff Report 

 ITEM 9 
To: Lemoore City Council  

From: Judy Holwell, Project Manager  

Date: April 5, 2013  

Subject: Letter of Support for State Route 198 Corridor  
Preservation and Improvement Strategic Plan 
 

 

 
Discussion 
 
Kings County Association of Governments (KCAG) in partnership with the Fresno Council of 
Governments, Tulare County Association of Governments and Caltrans is applying for a 
Partnership Planning Grant to develop a State Route 198 (SR 198) Corridor Preservation and 
Improvement Strategic Plan (Plan) (attached).  The intent of the Plan is to establish up to date 
transportation data for the corridor; to establish performance measure criteria to evaluate future 
projects on the corridor; and to apply the measures to provide operational and safety improvements to 
the corridor. The Plan will also evaluate the economic development benefits that would result from the 
recommended improvements.    
 
SR 198 is a critical east-west roadway connecting State Route 99 to Interstate 5.  It is essential in 
moving people and goods through the region and it is the primary transportation and re-supply 
corridor supporting Naval Air Station Lemoore (NASL).  Caltrans identifies the corridor as a “key 
east-west corridor”, while at the same time describes it as “a smaller two-lane facility that is not 
suitable to carry existing heavy traffic/truck volumes and will also experience substantial truck 
growth into the future.”   
 
Widening SR 198 to four lanes from NASL to Interstate 5 would enhance Lemoore’s ability to 
attract business and industry to our area and we should pursue every effort to improve the 
effectiveness and safety of the highway.  Therefore, it is essential that the Lemoore City Council 
shows its support for this project and may do so by authorizing the Mayor to sign and submit the 
attached letter in support of the State Route 198 Corridor Preservation and Improvement Strategic 
Plan.   
 
Budget Impact 
 
None. 
 
Recommendation 
 
That Council authorizes the Mayor to sign the attached letter in support of State Route 198 
Corridor Preservation and Improvement Strategic Plan. 
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April 9, 2013 
 
 

 
Ms. Terri King 
Executive Director 
Kings County Association of Governments 
339 W. D. Street, Suite B 
Lemoore, CA 93245 
 
RE: Caltrans Partnership Grant Application: 
 

State Route 198 Corridor Preservation and Improvement Strategic Plan 
 
Dear Ms. King: 
 

As State Route 198 (SR 198) is a critical east-west roadway connecting State Route 99 to 
Interstate 5 through Fresno, Kings, and Tulare Counties, and as SR 198 is essential in moving 
people and goods through the region and to points beyond, and as SR 198 is the primary 
transportation and re-supply corridor supporting the Navy’s essential aviation facilities at the 
Lemoore Naval Air Station; it is essential to the public and private interests to seek every avenue to 
improve the effectiveness and safety of the highway.  
 

The SR 198 Corridor System Management Plan (CSMP) prepared by Caltrans Staff identifies 
the corridor as a “key east-west corridor, while at the same time describing it as “a smaller two-lane 
facility that is not suitable to carry existing heavy traffic/truck volumes and will also experience 
substantial truck growth into the future.” 
 

The CSMP recommends that the next step for SR 198 is to propose and implement an 
alternative mix of incremental and lower cost/higher benefit improvements, strategies, and actions 
to optimize corridor performance and promote the highest sustained safety, productivity, and 
reliability of the highway.  We agree with the position of the transportation planning agencies that 
the best approach to accomplishing this step is to start with the preparation of a study that will 
evaluate the safety and effectiveness of SR 198, that will update the highway information, and will 
establish a set of performance measures to prioritize a list of recommended projects for incremental 
improvements and leading to the (CSMP) established ultimate design, while at the same time 
meeting the freight corridor requirements included in the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st 
Century (MAP-21) legislation.  
 

Additionally, as the economic vitality of the region is dependent on the efficient flow of goods 
and services to and from this area and a reduction in traffic delays and efficient goods movement 
plays a role in efforts to reduce the region's high unemployment rate.  Improvements to SR 198 will 
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be a key factor in the potential for economic development for the project area and areas connected 
to the corridor. 
 

On behalf of the City of Lemoore, we strongly support the application and the goals of the 
project and recommend that Caltrans award the requested grant funding for the State Route 198 
Corridor Preservation and Improvement Strategic Plan.  
 
 Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 William M. Siegel Jr. 
 Mayor 
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