KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
MEETING OF REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG BOARD ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA
Dial +1 (312) 878-3080
Access Code: 586-617-702

WEDNESDAY
January 2, 2019
1:30 P.M.
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702

I.

ROLL CALL:

II.

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report
back to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.
PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the
Regional Planning Advisory Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street, Suite 300;
Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 635-2910. 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 at least three (3) working days in advance
whenever possible.

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY
•
•

IV.

RPAC Meeting of August 1, 2018
RPAC Meeting of October 3, 2018

FEDERAL SAFETY PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT (PM1) “TOWARD ZERO” 2019 TARGET
UPDATE (Flickinger)
Comment: Required federal process to annually monitor transportation safety performance
measure progress, including encouragement of member agencies to improve safety on our streets
with their transportation expenditures.
Action: Information.

V.

SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION UPDATE AND TIMELINE FOR THE 2022
RTP/SCS (Ball)
Comment: The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4-years and
contains a long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous policies and
regulations including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality conformity,
congestion management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction
targets.
Action: Information

VI.

KERN ADVANCED TRANSPORTATION TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM - STATUS REPORT (Urata)
Comment: To help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early deployment of
alternative fuel vehicle technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles and compressed natural gasfueled vehicles.
Action: Information

VII.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

VIII.

MEMBER ITEMS

IX.

ADJOURNMENT
The next scheduled meeting will be February 6, 2019.

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

WEDNESDAY
August 1, 2018
1:30 P.M.

Chairman Perez called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.
I.

II.

ROLL CALL
MEMBERS PRESENT:

Kevin Coyle
Craig Platt
Alexander Lee
Suzanne Forrest
Mark Staples
Robert Mobley
Ricardo Perez
Michael Navarro
Ted James

City of Bakersfield
City of California City
City of McFarland
City of Shafter
City of Taft (phone)
City of Wasco
GET
Caltrans
Community Member

STAFF:

Ahron Hakimi
Becky Napier
Raquel Pacheco
Rob Ball
Linda Urata
Rochelle Invina
Ben Raymond

Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG

OTHERS:

Asha Chandy
Troy Hightower
Yolanda Alcantar
Adeyinka Glover
Jasmine del Aguila
Ravi Pudipeddi
Warren Maxwell
Paul Candelaria

Bike Bakersfield
Consultant
Kern County Public Works
Leadership Counsel
Leadership Counsel
City of Bakersfield
Kern County
Kern County

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report
to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
None

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARIES
Committee Member Platt made a motion to approve the discussion summary for the meeting
of June 6, 2018; seconded by Committee Member Forrest with all in favor. Motion carried.

IV.

RECOMMENDATION ON THE DRAFT FINAL 2018 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY; DRAFT FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT FINAL 2019 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM; CORRESPONDING DRAFT FINAL AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS
AND RESPONSE TO COMMENTS (Ball )
Mr. Ball advised the committee that the four year public involvement process Kern Council
Government’s long and near term federal transportation documents was concluded on July 12,
2018 with a 55 public review period for the 2018 RTP/SCS and the 2019 FTIP and the
corresponding Conformity Analysis. Mr. Ball stated that there was a 45 day review for the
associated Draft EIR. The final drafts of these documents with changes, from the draft period
and response to comments have been available on the Kern COG webpage since July 25th
when the RPAC agenda was posted.
Mr. Ball presented the committee with highlights of the staff report. He explained that in March
2018 Kern COG received a comment letter from ARB regarding Kern COG’s SCS
methodology. Mr. Ball stated that all of the issues presented in the letter have been responded
to in writing in a letter that was sent in April 2018. He explained that no further action was
requested in a subsequent conversation with ARB staff.
Mr. Ball concluded his presentation by stating that the development and performance of the
2018 RTP/SCS, EIR, 2019 FTIP and Conformity documents including public outreach meet
federal, state and Kern COG requirements. The environmental document was developed with
expert consulting services including a CEQA attorney. The resulting planning documents
balance an extensive, bottom-up public input with a measured, performance based approach,
providing an effective plan and vision that advances the goals of the Kern COG Board, while
facilitating project delivery. Mr. Ball stated that staff recommends approval of this action item.
Chair Perez asked for comments from the committee members.
Committee Member James noted that in the appendices there are several additional measures,
including performance measures in Appendix “D”. He expressed that he believed that was
important because this is a dynamic document, and as it moves forward, it is important to show
that they are producing what is stated in the document. He concluded with stating that would
be incumbent on the member agencies to help implement the program.
Mr. Ball followed up by advising the committee that the federal performance measures will
require annual updates to the Kern COG Board.
Chair Perez asked if there were comments from the members of the public.
Adeyinka Glover from the Leader Counsel for Justice and Accountability thanked the
committee for the opportunity to provide comments. Ms. Glover stated that she had some
concerns in the response to comments document. She stated that within the policy chapter,
disadvantaged communities were mentioned but were not specifically provided prioritization in
the document. She gave the example that it was insufficient to just mention the inclusion of
disadvantaged communities. There was a couple of policy changes that stated in all
communities, including disadvantaged communities. Ms. Glover advised that she believed that
statement is very different from stating something like “especially” or “particularly” in
disadvantaged communities. She stated they were requesting the latter. Disadvantaged
communities have been neglected. As investment happens, having policies that prioritize their
needs, gives them much needed support.
She thanked Mr. Ball for providing more information on how Kern COG was able to reach about
6000 people for this document. She advised that they would like see how their specific input
during this cycle, formed the document. She stated that they were directed to Appendix “C”

when they asked for the percentage of rural verses urban. She stated it was very broad, it
provided the workshop locations. She stated they recognized there were workshop locations.
She went on to state that as far as any demographic information, it merely stated “community
members ranged in age from college age to 60 plus, self-identified as Hispanic Latino, White
non-Hispanic, Asian Pacific Islander, African American and more than one race”. She advised
that they felt like that was a broad statement. They would like to see were more disadvantaged
communities reached, were rural communities reached. She thanked Kern COG for displaying
the three display ads for the three public comment hearings. She went on to state they would
like to see the inclusion of what dates those display ads ran in the Bakersfield Californian and
El Popular.
She stated that in the integrated performance measure analysis, she advised they did not feel
the explanation of why the No Build fared better for disadvantaged communities. She advised
they would like to talk about that issue further.
She stated most of the responses given to their organization concerning that topic, mention
that the RTP is a programmatic document and it is not appropriate to include project level
mitigation, nor would Kern COG have the authority to impose such mitigation. Ms. Glover
advised they felt Kern COG could implement specific funding incentives to jurisdictions who
are seeking project funding. She advised they highlighted issues facing anti-displacement as
air quality and goods movement projects.
Chair Perez asked Mr. Ball if staff would like to respond to these comments during the meeting
or if they would like to schedule a time to address them with the Leadership Counsel. Mr. Ball
advised that he would try to address some during the meeting and could also meet with them
at a later time to address all the issues.
Ms. Napier responded to the Bakersfield Californian ad and said that the date was included on
it.
Mr. Ball responded to the comment regarding expression “especially” or “particularly”
disadvantaged communities. He stated that in 2014 RTP they had extensive public input from
disadvantaged communities’ stakeholders that agreed with the current wording that they had.
He stated that they had demonstrated in Kern a tremendous effort to actually prioritize funding
through the Active Transportation Program as well as the ASHC Program. He advised that if
you look at the amount of funding that had been received in the past three years, they had
anticipated for bike and ped funding, $37 million dollars in the RTP for the next 26 years and
they received $34 million dollars in the first years of that RTP. He stated they have almost fully
funded all of the projects they were hoping to identify with the available funding. He went on
to say that they are now in the fourth round of ATP and there are 5 more grants from the County
of Kern for unincorporated disadvantaged communities in the County of Kern. He said they
are hoping to receive at least two of those grants. He advised that Kern COG’s member
agencies are driving this effort. He advised that one of the driving forces was that the projects
in the ATP process that rank the highest are the ones that best meet the communities and are
identified as disadvantaged communities. He stated priority and points that are received for
the program funding that are allowing Kern COG to accelerate the projects in the RTP. He
advised that Kern County had the highest per capita receipt of funds within California over the
past 3 to 4 years because of that effort. He stated that they have a track record prioritizing
disadvantaged communities and they will continue too.
Mr. Hakimi stated that Kern COG unlike many other counties do not have a tax measure, our
funds come from State and Federal and transit funds come from local sales tax. He went on
to explain that the Kern COG Board has set up a policy and the State has accepted it that we
will follow the State rankings. He explained because of that they do not have discretion. He
gave the example of two years ago when there was additional funds available for ATP, the
State asked Kern COG to select another project and they inadvertently selected a project that
was not next in line. As a result they were told very clearly they could not individually pick out

a project, they had to stick with the statewide funding list. He stated that the ATP funds that
they distribute are distributed by State ranking.
Mr. Ball responded to the No Build comment. He explained that the No Build measures, are
the disadvantaged communities better or worse than the countywide number. He explained
that the No Build was a better measure, particularly in transit travel time. Transit travel time is
measured in the model based upon where we had the transit routes. When you compare the
No Build transit routes, it froze the transit routes at what we have today. He went on to state
that we have tremendous expansion over the next 40 years to meet the needs of our expanding
urban area. We explained we also have a lot of increase in headways in our transit systems.
He stated that if we do not make any improvements to the transit system, in the future 49% of
the people who currently use the system will be riding the transit systems. He said it is important
to look at the performance measures that are reported in the EIR and the RTP.
Troy Hightower made comments regarding the comment letter he submitted. He explained
that in the response letter from Mr. Ball that EJ communities are not better off in the No Build.
Mr. Hightower stated that Mr. Ball stated the opposite in his response during the meeting. Mr.
Hightower expressed that his concern is that the response he received explained why it is not
better in the No Build and Mr. Hightower agreed, but stated it was not related to the comment
in his letter. He explained that his letter asked “why were certain measures that were better in
the No Build?” Mr. Hightower shared a table that was in the document. He advised that it was
regarding travel time and that for EJ communities, the Build is 14.49 and No Build is 14.15. So
that would mean that No Build is better for the EJ community. He stated that was the basis of
his comment, it was not why things would not be as well in the No Build. But rather why are
there so many measures that show the No Build is actually better. He stated that the response
he was given was not consistent with what he had asked, therefore the question is still there.
He went onto state that in staff report, it was referred to as 7.3 but further on in the actual
attachment where all the comments are listed, under 7.3 is completely different then what is in
the staff report. It stated that it goes on to discuss what methodology was used. The statement
was made that the commenter proposed to change the methodology, it stated that the
commenter questions the measures that deal with only 2 of the 20 RTP goals. Mr. Hightower
stated that nowhere in his comment letter did he mention any changes in methodology,
suggestions of changing methodologies or changing of the RTP goals. He stated that it was
not consistent with the comments he submitted or consistent with the staff reports.
He went on to share a map from the document that he had concerns with. He asked what the
basis of the map is. He said it was clear that it is from the EJ screen. He stated the EJ screen
map is color coded with percentages 50% going up. He stated when he tried to match the two,
he could not. He asked how staff came up with the geography in the map. He stated that staff
responded that it was based on the 80% range on the EJ screen. He advised that response
brings up additional concerns of why it was raised to 80% as opposed to 50% or above which
is typical of Title VI analysis. He stated if the 80% was going to be used it should be included
in the document and explained it is being selected in Kern COG’s analysis. He stated he brings
this up because the map is the basis for all the tables. If they don’t have the map accurate or
correct, then it will be hard to have confidence in Attachment “D”. Mr. Hightower advised he
believed that this issued needed to be addressed. He stated that in his opinion of EJ that it
should reflect 50% or more. He stated that during the last RTP, there was an attempt to dilute
the EJ communities by adding elderly and handicap, which is understandable, but for Title VI
it is just clear. He stated in this RTP effort, it appears that raising the threshold to 80% to what
is an EJ community is another attempt to dilute the EJ community.
Mr. Hightower stated that in his understanding of analysis is not to compare an EJ community
to countywide. It is to compare the impact of different projects or alternatives to the EJ
communities.

Mr. Hightower stated that Lorelei Oviatt from the County of Kern submitted a comment along
with the California Transportation Plan. He read the first strategy, “Ensure rural areas have
adequate funds to provide for the operation, maintenance and rehabilitation of rural and
interregional transportation system”. He stated that he agreed with that strategy. He next
referenced the comment letter from the Department of Transportation. He advised that the
overall concern he has is many of the responses say “see Attachment A” for all the comments.
He stated that Attachment “A” is a large document and there is no reference as to where to
locate the comment. He stated on page four under Chapter 2, Transportation Planning Polices
it states, Kern COG should consider addressing disadvantaged communities within this section
of Chapter 2. They also advised that Kern COG should include a bullet that addresses what
has been invested in disadvantage communities for the purpose of addressing social equity.
He concluded by stating that he feels Kern COG needs to correct the map and have numbers
reflect the map. And at that time there is a negative impact, they need to identify it.
Mr. Ball responded with the first comment about column comparison verses table to table to
comparisons. Mr. Ball stated that perhaps he was not doing an adequate job communicating,
but all the other tables were comparing the countywide, which is table with B & C. The same
comparison methodology was used in the 2014 RTP.
Mr. Hakimi stated that all the transportation modeling for the RTP/SCS was done under the
direction of a licensed engineer. Mr. Hakimi added that he himself is also a licensed engineer
who has practiced for 27 years. He stated that Mr. Hightower is referring to 15 seconds in
difference in town, he added to suggest that we can accurately predict the time someone is
going to spend on a bus 24 years from now is ridiculous. He stated that he is confident that the
numbers are accurate for comparison purposes. He stated that he is saying this as a licensed
engineer who supervised another licensed engineer.
Mr. Hightower stated that he appreciated that explanation and believed that response should
have been in the comment letter.
Mr. Ball responded to Mr. Hightower’s 80% comment. He stated that the Federal Highway
Administration recommended that they use the EJ tool. The default setting that they use for
Title VI analyses is 80%.
Mr. Ball responded to addressing disadvantaged communities. He stated that they have
addressed that with edits to the policies in that final draft.
Mr. James stated that he agreed with Mr. Hakimi’s comments. However, that it is important to
focus on the fact that they are approving a policy document. The document assists the Kern
COG Board on making the decisions about approving funding. He stated that he was involved
in the preparation of the 2014 RTP, he has been involved in reading all of the current
documents for the 2018 RTP. He stated that there has been tremendous policy development.
He responded to Mr. Hightower’s comments and stated that in his many years of working with
local and regional governments, numbers change over time. As they go forward, there analysis
does get better. He strongly urged the committee to approve the document.
The action requested is to recommend the Transportation Planning Policy Committee
Authorize the Chair to Sign the Resolutions approving the DRAFT FINAL 2018 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY; DRAFT FINAL
2019 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; DRAFT FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; CORRESPONDING DRAFT FINAL AIR QUALITY
CONFORMITY ANALYSIS and RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.
Committee member Platt made a motion to recommend approval. Committee member Mobley
seconded the motion. Motion carried.
V.

KERN ALTERNATIVE FUEL TECHNOLOGY VEHICLE INITIATIVE - STATUS REPORT (Urata)
ANNOUNCEMENTS

Ms. Urata gave a quarterly update on the Kern Alternative Fuel Vehicle program and answered
questions from the committee.
This item was for information only.
VI.

MEMBER ITEMS
Chair Perez requested that at the September 6th meeting that GET give a presentation on Micro
Transit.

VII.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 2:50 p.m. The next scheduled meeting of the RPAC is
September 6, 2018.

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

WEDNESDAY
October 3, 2018
1:30 P.M.

Chairman Perez called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.
I.

II.

ROLL CALL
MEMBERS PRESENT:

Steve Esselman
Alexander Lee
Robert Mobley
Ricardo Perez
Asha Chandy

City of Bakersfield
City of McFarland
City of Wasco
GET
Community Member

STAFF:

Becky Napier
Rob Ball

Kern COG
Kern COG

OTHERS:

Michael Dillenbeck
DeeKay Fox
Dave Dmohowski
Jasmine del Aguila
Ravi Pudipeddi
Joshua Champlin
Paul Candelaria

Kern County Public Works
GET
Home Builders Association
Leadership Counsel
City of Bakersfield
Kern County
Kern County

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report
to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
None

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARIES
Due to lack of a quorum this item was not discussed.

IV.

CHAIRMAN PEREZ AND DEEKAY FOX GAVE A PRESENTATION “GET TO KNOW
MICROTRANSIT”.
Chairman Perez and DeeKay Fox from Golden Empire Transit District gave a presentation on
a six month pilot program that is slated to begin in April 2019. Microtransit will be used on
Route 47 in Southwest Bakersfield, Route 84 in Northwest Bakersfield, and the southern
section of Route 61 and in the evenings after 7:00 p.m. except for the Rapid Bus Routes 21
and 22.

V.

SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTION TARGET SETTING TIMELINE UPDATE AND
COORDINATION EFFORTS (Ball)
Mr. Ball presented the preliminary timeline for the target setting update for SB 375.
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

August 15, 2018 – 2018 RTP/SCS Adopted
August 20, 2018 – Kern COG/ARB Conference Call on ARB’s SCS Certification Review
October 1, 2018 – Effective Date for 3rd Cycle SCS Target (-15%/capita reduction by
2035)
October 9, 2018 – MPO Comments on the ARB SCS Review Methodology Due to ARB
November 2018 (tentative) – Consider Revised Growth Forecast Update
Winter 2018/19 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS
Spring 2019 – Stakeholder Roundtable Process
Spring 2019 to Spring 2022 – RTP/SCS Public Outreach Process
Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment Update Process
Spring 2021 – 2020 Census Voting District File Available
Summer 2022 – Adopt RTP/SCS, RHNA, EIR and Associated Documents

This item was for information only.
VI.

2018 RTP-VOLUNTARY COMMUNITY PROGRESS MONITORING AND TECHNICAL
ASSISTANCE GRANT INCENTIVE PROGRAM (Ball)
In 2014 the RTP proposed a new strategy to help member agencies voluntarily monitor their
progress toward the region’s air emission goals. To help the member agencies develop projects
that will better compete under the new project selection policy which emphasizes sustainability,
Kern COG provided technical assistance and grants to the member agencies. With the newly
developed MIP II travel demand model, Kern COG continues the same strategy of providing subregional monitoring feedback and assistance in the 2018 RTP.
The Committee was provided with a table and maps that show the current modeling of auto
Vehicle Miles Traveled per person (household population + employment by place of work). The
total shows a -3.2% decrease in region-wide. Some sub-regions have seen an increase in VMT
compared to the prior RTP. The technical assistance and grant program could be prioritized to
communities that may show difficulty in making progress toward reducing emissions subject to
the Kern COG Board’s direction.
This item was for information only.

VII.

2018 KERN COUNTY ASCE INFRASTRUCTURE REPORT CDARD AND 2018 STATEWIDE
LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS NEEDS ASSESSMENT – PRELIMINARY RESULTS (Ball)
Mr. Ball discussed the American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE) and the League of
Cities/County Supervisors Association of California reports on the condition of Kern’s
transportation system. In the ASCE report Kern County received a grade of C, up from a D+
primarily due to the completion of 47 new brides, most through the Thomas Roads Improvement
Project. The California Statewide Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment only looks at road
and bridge condition and shows that Kern County slipped from a 66 PCI to 63 in the past 10
years. The statewide PCI is 65.
This item was for information only.

VIII.

IMPORTANT DEADELINE: SB 1 RMRA LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS PROGRAM REPORT
DUE MONDAY, OCTOBER 1, 2018 (Ball)

Mr. Ball stated that there was 100% response from the region to the SB 1 road Maintenance and
Rehabilitation Account Local Streets & Roads Program Report and congratulated everyone.
This item was for information only.
IX.

KERN ADVANCED TRANSPORTATON TECHNOLOGY PLANNING PROGRAM AND KERN
EV BLUEPRINT (Ball)
Mr. Ball announced that to help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early
deployment of alternative fuel vehicle technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles. Kern COG is
currently forming two temporary working groups – the TRANSITions 2019 planning committee
and the Kern Electric Vehicle Blueprint working group. Interested Committee Members and
individuals were encouraged to contact Linda Urata to participate in the working groups.
This item was for information only.

X.

MEMBER ITEMS
None.

XI.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 2:24 p.m. The next scheduled meeting of the RPAC is October
31, 2018 (November meeting).

IV.
RPAC
January 2, 2018
TO:

Transportation Technical Advisory Committee
Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
By: Ed Flickinger,
Regional Planner

SUBJECT:

RPAC AGENDA ITEM: IV.
FEDERAL SAFETY PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT (PM1) “TOWARD ZERO”
2019 TARGET UPDATE

DESCRIPTION:
Required federal process to annually monitor transportation safety performance measure progress,
including encouragement of member agencies to improve safety on our streets with their
transportation expenditures.
DISCUSSION:
Background - On February 15, 2018, the Kern COG Transportation Planning Policy Committee
approved their first federal “Toward Zero” deaths and accidents safety targets using the federal
recommended methodology that employs a 5-year running average, consistent with the methodology
recommend by Caltrans Division of Traffic Operations staff at that time.
On August 24, 2018 Caltrans management changed the state methodology using a more aspirational
method that uses a fixed target dubbed “Vision Zero” where the target assumes a steady decline to
zero accidents using a set percentage per year. The state method is soon to be made available on
line at: http://dot.ca.gov/trafficops/shsp/target.html .
Kern COG staff is recommending continued use of the 2018 “Toward Zero” target method adopted
by Kern COG in 2018 which is consistent with the federal rule methodology but different than the
current state method. Maintaining the same method allows for better comparability with prior targets
with minimal consequences.
Consequences of not meeting the targets – Consequences of roadway accidents can be
catastrophic to those who are involved. Everyone agrees that all appropriate countermeasures to
reduce accidents should be taken. In addition, minor regulatory and funding consequences exist if
the federal targets are not achieved. However, consequences of not adopting, monitoring, and
encouraging progress toward the target, in accordance with federal rules, can ultimately result in loss
of all federal transportation funding to the region though de-certification of the agency.
1

Under the requirements of the recent federal transportation spending bills, states and metropolitan
planning organizations (MPOs) like Kern COG are required to annually monitor safety performance
measure progress through the statewide and metropolitan planning process. Failure to meet safety
targets set by the state and/or MPO could result in the minor consequence of redistribution of Caltrans
Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding at the state level into the federal Highway Safety
Improvement Program (HSIP). Many of the projects in the ATP program improve safety for bike and
pedestrians, and would likely still be eligible under HSIP.
The Federal Highways Administration (FHWA) will review how MPOs are working to achieve their
targets, in accordance with the federal rules, as they conduct MPO Certification Reviews every 4
years. Failure to adequately address target performance measure requirements could eventually
result in loss of the MPO’s federal certification along with access to federal transportation funds.
Kern’s next four year federal certification review is in spring 2019. The 2018 Kern COG federal target
compliance documentation is available here (http://www.kerncog.org/federal-performancemeasures/ ) and is ready for consideration at the federal certification review.
Rules and guidance for federal performance measure targets are still being established by FHWA
(see https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/hsip/spm/policy_and_guidance.cfm ). A couple of workshops have
been given by Caltrans over the past 2 years and a draft statewide target has been submitted to
FHWA (see http://dot.ca.gov/trafficops/shsp/target.html ). MPOs that do not submit a safety target
update by February 27, 2019, will be required to adhere to the 2019 state target which is NOT
consistent with the methodology proposed by Kern COG staff.
The “Toward Zero” methodology - The attached presentation demonstrates the Kern COG
“Toward Zero” methodology which is consistent with the original 2018 state safety target methodology
originally recommend by Caltrans Division of Traffic Operations engineers. In addition, the Kern
methodology was prepared under the supervision of a certified engineer. The methodology uses
California Highway Patrol (CHP) historical accident data for Kern County. The data is extrapolated
using a 5 year running average to forecast future accidents and fatalities. In addition, we use travel
model data to tie the forecast to local assumed growth. Targets are essentially being set to show
improvement over the previous 5 year accident data. As accidents improve, the targets will improve
automatically with each annual update on a trajectory “Toward Zero.”
Countywide monitoring results summary
2011-2017 6-Year Change in 5-Year Running Average Accident Rates
1% increase in vehicle related fatality rates from 1.62 to 1.64 per 100M miles traveled.
1% decrease in vehicle related serious injury rates from 3.61 to 3.58 per 100M miles traveled.
27% increase in combined bike and pedestrian related injury/fatality rates from .000082 to
.000104 per 1000 population.
2016-2017 1-Year Change in Annual Accident Rates
29% increase in vehicle related fatality rates from 1.61 to 2.08 per 100M miles traveled.
8% increase vehicle related serious injury rates from 3.64 to 3.92 per 100M miles traveled.
1.5% decrease in combined bike and pedestrian related injury/fatality rates from .000013 to
.000011 per 1000 population.
Source: 2008-2017 CHP SWITRS data which only contains accidents reported to the CHP.
Longer term historic trends show that vehicle accidents track with economic fluctuations. In Kern,
recent temporary rebound in oil prices are resulted in an increase in both the economy and roadway
accidents. The recent drop in bike and pedestrian accidents in the last year of the data may be in
part due to extensive investment in safer bike and pedestrian facilities identified in recent
bike/complete street plans adopted for the region back 2012, as well as the 2017 Active
2

Transportation Plan.
What your agency can do to accelerate attainment of the federal safety targets - Kern COG’s
member agencies are encouraged to promote projects and policies that will help the region to perform
better than the targets proposed for our region. The Caltrans Strategic Highway Safety Plan
proposes four countermeasures to improve safety: engineering, education, enforcement and
emergency services. Projects such as countdown pedestrian signals, buffered bike lanes,
roundabouts, and establishing extra safety corridor patrols where spikes in accident activity occur,
should be considered wherever appropriate. Since 2007 the Kern Region has seen over $20M
invested in the HSIP program alone (see Attachment 2). In addition, state and federal programs as
well as Kern COG’s project delivery policies give extra points for projects that improve safety,
including:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Highway Safety and Improvement Program (HSIP) – local & state road safety projects
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) – state highway safety projects
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) – local road maintenance & safety projects
Active Transportation Program (ATP) – (58%-78% pts. for safety & need depending on size)
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) – (50% of points safety/congestion)
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) – (40% of points for safety/congestion)
Kern Motorist Aid Authority (KMAA) – Travel info., safety roadside cleanup, safety corridors

Zero fatalities on our streets is everyone’s goal and it is anticipated that emerging safety technology
standards such as autonomous vehicles will eventually help drive down these safety targets to
”Toward Zero.” This report will be updated annually.
Attachment
1) Presentation – Towards Zero: Draft Safety Performance Target Update - Kern Region
2) Kern HSIP Projects 2007-2018
ACTION:
Information
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SAFETY
PERFORMANCE
TARGET UPDATE
tl DC

HHTSA
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FEDERAL Requirem ents

• MPOs will be held accountable for safety progress through the
statewide and metropolitan planning process. FHWA will review
how MPOs are addressing and achieving their targets (or
assisting the State in achieving targets) as they conduct
Transportation Management Area (TMA) 4-year Certification
Reviews (only for large MPOs with more than 200,000
population). The TMA Certification Review requires the
Secretary to certify whether the metropolitan planning process of
an MPO serving as a TMA meets requirements, including the
requirements of 23 USC 134 and other applicable Federal law.

1

1
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FEDERAL Requirements

• If a State DOT does not meet or make significant progress
toward meeting its HSIP targets, the State shall use obligation
authority equal to the HSIP apportionment for the fiscal year prior
to the target year only for HSIP projects and submit an HSIP
Implementation Plan to FHWA. For example, if a State DOT does
not meet or make significant progress towards meeting its 2019
safety targets, in Fiscal Year (FY) 2022, the State DOT must use
obligation authority equal to the FY 2018 HSIP apporti onment
only for HSIP projects and submit an HSIP Implementation Plan
by June 30, 2021.

Five Performance Targets Under New Federal Regul ation s +l
Motorized Vehicles
~ Number of Fatalities (SWITRS)
~ Rat e of Fatalit ies per 100 Million VMT (SW ITRS & HPMS)
~ Number of Serious Injuries (SWITRS)
~ Rate of Serious Injuries per 100 M illion VMT (SWITRS & HPMS)
, Non-M otorized
of-01:;. Number of Non-Motorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries
(Bicycles and Pedestrians) (SWITRS)
Rate of Non-Motorized Fatalities and Serious Injuries (SWITRS &
Travel Model) (This is not requi red but provided for information)
•

ofo'A

2
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Rosamond

The
above illustrate a pottion of the CHP SWITil:S data ~
in the analysis. Thc~maps i re
mg app,oximattty half
of that accident location due to lack of mapping coordinates. The map combines all injur,J a1'd fatality accidents lndude
bike ·and pedestrian incidents.

Accidf n sin Metro Bakersfield 2013-17

•

•

•
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_____.._........-_.- __
...,.._
......--..
4

-~
ot"o*
This map illustrates a
portion of the CHP
SWITRS data used in
the analysis. The
maps are missing
approximately half of
that accident location
due to lack of
mapping coordinat es.
The map combines all
inj ury and fatality
accidents including
bike and pedestrian
incidents .
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Perceived Bike and Ped Safety Hazard s
+

+

•

"ft'J
I

https://streetstory.berkeley.edu/reports.php
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Countywide Accident Rate Monitoring Results
~

2011-2017 6-Year Change in 5-Year Running Average Accide nt Rates
1% Increase in vehicle relat ed fatality rat es from 1.62 to 1.64 per lOOM miles

t raveled.
~ 1% decrease in vehicle related serious injury rates from 3.61 t o 3.58 per 100M miles
traveled.
27% increase in combined bike and pedestrian related inj ury/fatality rates from
I\ .000082 to .000104 per 1000 population.

ofo,._

2016-2017 1-Year Change in Annual Accident Rates
~ 29% increase in vehicle related fatality rates from 1.61 to 2.08 per 100M miles
t raveled.
~ 8% increase vehicl e related serious injury rates from 3.64 to 3.92 per lOOM miles
t raveled.
1.5% decrease in combined bike and pedestrian related injury/fata lity rates from
0 01\. .000013 to .000011 per 1000 population.
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PRELIMINARY
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Sourc.t: CMP SWITRS data, Kern COG Travel Modt i

Forecast years assume base year fatality rates per mile of travel (VMT} stay same.
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Ta et assumes we will do better than the base ear model rate.
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PRELIMINARY - Optional Measure (not federally required)
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PRELIMINARY 2019 FEDERAL TARGETS UPDATE - Statewide
Statewide
New

~-ive Per formance Targets

for 2019 (5-vr)

~
~

& Kern
Old

for 2018 (5-vr)
3590.8
1.029
12,823.4
3.831

Number o f Fatalities =
3445.4
Rate of Fatal ities per 100 Million VMT =
0.995
~ Number of Serious Injuries =
12.688.1
~ Ra te of Serious Injuries per 100 Million VMT ~ 3.66 1
Number of Non-Motorized Fa1al itics and Non-Motorized Serious Injuries
(Bicycles and Pedestrians) =
3949.8
427 1. I

ofo;;
Kern

Five Performance Targets

for 2019 (5-vr)

~

for 2018 (5-vr)

Number of Fatalities=
165 (4.8% of the State*)
~ Rate of Fatal ities per 100 Million VMT =
1.85
~ Number of Serious Injuries =
336 (2.6% of the State*)
,6liil> Rate of Serious Injuries per I00 Million VMT = 3. 77
ofo;; Number of Non-Motorized Fatalities and Non-Motorized Serious ln_juries
(Bicycles and Pedestrians) =
99 (2 .5% of the Sta te**)
'Kern accounts for 2.7% of the state VMT In 2016.

148

1.63
329
3.63
98

- "

"Kern accounts for 2.3% of the state population in July 2017.
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Toward Zero - What your agency can do:
The Caltrans Strategic Highway Safety Plan proposes four countermeasures to
improve safety: engineering, education, enforcement and emergency services.
Projects such as: countdown pedestrian signals, buffered bike lanes,
roundabouts, and establishing extra safety corridor patrols where spikes in
accident activity should be considered wherever appropriate. In addition, state and
federal funding programs as well as Kern COG's project delivery policies give extra
points for projects that improve safety, including:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Highway Safety and Improvement Program (HSIP) - local & state road safety projects
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) - state highway safety projects
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) - local road maintenance & safety projects
Active Transportation Program (ATP)- (58%-78% pts. for safety & need depending on size)
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) - (50% of points safety/congestion)
Congestion Mitigation and A ir Quality (CMAQ) - (40% of points for safety/congestion)
Kem Motorist Aid Authority (KMAA)- Travel info., safety roadside cleanup, safety corridors

"
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2007-2018 Highway Safety and Improvement Program (HSIP) – Kern Region
At,-.cney

U:-niquc
Project ID

Name

I.Aml

2018

H9-06-001

I

Prui«t

lorralion,of W.orll.
~

CO.I;

ln$1l,D new$ "ped ~~Ui;m ,~wtJlls. !ilQP ~ ~ping 311d e few' 5
OJlb ramos,

~tmll 1111 eise,:;tion l"oe!I~ lhrougJvio.l1 111e Ci!y or Alvfn wl(h
1

an ~ s ~ IOcallOl'IS ad'".,aconl lo,pa.1<s and :!IChOOllS

20 ,a
2018

H9-06-00::Z

.Federal !Funds I

lnsliill ·lrnffie ~JialS..

·toa0 crossings., Ul)Qtad Mil iilSl:all new

~ en(, ~riping,~rnd

p;wement 1n9ti;e~

I

Calloway Driv.e .-. rrmt or Norris. Middle Schodl a, exisoog ~
Mt1' MamatlM Ori'l'tl Manno, Street ,n rron1 of Ptit.111 e ~

1s

ilnl'l ng ye1row- i:eacons nNr (t(lsswt!lli.S.

$

246.100

$

I $.

124,400

$

111 ,,

I .,

:211 ,200

$

190 ,08~

s

'194,000

s

174,eot:

$

168,000

s

School at ,Bllisling crosswalk near l<yner Avenue.

Fifi.~ n (571 slgna!i.u:<1 I n ~ 'Wilhin Iha nonn wcsl potlion of I RClnOIIO e::,:isting l)CdCSl/ian wa.ll<f00111 wall< signal·IM!i!!II$
·
alild fl\$tall
l!he Cil')r of B11ke1$efiekL

201G

HS-06-002

i;,ew

E;.iN• " t(88). l;n . liUd it:il rsed!ons\oUhln tn .·~'We$t i,ortiorl
11he Cii)r Of BakeriJiekL

pedeslria

oou

d,;,,m lime, rncxi~ tor 1111 pl;ldasiri11n c r r ; l ( l ~

ofl Ret!IOve !r.1:•s.llng pede.slrian W31k.ldon'l ""31k signal~
lil8W pede&1J'ia oou d ~

J'ld '

tall.

limi!f niod1M& tor all 1j)lllde&.:irian crois~

"'

2015
·- -

I.~·~

·-

1:;-" - "·- ·

2015

HSIP7'~

2013

HSlf6..-06:..002
HSJPS.06.001

----- --

---

patano

20,s

Delano

20 1::l

.

,'tloill'i n the,100th ~

$190,000
$129,000

Hrl,()t>-(110

~~ti2}ero

2018

H9.oll.011
H!l-06-012

H9-06-013

:20,a

~.Q07

2016

H8.(16.,008

20,a

HS-08-009

201,s

HB-06-010

Kem

Countv

20i2

20 12

$,

Tno ·111to,socuons Of Robot1s Laoo at S0q.u0ia1O!i'Yo, H0tl'ls at t,tar,or,
sod Manoi al China Gr.ada,L"""'.

1n'I. l"S6Cboi'IS.

l'OUOMl.11 tlMI Ul'lsloorpol"a

aat,:ersfi~~. Oilda'le, ~ e r Rt~ Lake t,,ai:Jel

~

and Rosemond

Sail DiegQ S1reet lleme,en Hall Road and ~
·Avenue. mlhe
un,ncol'l)()rated CO!M'IUniW cl Lamont l\effl Cou!l!.Y.

lntef'Sactioo al Ai!ip(ll1 Or at Noni& Rel

VliliOOll!l locialione: throughout the Couniy of Kem.

~»lbl.e,Cllrb r11~
I

I

1·

Upgrade Bi<iislirng g1111~als.

I
HSIPS-05,-014
iiS1P6-06-0t5

Patton Way

be1ween Hegeman Rd. and Snow Rd.

Rob rts. l:.nJOilda/e Ot"

437,9!00

s
$ 315,000

$

S.100,3(11)

$

$

787,600

$

11,S67.~

$

$

lnststl OQntlnenlal c;:l'OS,w.a1k:, aoo lighling at 1ci.s e!dsllng ID(:Olll!iolled I $

-strian ~ iireas.
COl'Wart signal to mast arm ror l'atllwfii bound lraffie oo Quincy st
and lnsla1
ooootdown skmal heade:
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h~d, al ROlilh.. WE!!i,t 41nd ~ t ~ dlreei.lons
on 1haMar side,ofltiie i n ~.

$

$35(),0()0

County.

Coostruc;I in.1en.ecllofl improvemer11e:. oci\Jding r;epl~ sig!l<II
hao~ 3-0 I n ~, ins _ g I
pav ment
maiters/s~ Bl 22 lnten;ections.. am upgrading e:xisiing ADA

249,300

$3:20.000

CE.ell AVE- ANO HIETT A\I\E, INTERSECilo:N

20 15
.Kem
count¥

$ 171,000:
$116,000'

$4().100

_ _ .. _ajgni..
l111Staa pedestmin aei.uated warning s.yslems; IRstal ~l'I09d Yim
Malt:inas. and ln'1a:II ?edes.lrlan,Cros...,., SiafllS
I UllQrade !raffle signals.: lnslall 1
p rol:ld«l le1Mum phasin:I

oommun, " oi Kl m Counl!/'.
2018

BENTON STREET 1BETWEEN Mlf!fG A\IE. ANO WllSO.N RO.
lii!sta!I podest11a11 oroui~s. ,at un,:orilt(;ffe(I ~tiOCls; lmtll~~
la:msr inlE!raeciiom, wa[nl

2018

~ Sigli'lalimd

Coonl'lr

pede1, " n ODUll1dDW.11 heed a · each siglllil zed interaectioo

lnsbaB pedes1nan oourrtdown signal head&

DeJano.

Cecil Aw8/AfJ:Jano/ St
INSTAU.. TRAFFIC SIGNAt

2018

Kllittl

Ins

$126,000

HSIPs-o&-004
6375

Deta1110

1

- --

- -

IN<STAU. FLASI-IINO 8€.ACONS ANO CURB RAMPS.
Twenl)'•ooo (22.1 oooontfdled ~trian eronlnQ ~Uoris t!VOl.lQl'IO!.II
Iha Ciiv al

I

~

-

poction of the Cil:r o.f Ba~etSlietd
60 inlersections Um1uchoot ille Gilv .of Bakersfield

20 11
63'10

Counw

----

Vtlri!til.ls Loa, Ions • 50 slgnel~ Im ~

I

:250,000

s

$

.21$, 10()

$

s

219,100

s

$

.272,000 $

s

·uoo.ooo

$

$

'1,1.34,300

$

5.120.~

.567,J
219.11>9

uoo.009

$100,000
Coostrucl felt-tum lielll!!BC modify baffic ~
~C!CMft lle:adls

1

loll
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$13'9,000
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2007-2018 Highway Safety and Improvement Program (HSIP) – Kern Region
At,-.cney
Name
Kem

Coul'!tv
K9l,n

C~tv
~ntv

K8l1i
~oontv

Kern
Cooniv

Ve'al'

U:-niquc
Project ID

2011

HS:IP4.()6.()13

Mount Vemctl AV(J. beiweetl'I ~ ntlJCky SI. and Nil s Pl.

200a

•1:1370

UPGRAD£ TRAFFIC $1GNAl$

2008

·6369'

UPGRADE TRAFFIC SIGHAL.S; CONSTRUCT CURB RAMi;>S

2008

837

UPGRADE T~FIC $!Gr-IA.LS; CONSl RUCT CURB :RAMPS

2007

5435

lorralion,of W.orll.

Pruim

D~c:ripdQn of Wol"k
I Modify rais«t medlill!I&; 1'1lb:aie Cl'()stw.a · COl'lsttuci curb ramps

CO.I;

UPGRADE TRAFFIC S,tGNALS; RiE:I.IOVE FiX.EO OEIJECTS.
CONSTRUCT CURB RAMPS..

I

SOUTH UNION AV£. AND FAIRVIEW RO .. TER.S<E.CTION
IITTEJRSE()TION OF FLOWER ST..AHD HAUEY ST.

jefart nd

201G

Hll-06-0 2

Shafter
~fter

2015
2011

HS1P7-06-00II
HSIP4..()6..(l();j;

201a

1-1$,00.(113

Kefn Stree

I

!raft

cotira h ds LEO l'l.oaclway l.uminanK. iM'l:all Radar- Sp,Nd Fffd
Beck Slgn51. re-deslsl;n pedei;1rians.crmswalks. rep.am aoo add

1st Slleell and t,h!!!ffli ~

rasco

2018

H9-06-0.21

V

wasco

20 16

He-06-0-1 5

VMOIJI local ions al'O(J!:'lcl Barker P

HS1P7-06409

l!Oailions on IOelll ro.,dways INoughOi.11 w

20 15
20 10
2008

HS1P3-06a041

Vanous. lo(:calions will:ln ·JM Wasco ,, ,_ littlll$
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RPAC
January 2, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
By: Rob Ball,
Deputy Director/Planning Director

SUBJECT:

RPAC AGENDA ITEM: V.
SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION UPDATE AND
TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP/SCS

DESCRIPTION:
The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4-years and contains a
long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous policies and regulations
including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality conformity, congestion
management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction targets.
DISCUSSION:
December 12, 2018 – the California Air Resources Board (ARB) hosted a public workshop on the
SB
375
Sustainable
Communities
Strategy
(SCS)
Evaluation
Guidelines
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/scs-evaluation-resources .
December 11, 2018 - Kern COG staff submitted the technical evaluation data requested by for
making a determination whether the SCS, if implemented, would meet the ARB targets set back
2011. The data request took nearly 4 months to fulfill (see attachment A)
December 4, 2018 - Kern COG Executive Director Ahron Hakimi provided verbal comments on
the SB 150 report to a joint meeting of ARB and the California Transportation Commission (CTC)
http://www.catc.ca.gov/meetings/ (video not posted yet at the time this staff report was written). The
report shows that although SCS targets are being met, overall emissions per capita from gasoline
sales are on the rise. For more info on SB 150 report go to:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2018-11/Final2018Report_SB150_112618_02_Report.pdf

On December 3, 2018, Kern COG received federal approval of the 2018 RTP air quality conformity
analysis concurring that the planned RTP expenditures will NOT delay air district attainment plans
(see attachment B).
October 9, 2018 - Kern COG submitted comments on the Draft SCS Evaluation Guidelines (see
attachment C).

September 25, 2018 - Kern COG submitted initial comments on the early Draft SB 150 report to
COGs (see attachment D).
August 20, 2018 - Kern COG staff had a conference call with ARB staff on the process for ARB’s
SCS evaluation and began preparing the requested data.
August 15, 2018 - the Kern COG Board adopted the 2018 RTP/SCS and associated documents.
Table 1 – 2011 & 2018 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region
2020
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/
Targets for 2018 RTP/SCS (set in 2011 by ARB)
-5%
2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018)
-12.5%
Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by
n.a.
ARB, effective October 1, 2018)

2035
-10%
-12.7%
-15%

March 22, 2018 - ARB adopted new SB375 Targets for the third cycle RTP/SCS to be effective
October 1, 2018. Next ARB target setting will be during the 2022-2026 window.
June 13, 2017 - ARB released proposed targets that were 2 percentage points higher than what
Kern COG recommended for 2035. The related ARB documents are available online at
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm . Kern COG’s April target recommendation letter is
located
on
page
B-143
of
the
ARB
staff
report
at
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf . Kern COG and
the 8 San Joaquin Valley COG’s prepared individual letters and a joint comment letter. The letters
document methodological changes that make it difficult to compare the 2014 RTP results with the
latest modeling refinements.
April 20, 2017 - the Kern COG Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC)
recommendation to ARB was unchanged from the December 2016 submittal at -9% and -13%
reduction in per capita GHG consistent with the RPAC recommendation.
Preliminary Timeline 2022 RTP
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

August 15, 2018 - 2018 RTP/SCS Adopted
October 1, 2018 - Effective Date for 3rd Cycle SCS Target (-15%/capita reduction by 2035)
Winter 2018/19 - Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS
Spring 2019 – Stakeholder roundtable process
Spring 2019 – Spring 2022: RTP/SCS Public Outreach Process
Summer 2020 - Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment Update Process
Spring 2021 – 2020 U.S. Census population voting district file available
Summer 2022 Adopt RTP/SCS, RHNA, EIR and associated documents.

Attachments A-D
ACTION:
Information

Attachment A – Draft Summary of Supplemental Data Requested by ARB on 2018 RTP/SCS
sent Dec. 20, 2018

Kem Council
of Governments
December 20, 2018

Mary Nichols, Chair
California Air Resource Board
1001 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Kern RTP/SCS SB 375 Target Methodology Review Submittal
Dear Chair Nichols,
We would like to thank you and your staff for working closely with us on development and
adoption of the 2018 Kem Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Sustainable
Communities Strategy (SGS). This submittal is in fulfillment of the requirements of SB 375
[GC 65080(b)(2)(JXii)]. In response to your agency's email dated September 6, 2018
Kern COG is submitting the following items requested for the SB 375 methodology review:
1. Digital copy or hyperlink to your Adopted RTP/SCS Document
http://www.kemcog.org/category/docs/rtp/
2. Documentation of what land use and transportation strategies are being claimed
for credit toward your targets, which are quantified via your Travel Demand Model
vs Off-Model, and indication of which if any are new compared to your previously
adopted plan.
Land Use and Transportation Strategies Documentation - The land use and
transportation strategies are thoroughly documented in the RTP Chapter 4 - SGS
and Chapter 5 - Strategic Investments. Enclosure 1 includes a summary of those
strategies that were modeled (marked by an asterisks) as well as a list of all
strategy actions in the plan. Most of the major emission reducing strategies were
captured (i.e. high speed rail, transit, transit priority place type land uses ... ).
Approximately 40% of the 55 strategy actions on the list were at least partially
captured in the modeling. The 2018 RTP did not use any off-model adjustments
in the modeling methodology due to difficulty in separating out overlapping and
synergistic effects of many of the un-modeled strategy actions. Many of these
strategies not modeled have a very small emissions reduction benem.
3. Completed SB 375 Data Table (2018 version)
• Kern_2018SCS_ARB_Data_Table_20181219.xlsx
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4. Copy or hyperlink to your Travel Demand Model Documentation
http://www.kerncog .org/cateqory/data-center/lransportation-modeling/
5. Copy or hyperlink to any Off-Model Calculations and Assumptions
Not applicable.
No off model calculations or assumptions were used in
demonstrating that the RTP/SCS meets the targets (see item 2. above).
6. EMFAC Input and Output Files
Input:
• Custom_Kem_2015_2020_ 2035_2042_Annual.xlsx
• Custom_Kem_ 2020_2035_2042_Annual.xlsx
Output:
• Custom_Kem_2015_2020_2035_2042_Annual_ sb375_20181017145305.xlsx
• Custom_Kem_2020_ 2035_2042_Annual_sb3 75_20181017153832.xlsx
7. Documentation of your EMFAC Adjustment Calculation
See enclosure 2.
• Kem_SB 375 Post-Processing_2018 RTP_CO2 adj 03082018 with 2042 Plan
Old Plan.xlsx
8. Travel Demand Model Sensitivity Test Results
• _Kem MIP Sensitivity Tests.xlsx
Based on the modeling using the recommended ARB methodology, Kem COG's Regional
Planning Advisory Committee and governing Board have demonstrated attainment of the
following targets as seen in Table 1.
Table 1 - Current SB 375 Tar ets and Demonstration for the Kern Re

Thank you for consid ering this information. Should you have any questions regarding the
data provided, please feel free to contact me or my staff Rob Ball at 661-635-2902,
rball@kemcog.org or Ben Raymond at 661-635-2911 , braymond@kerncoq.org.
Sincerely,

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
Enclosures
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En closure 1 - Summ ary of Strategie s

DRAFT Sustainable Com munity Strategy Highlights

Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG)

Kern Council

of Governmenu

Kern COG's Susta inable Community Strategy to h elp the Stat e of Californ ia meet its
climate change goals and the req uirements of Senate Bill 375.
Kern COG 2018 - 2042 RTP/SCS Plan
Located at the crossroads of California, Kern COG is a single county
region that serves as the Northern ga teway to the Southern
1
California as well as the gateway between Northern Ca lifornia and
the national 1-40 corridor. The region is currently home to over
Kefn county
900,000, and is expected to add over 574,000 people, 158,000 jobs
;;;,:_
and 167,000 households by 2042. The 2018 RTP/SCS is the Kern
region's strategy to meet the near-term and future needs of its
.:.residents. Plan implementation is expected to increase the region's
•
...
transportation options and access to jo bs while reducing the
distance t raveled between jobs and housing. Kern COG's 2018
RTP/SCS is expected to help California meet its greenhouse gas
reduction goals by exceeding its 2011 SB 375 ta rgets of S percent in 2020 and 10 percent in 203S. The next RTP
those targets go up to 9% and 15% for the Kern region.

·-

--

--

RTP/SCS Key St rategy High lights
Kern COG's 2018 RTP/SCS Includes strategies that signal a major change from the prior plan, promoting a more
efficient land use pattern, transpo rtation system:
Ch;inging lnvcstmcnb ($ in million$)

•

Transit Access Nearly Doubled - 75% increase in homes

within 1/2 mile of passenger rail stops near quality transit
compared to 70"A. under prior plans.
•

Improved Transit Investment -Transit related capital

spending doubled over prior plan including BRT, express
bus, transit/HOV lanes, park & ride facilities, vanpooling,
and commuter rail (not including high speed ra il

7000 ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~

6000 1-.,,..-----------1
sooo
4000
3000
,000

1000

0

expenditures in Kern).
•

Revitalization of Existing Communities - 51% reduction in

wBAU w SCS

the rate of farmland loss to urban uses compared to
previous plan, 5% decrease in infrastructure costs, and a 17% reduction in water use by providing a full
range of housing choices.
•

•

•

Active Transportation - 1000+ miles of new/safer bike facilities by 2042, funded in-part by re-directing

existing funding sources to increase bike and pedestrian infrastructure funds by over 10x, resulting in a
decrease in household medical costs by promoting cleaner air and more active life-styles.
Transportation System/Demand Management - Improved system management and technology is
helping to slow travel growth, allowing the delay of two beltways and the redi rection of up to $38 in
highway funding to transit and active t ransportation.
Advancing All Communities - EJ communities receive 66% of highway investment and 89",.(, of transit
investment but only account for 54% and 75% of passenger miles traveled respectively.
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Measuring the Benefits of the 2018 RTP/SCS
D•v•lop•d AcrH (2042)

Households Near Transit
(2042)

Av•ras• Trip L•ngth (Mil••l

,,. l---t-=1
~---------~
- - - - - - --I
7.10

....'"'
....
6.90

6.i'O
6.50 L__J!:==!..._ _ _.!!!!!!!!!._...J

scs

Forecasted Development Pattern - Metropolitan Bakersfield (Growth Only)
Kii:mCOO SCS - 8u~im;!'!i:i~ A~ U:.;u~I

....

Land-Use Pattern for New Growth (Metro Area)

...

KernCOG SCS · Preferred Scenario
Land-Use Pattern for New Growth (Metro Atta}

.... , . .

tO•

}

RTP/SCS Key Outreach Highlights

After more than three years of extensive public input garnering input from over 8,000 participants, the Kern COG
l 04l lf,imSpor1atbn .in.11ysis zone d.il.l k b:..sed on UPl;tn I.ind use model. Fo, the 1..test g,owth pt,1nnlngassumplk>ll$ refer to loc,1lgener.11 pl.ins.
Boa rd
approved a slate of alternatives for inclusion in the EIR including the plan alternative to move forward with during
the 55 day public comment period. Key Outreach Activities Included:
•

Business/Industry and Environmental/Social Equity Roundtable stakeholder meetings;

•

Twenty-seven community workshops and meetings;

•

Directions to 2050 website with two online activities and an online survey to garner input;

•

Presentations before the eleven member agency City Councils and the Kern County Board of Supervisors;
and

•

Presentations to local organizations upon request.

For More Information

The Kern COG 2018 RTP/SCS ca n be found at the following web address www.kerncog.org/r egionaltransportation-plan . For ad ditional infor mation rega rd ing the Kern COG 2018 RTP/SCS, please contact
Director, Ahron Hakimi by phone 661-635-2900 or by email at ahakim i@kerncog.org .

Page 4 of 10

Sustainable Communitie s Strategy (SCS) Actions Helping Disa dvantaged Communities

30

SI

46

Percent
Disadvantaged

-

1-10%

-

11·20%

-

21·30%
31-40%
41·50%
51·5·60%

11

' 16

16

8 1·90%

-

91-100%

1,

s ou,ee:

61-70%
71·80%
-

~

201 8 c.a1

s,

Envlro.Screen
1001

16

c oootywlde Strategies: 1. 7, s. 9, 10, 1J, 17, 19, 20. 23, 39, .u. 44

~ high pollution, low population

In order to help demonstrate the Kem region's extensive efforts to comply with state climate change goals, Kern COG has identified
related member agency activities. All of the following suc=s stories (or implemented strategies) benefit the disadvantaged
communities by improving emissions, however the highlighted str.itegies benefit Kern's disadvantaged communities directly.
NEW S TRATEGIES

•Strateglei that were a l or partlaltymodeled are In bold,

•eakersfleld High Speed Rail Station Area Plan - Specific/ General
Ian Update
Kem COG 4.000 Workplace Charging Spaces by 2025

3. ~mprovements to S1 Bus Stops - Mttro Bakersfleld/Dlsadvantagn
elghborhoods)
~. ·New Taft Transit Center I Regional Transit Hub
L_~a~y Delrvery of Wasco Osadwntaige Com.mvni1y Active Transportation

~

rqects

Bakersfield Oisactvant&ge Communrhes Bike Share t Downtown 8'~cle
ConnectiVtly Pre>sect
7. Kem Highway Projects AcMlnclng Complete Street,~ - 8 Kem Regional Ac(ive Transponetion Plan Including Otsadvantaged
Communlhes
9. Kem COG Intelligent Transpo,tatlon Syste-m Plan Update
~ 0 $JV Rural Transit Shared Mobi1rty Stucfy for Disadvantaged Communities·
(1 1. SR 184 Lamoni Bi.ke and Pedestrian improvements
12. SR 184 and 155 Roundabouts in Oisactvantage Commun~ies o( Delano
&nd Wee(*>atch
ll..3.. Ktm County General Plan Update - Land use. conseMhon. Ope
----ispace. Circulation. Housing, and other key elements
14. Ea!ly Oeplo)fflen1 Pnclng Po~etes for Parking and FastPass HOT Lanes
6

ENHANCED STRATEGIES

men Project - MIii Creek and

16. •commuter Rail Feasibillly Study - Amtrak Improvements

~

1. •Rfdeshare Program - Commute Ker,.,.-8 EXPanding Parit and Ride Lees
9 ~al-A·Ride and local Trsnspor1ation Services
20. Kem County Bicycle Master Plan & Complete Streets
ecommenda1ions/City of Tehachapi Bl~cle Mast~
21 . City of Bekersfield~
le Faolities
22. Westside Station rv1ulti-m0dal Transit Center
3. •san Joaquin Valley Van pool Program (CalVans)
24. Kem County Wind Farm Areas (Large-st in U.S .)
2S. •city o f Shafter Container Yard and lntermodaf Rall Facilit y
E~ slon
26 tntersedion Sig,elization/Synchronization

ake

ENHA NCED STRATEGIES (continued)
27. "City of Ehikersfleld 4 New Downtown Infill Housing Projects
28. Cities of McFarland and Shafter -Conversion oftranst fleet to electn
29. vehlcies Golden Empire Transit - Purchase of 2 trecirlc Sus~
30. Lost Hills Wooderf\11 Park and Commvn1tywide Improvements
31. · Grapevine Specific and Community Plan and Special Plan
EXISTING/CONTIN UING STRATEGIES

32. •c1ty of Teh.achapl Gtneral Plan (Form-Based Code, Transect Zone,
MObillly Element, Town Form ElementL _

33. •1nn111ncenuve Zone - Lower Transponauon Impact Fee Core
34. •city of Taft General Plan - Sust ainabillty Principles

rea

35. •city of Ridgecrest General Plan and Multi-Modal Circulation Element
36. •M etro Bak ersfi eld General Plan Sewer Polley - Hook-up requ ired for
parcels less than 6 acres
37. ·City of Bak ersfield Required Lot Area Zoning Slrategle -- ~
38 San Joaquin Valley Ajr District's cire So1,m;e evie o 't1gatQ. Off·Site
lmpaccs of Oevel~ent
39. ·Transit Priority Areas In the Kem COG SC S
40. "Metropolitan Ehik 8fSfteld General Plan Cent8fS Concept - Transit
Prlor11y & Slrateglc Employmenl Place Types
41. ·GET Shon -Term Service Plan 1201 2-2020)
42. "GET X-92 Commuter Express bus ser~ce to ft Jon lndus1ila, Complex
43. Kern511 - Traveler Information System
44, San Joaquin Valley Blueprint lntegralion Pr(lject
45. Caltrans Vehicle Detection System - Slate Route 43 Intersection
Improvements and East Bakersfield VehiC5e Deteet1on Systems
46. California Highway Patrol's Safety Comdors
47. Purchase of CNG Buses (80• bus fleet)
48. The Eleet,ic Cab Company of Delano
49. ·Downtown Elementary School Expansion (Sakersfleldl
50. Traffic Contrd Devicesr ·
51. Kern Region Energy Ac(ion Plans (Kem REAP) and Kem Energy WatOh
Goal3
.
52. Tejon Ranch CooseMlion and land Use Ageement
53. Kern County Communi1y Re'vftai z.alion Program
54. · Kern Transll - Route Connection W t h Anl t lope VaJley Transit
Aut hority
·csu eakersfteld - Public Transit Center

ss.
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Public/Educational Outreach Summary- Kem 2018 RTP/SCS

in Meaningful
Opportunities for Public Involvement
with Appropriate Translation Services
Dlrectlonsto2050.org

Over 100 Public Outreach Opportunities over Past 4-Years*

J!oi1 ~i:1'1

, 1 Website, 600 Played an Interactive Survey Game Tool

•. /,.~~

~

,:.:;,i . 4 Annual Phone/Text Surveys -

--i,:.;,,,-=
,m,,.ovoyourcommunl1Y

over-sampled in outlying areas
. 25 Public Regional Planning Advisory Committee meetings
• 24 City C.Ouncil and Board of Supervisor Presentations

. 23 Festivals, Fairs, Farmer's Markets and Other Events

Festival in Sh~

.r ."'1111111 ,

.

-

17 Stakeholder Hosted Mini-Grant Workshops
•' - - • 9 Active Transportation Workshop Walk Audits
• 5 Environment/Social Equity; Business/Ind. Roundtable Mtgs.
, 3 Publicly Advertised Hearings in Ridgecrest, Arvin, Bakersfield
.i . 1 Co-Presentation with the Tejon Tribe in Lamont

• Not lnctucllng

-~--

!I

over SO public

RPAC/TTAC
oversight
meetings

2015• 2018

Kern is the ONLY Small/ Medium MPO listed in
2017 State RTP Guidelines as an "Exemplary
Planning Practice" For Educational Outreach.
t .
(
ca
0

27 + People/Groups
Participated in
environment nnd SOcinl CQultv

Rou ndtable Pr1rticipants:
Tf"jon Tnhe, t;;montJWPf'rlp,tcti

Collaborative, North of the River

R.ccreatiOn ,md P-.:irk Otstrit:t. t'..cm
Countv O.partment or Publ~

Health, caioans, Greater
8akcrsfteld Leo.ii A5Sl5t.lncc, first
S KPm, Bl!w BakemieJd1 CJ11n"fei1

Pathways, the Center tor Race
Jll;M:rly and the l:rw1ronrncnt.

Colifomia Walks, the Leadershio
Counsel for Justice aod
Accountab:Jity, Bik.c 8Jkcr9K'td,
tt)(" Delores Huert.H •0trod11tiol'J

"""1 County Blod< Oiamber <>

Comrn,:ro,:, Qty of Sil~"r.>fM.:ld,
GET Ovs, Sequoia Ri'-""lilnd Tn.1st.

othm .

Business & lndustry
Roundtlble: Vlhf(ll"nia Tn.ding
Msoo.1bon Fnto l.dy; leJOn
R:,1nch, Qty oi'e..1!.:l-'fefw(d, Fehr &

~rs.. C.,mbri(:S(}e Sy$tem~~.

, Dec. 2015 - Environ. & Social Equity Roundtable
• Mar. 2016 - Environ. & Social Equity Roundtable
• May. 2016 - Report to RPAC and COG Board on
EJ Recommended Methodology Change
• Jul. 2016 - Business & Industry Roundtable
• Aug. 2017 - Combined E&S/B&I Roundtable
• Sept. 2017 - Update to RPAC and COG Board on
addition of new Federal Required Safety

Performance Measure

Tiogo, Larry P,ckctt Publk:
~elations, Olhtrs

L
--

Roundtables
Report to the
RPAC

Kern COG is the ONLY MPO listed in the 2010 RTP
Guidelines adopted by the Stat e as a " Best Practice"
for Environmental Justice Analysis
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Methodology to Calculate CO2 Adjustment to EMFAC Output for
SB 375 Target Demonstrations
Background:
In 2010, ARB established regional SB 375 greenhouse gas (GHG) targets in the form of
a percent reduction per capita from 2005 for passenger vehicles using the ARB
Emission Factor model, EMFAC 2007. EMFAC is a California-specific computer model
that calculates weekday emissions of air pollutants from all on -road motor vehicles
including passenger cars, trucks, and buses. ARB updates the EM FAC model
periodically to reflect the latest planning assumptions (such as vehicle fleet mix) and
emissions estimation data and methods. Since the time when targets were set using
1
EMFAC2007, ARB has released two subsequent versions, EMFAC2011 and
EMFAC201 4 2 •
ARB has improved the carbon dioxide (CO2) emission rates in EMFAC2011 and
EMFAC2014, based on recent emission testing data and updated energy consumption
for air conditioning. In add ition, vehicle fleet mix has been updated in EMFAC2011 and
again in EMFAC2014 based on the latest available Department of Motor Vehicle data at
the time of model development. These changes have lowered the overall CO2
emission rates in EMFAC2011 and EMFAC2014 compared to EMFAC2007.
Purpose:
Some metropolitan p lanning organizations (MPOs) used EMFAC 2007 to quantify GHG
emissions reductions from their first Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS); others used EMFAC 2011 . As MPOs estimate GHG
emissions reductions from subsequent RTP/SCSs, they will use the latest approved
version of EMFAC, but using a different model will influence their estimates and their
ability to achieve SB 375 ta rgets. The goal of this methodology is to hold each MPO to
the same level of stringency in achieving their SB 375 targets regardless of the version
of EMFAC used for its second RTP/SCS.
ARB staff has developed this methodology to allow MPOs to adjust the calculation of
percent reduction in per capita CO2 emissions used to meet the established targets
when using either EMFAC2011 or EMFAC2014 for their second RTP/SCS . This
method will neutralize the changes in fleet average emission rates between the version
used for the first RTP/SCS and the version used for the second RTP/SCS. The
methodology adjusts for the small benefit or disbenefits resulting from the use of a
different version of EMFAC by accounting for changes in emission rates, and applies an

'EMFAC2011 was approved by USEPA In March 2013.
2
EMFAC2014 is under review ror USEPA approval.

1
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adjustment when quantifying the percent reduction in per capita CO2 emissions using
EMFAC2011 or EMFAC2014.
Applicability:
The adjustment is applicable when the first RTP/SCS was developed using either
EMFAC2007 or EMFAC2011 and the second RTP/SCS will be developed using a
different version of the model (EMFAC2011 or EMFAC2014).
•

Hold the 2005 baseline CO2 per capita estimated in the first RTP/SCS constant.
Use both the human population and transportation activity data (VMT and speed
distribution) from the first RTP/SCS to calculate the adj ustment.

•

Add the adjustment to the percent reduction in CO2 per capita calculated with
EMFAC2011 or EMFAC2014 for the second RTP/SCS. This will allow equivalent
comparison to the first RTP/SCS where emissions were established with EMFAC
2007 or EMFAC2011.

Example Adjustment Calculation /hypothetical for illustration purposes):
In this example, the first RTP/SCS was developed using EMFAC2007 and the second
RTP/SCS using EMFAC2011 to calculate the CO2 per capita.
Step1: Compile the CO2 per capita numbers from the MPO's first adopted RTP/SCS
using EMFAC 2007 w ithout any off-model adjustments for calendar years (CY) 2005,
2020, and 2035 for passenger vehicles.
Calendar Year
2005
2020
2035

EMFAC2007 CO2 Per capita llbs/davl
30.0
28.8
27.6

Step 2: Calculate the percent reductions in CO2 per capita from the 2005 base year for
CY 2020 and 2035 from Step 1.
Calendar Year
2020
2035

EMFAC2007 Percent Reductions 1%1
4.0%
8.0%

Step 3: Develop the input files for the EMFAC2011 model using the same activity data
for CY 2020 and 2035 from the first adopted RTP/SCS (same activity data used in Step
1) and execute the model.
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Step 4: Calculate the CO2 per capita for CY 2020 and 2035 using the EMFAC2011
output from Step 3; do not include Pavley I, LCFS, and ACC benefits for passenger
veh icles.
Calendar Year
2020
2035

EMFAC2011 CO2 Per caoita !lbs/davl
28.2
27.9

Step 5: Calculate the percent reductions in CO2 per capita for CY 2020 and 2035
calculated in Step 4 from base year 2005 established in Step 1.
Calendar·Year
2020
2035

EMFAC2011 Percent Reductions 1%)
6.0%
7.0%

Step 6: Calculate the difference in percent reductions between Step 5 and Step 2
(subtract Step 5 results from Step 2 results) for CY 2020 and 2035; this yields the
adjustment for the respective CY.
Calendar Year
2020
2035

EMFAC2011 Adiustment 1%1
-2 .0%
+1 .0%

Step 7: Develop the input files for the EMFAC2011 model using the activity data from
the new/second RTP/SCS for CY 2020 and 2035 without any off-model adjustments
and execute the mode l.
Step 8: Calculate the CO2 per capita for CY 2020 and 2035 using the EMFAC2011
output from Step 7; do not include Pavley I, LCFS, and ACC benefits for passenger
vehicles.
Calendar Year
2020
2035

EMFAC2011 CO2 Per caoita !lbs/dav\
26.4
26.1

Step 9: Calculate the percent reductions in° CO2 per capita for CY 2020 and 2035
calculated in Step 8 from base year 2005 established in Step 1.
Calendar Year
2020
2035

EMFAC2011 Percent Reductions 1%1
12.0%
13.0%
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•

Step 1 O: Add the adjustment factors from Step 6 io the percent reductions calculated for
the new/second RTP/SCS (Step 9) using EMFAC 2011 for CY 2020 and 2035.
Calendar Year
2020
2035

Adiusted Percent Reductions 1%1
10.0%
14.0%

Follow the same steps to adjust for use of EMFAC2007 or EMFAC2011 to
EMFAC2014. Do not include any off-model adjustments during application of the
EMFAC adjustment factor.

4
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Attachment B – Federal Air Quality Conformity Approval Finding on the 2018 RTP

US. Depa lme.it

d 1o ,sparo1iol ,
FederoJ Highway

California Division
December 3, 2018

Administration

650 Capitol Mall, Suite 4-100
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 498-5001
(916) 498-5008 (FAX)

ln Reply Refer To:
HDA-CA
Mr. Abron Hakimi, Executive Director
Kem Council of Governments
1401 19111 Street #300
Bakersfield, CA 93301
SUBJECT:

Conformity Determination for KCOG's 2019 FTlP and 2018 RTP/SCS

Dear Mr. Hakimi:
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FT A)
have comp leted our reviews of the c-0nformity determination for the Kern Council of
Governments' (KCOG) 2019 Federal Transponation Improvement Program {FTlP), and 2018
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS).
A FHWA/FTA air quality ronformity determination is required pursuant the Environmental
Protection Agency's (EPA) Transportation Conformity Ride, 40 Code of Federal Regulations
(CFR) Parts 51 and 93, and the United States Depanment of Transportation's Final Rule on
Stalewide and Metropolitan Planning, 23 CFR Part 450.
On August 16, 2018 KCOG adopted the 2019 FTlP and 2018 RTP/SCS. The ronformityanalysis
submitted by KCOG indicates that all air quality conformity requirements have been met. Based
on our review, we find that KCOG's 2019 FTIP and 2019 RTP/SCS conform to the applicable
state implementation p lan in accordance with the provisions of 40 CFR Parts 5 l and 93.
1n accordance with the February 14, 2018 Memorandum ofAgreemenl (MOA) between the
FHWA California Division and the FTA Region 9, FTA has concurred with this e-0nformity
determination. As agreed in the MOA, FHWA' s single signature ronstitutes the FHWA and the
FTA's joint air quality conformity determination for KCOG's 2019 FTIP and 2018 RTP/SCS.
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If you have questions pertaining to this conformity finding, contact Scott Carson of the FHWA
California Division's Office at (916) 498-5029, or by email at scott.carson/@.dot.gov.

Sincerely,

t~,.~
Director, Planning and Environment
Federal Highway Administration

Attachment C – Kern COG Comments on the Draft ARB SCS Evaluation Guidelines

Kern Council
of Governments

October 9, 2018

Kurt Karperos, Deputy Executive Director
California Air Resources Board
PO Box 2815
Sacramento, CA 95812

Re: Comments on Draft SCS Review Guidelines

Dear Mr. Karperos.
Please find attached our comments on the Draft SCS Review Guidelines we accessed
online via a link emailed to Kern COG from Nesamani Kalandiyur on September 18, 2018.
Contact us if we can be of further assistance.

Sincerely,

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
Attachment

Kern Council of Governments
1401 19'" Streets, Suite 300 Bakersfield CA 93301 661·63S.2900 Facsimile 661·324-8215 TIY 661·832•7433 www.kerncog.org
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Comme nts Reference ARB Confidential Draft SCS Review
Guidelines access link emailed to Kern COG 9/18/17:
https:/fcarb.sharepoint.com/:w:/r/site..s[extranet[ layouts/15/0gc.aspi<?sourcedoc=%?892C0085&-?C88-4E87·9820·
C62A36F04610%70&file=Otc11ft SCS Evaluation Guidelines.d00<&action=default&mobileredirect=uue

COMMENT 1
General Comment
The SCS is a chapter of the Regional Transportation Plan and the California
Transportation Commission is tasked with maintaining the RTP guidelines which were
just updated in 2017. To avoid potential conflicting requirements these guidelines should
be worked into the CTC RTP guidelines. CARB does not have authority to create
RTP/SCS guidelines for MPOs.
COMMENT 2
Title of Document
Change title to "SCS/APS Technical Methodology Review (TMR) Guidelines for
CARB' consistent with language in SB 375 legislation. CARB is does not have authority
to evaluate Sustainable Community Strategies under current legislation, only to evaluate
methodology used to determining if an APS is needed or not. If this document is to
include the SB 1SO Review process then the title should include mention of SB 1SO as
well and that discussion should be placed in a separate section of the document.
COMMENT 3
P. 5 paragarph 1
Executive Summary of Proposed

scs Evaluation Framework

The California Air Resources Board (CARBJ recently updated the Senate Bill (SB) 375
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reduction targets that apply to the Regional
Transportation Plans (RTPs) prepared by the State's 18 Metropolitan Planning
Organizations (MPOs) for the first time since the program's inception. In March 2018.
the CARB Board Increased the targets for most of the MPOs from the original targets
that were set in 2010, and also directed staff to shift the way in which CARS staff

evaluates each plan pursuant to SB 375 targets. Specirlcally, the Board directed staff to
p!ace greater attention on the strategies. policies, and investments committed by the
MPOs and the jurisdictions they represent. Recent amendments to SB 375 also

direaeoCAR8 o examine and reportlol~e legislature on evidence of on-lhe-grouoo
PLOQress and Im~ of ~icy cha!)lle on GHG emissions reductions. In other words
are the Sustainable Communitles Strategies (SCSs) being implemented, and If not,
whatls gelling 1n the way?
Thus. there are multiple drivers that warrant the need to update the way in which CARB

evaluates SCSs to address shortcomings with the current process. respond to Board

The first paragraph of the executive summary identifies two reasons or ' drivers" for creation

of the guidelines.
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Driver 1) the March 2018 CARB meeting directed staff to shift away from an emphasis on
the targets and modeling, characterized as largely symbolic by the Board.
Driver 2) SB 150 amendment to SB 375 requires a report once every 4-years to the
legislature on how the SCSs are doing, providing increased accountability through existing
data on the strategies, best practices, challenges and state funding needed to get things
done.
The second requirement has little to do with the first. This technical methodology review
(TMR) guidelines should only deal with Driver 1). Certainly information gleaned from data
developed for Driver 1) can assist in the development of Driver 2) but bringing SB 150 into
the TMR guidelines is beyond the intent of the legislation. The attempt to mix these two
drivers is a fundamental flaw in these draft guidelines and must be corrected.
SB 375, as amended by SB 150, continues to have a very narrow description of the nature
of the SB 375 Technical Methodology Review:
"65080 (b)(2)(J)(ii) After adoption, a metropolitan planning organization
shall submit a sustainable communities strategy or an alternative planning
strategy, if one has been adopted, to the state board for review, including
the quantification of the greenhouse gas emission reductions the strategy
would achieve and a description of the technical methodology used to
obtain that result. Review by the state board shall be limited to
acceptance or ra/ection of the metropolitan planning organization's
determination that the strategy submitted would. if implemented. achieve
the greenhouse gas emission reduction targets established by the state
board. The state board shall complete its review within 60 days.·

The above law states that the SCS TMR "shall be limited to" the data needed to make a
determination that the SCS ' if implemented' would achieve the GHG reduction targets.
This TMR must be limited to the travel modeling data documentation used to develop the
target demonstration results only. SB 150 amendments to the law did not remove the very
strong phrase •shall be limited to" but chose to keep it in place.
Further, at the July 2015 CARB meeting when the Kern COG 201 4 SCS TMR was
approved, the Board commented about the excessive length of the TMR report which was
larger than the Kern COG SCS document. The board at that time made a comment that
the CARB staff should find ways to reduce the size of the TMR, focus less on the target
numbers exercise and more on the strategies.
SB 150 amendments provide for a report that meets this requested new emphasis of the
Board at these two meetings. SB 150 promotes added accountability through the collection
of data-supported metrics on GHG emissions, strategies, best practices, challenges and
identifies state funding needed to help the SCSs be implemented fully and meet the Goals
of SB 375. SB 150 States:
' 65080 (b)(2)(J)(iv) On or before September 1, 2018, and eve,y four years
thereafter to align with target setting, notwithstanding Section 10231 .5, the
state board shall prepare a report that assesses progress made by each
metropolitan planning organization in meeting the regional greenhouse gas
emission reduction targets set by the stale board. The reporl shall include
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changes to greenhouse gas emissions in each region and data-supported
metrics for the strategies utilized to meet the targets. The report shall also
include a discussion of best practices and the challenges faced by the
metropolitan planning organizations in meeting the targets. including the
effect of state policies and funding. The report shall be developed in
consultation with the metropolitan planning organizations and affected
stakeholders. The report shall be submitted to the Assembly Committee on
Transportation and the Assembly Committee on Natural Resources, and to
the Senate Committee on Transportation and Housing and the Senate
Committee on Environmental Quality. ·

The separate SB 150 Report should focus more on the strategies and data-supported
metrics for GHG reduction, as well as provide best practices. and challenges for meeting
the targets, including the effects of state policies and funding in accordance with the
CARB's direction. In addition, most of these item are required to be excluded from the
TMR report for which CARS staff has been requested to streamline by their board.
COMMENT4
P. 6 Exhibit 1
The items in this chart are for SB 150, not SB 375 TMR Report.
COMMENTS
P. 6-8 Evaluation of Policy Commitments, Tracking, and Incremental Progress
These three categories are more appropriate under SB 150 reporting and should not be
mixed with SB 375 TMR reporting.
COMMENTS
P. 7-8 MPO Credit for Incremental Progress
We propose the following streamlined methodology demonstrating the SCS meets the
targets.
Only Look At Effects of Strategies When an APS May Be Required: We agree with
CARB's effort to recognize and give credit for factors beyond the control of MPOs and
local governments. Synergistic effects of strategies and other variables make
quantification challenging. To better streamline the target demonstration in the SCS,
exogenous variables such as the economy or fuel prices should only be taken into
account if initial modeling indicates that a region may be required to prepare an APS. If
the SCS is certified by ARB as meeting the targets, no further analysis of strategies is
needed. This should help streamline the target setting process which CARS considers
largely symbolic.
Qualitative Approach Option : When a region is having difficulty in demonstrating the
target and an APS may be required, the MPO may provide a simple qualitative list of
existing, expanded/revised and new strategies to CARS. If the list includes all strategies
from similar sized regions, the SCS can be certified. If not, the SCS may be revised to
add those strategies, or the region may opt for a Quantitative Approach:
4

Quantitative Approach Option: The quantitative approach allows the MPO to perform a
series of travel model runs that attempt to isolate the exogenous variables without trying
to account for synergistic effects. If the emissions adjusted for the exogenous variables
still falls short of the target, an APS is required. This analysis is only a last resort.
Incremental Plan over Plan Reporting is NOT Required in SB 375: Incremental
reporting and demonstrating plan over plan improvements are not required by SB 375 or
SB 150. Requiring incremental reporting and improvements are an overreach of state
law. The March 2018 CARB resolution adopting the 2018 Targets provided support for a
1-time incremental comparison to the most recent SCS considered by CARB prior to Oct.
2018. For Kern that would be the 2014 RTP. The CARB resolution states that · ... the
guidelines update should include guidance for MPOs on reporting the increment of
progress made from land use and transportation strategy commitments in their plan in
effect as of October 2018.• The guidelines are to only suggest comparison to pre-Oct.
2018 SCS for all future cycles. Neither the resolution nor state law provides for on-going
incremental comparisons with each SCS cycle where each cycle the MPO must show
additional progress over the previous cycle. Moving the bar each cycle is was not the
intent of SB 375 and SB 150.
In addition, the CARB resolution requesting the reporting of increment of progress is in
violation of the SB 375 requirement that the CARB "shall be limited to" acceptance or
rejection of the SCS.
The proposed reporting of the incremental increases in strategies is also problematic for
other reasons. For example, if a strategy is curtailed or delayed (like High Speed Rail), it
is up to the region to propose an alternative mix of strategies. Sometimes strategies
show a decreased expenditure level because their implementation is nearly complete.
When that happens the funding for that strategy is decreased, resulting in a plan to plan
comparison with less funding than the previous cycle. In Kern, we were awarded funding
for nearly 20 years-worth of bike infrastructure in the first 4 years of the SCS, so for the
latest RTP the percent of planned expenditures for bike facilities has been reduced. Not
because of a reduction in the priority of bike paths, but because rts implementation was
actually accelerated .
SB 150 reporting should include generous footnotes on observed data charts that may be
affected the unique circumstances or exogenous variables such as an upswing in the
economy or travel costs.
COMMENT7
P. 11-12 MPOICARB Roles and Responsibilities under SB 375
This section is duplicative of the CTC RTP Guidelines. At a minimum this section should
only reference the latest RTP Guidelines.
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Attachment D – Kern COG Staff Comments on SB 150 Report
From: Rob Ball <RBall@kerncog.org>
Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2018 4:42 PM
To: Kimura, Lezlie@ARB <Lezlie.Kimura@arb.ca.gov>; Dolney, Nicole@ARB <nicole.dolney@arb.ca.gov>; Kalandiyur,
Nesamani@ARB <nesamani.kalandiyur@arb.ca.gov>; Knecht, Carey@ARB <Carey.Knecht@arb.ca.gov>
Cc: Ahron Hakimi <AHakimi@kerncog.org>; braymond@kerncog.org; Ryan Niblock <niblock@sjcog.org>; Alex Marcucci
<AMarcucci@trinityconsultants.com>; kcai@fresnocog.org
Subject: RE: SB 150 Draft: Final Response -- Kern COG 9/25/18
Thank you for an opportunity to provide input on the SB 150 Draft Report elements for Kern, and the quick response to our early
set of questions last week. This review opportunity is important to ensure that trends and comparisons are being reported
accurately so as not to mislead the public. We have the following comments:
1) Omit VMT Chart - We agree with omitting the HPMS VMT per population chart for this first round report. The method
proposed recently by ARB is not comparable with the SCS VMT and could create confusion. ARB should continue to work
closer with Caltrans HPMS and the MPOs to capture many of the factors captured by the SCS process established by the
ARB RTAC back in 2010 to make the HPMS performance measure indicator more comparable with the SCS. As you know,
MPOs calibrate their models to HPMS, but the per capita calculations in the SCS exclude through trips (XX) and nonpassenger vehicle travel. If ARB decides to include the chart in the future, it is important to omit from HPMS the XX trips
for at least the smaller regions because XX makes up a high percentage of total travel within the region (20% in the Kern
region).
2) Correct Transit Ridership Data Error – The Daily Transit Ridership Chart has error for 2014 SCS (2020 & 2035) data. The
data provided in the SB150 spreadsheet from Kern COG (updated version attached) was an annual total. That annual total
appears to have been divided by 260 days to come up with a daily. Kern has multiple transit systems that include
weekend service so you should uses 360 operating days to convert the annual to daily to be comparable with what is
reported to NTD by our transit agencies. We recommend ARB use corrected values from cycle 1 represented by the large
blue dots in the chart below. ARB’s incorrect values are the red dots and should be deleted. The chart below is also in the
attached spreadsheet.

3) Comparability with Other Reported Ridership Data –Please add the following footnote to this chart. “To maintain
comparability with observed NTD data, the transit boardings data shown here do NOT include school bus and Amtrak/HSR
ridership.”
4) Urbanized Land Chart Footnote – Field report summaries from FMMP for Kern County 2005-2014
(http://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/Pages/Kern.aspx) provide detail about the conversions to urbanized and
built up land, although field reports for some 2-years cycles are less detailed than others. There are a number of
conversions to urban and built-up uses that Kern COG is not able to account for in our land use forecast modeling for SB

375: solar fields, percolation basins, landfills, utilities, mining, and airports (we have categorized these types as “Other”).
Some of these conversions are at existing land use locations that the Kern COG land use model considers already
developed; for example: expanding runways at existing airports counts as conversion to urbanized land, however in the
land use model this land is shown as existing developed. Below is the same Kern Urbanized Land chart from ARB showing
urban/built-up acres broken down by the development types in the FMMP field reports. Solar and other noncommercial/industrial makes up over 3/4ths of the 2012–2014 growth in urbanized land. We recommend that the
following footnote be added referencing the 2014 bar on this chart: “FMMP data for urbanized land includes land
conversions to solar fields and other uses that are not used in land use modeling for transportation plans. According to the
2014 FMMP field data report for Kern County approximately 2,000 acres, of Kern County’s 5 million acres, were converted
to commercial/industrial/residential development between 2013-2014. This is well below the amount forecasted for the
SCS. The remaining 6,000 acres were developed as large solar fields, percolation basins, wind farms, and other nonurban/built-up activities. Kern County produces more renewable energy than any other County in California
(https://www.drecp.org/counties/factsheets/Kern_county.pdf).”

Below is the table we generated from the field report data:
Urbanized Land (Acres) by Type (from FMMP field report)

Year

Commercial/Industrial

Residential

Solar

2006

215

840

2008

360

2,550

2010

360

2012*
2014

Other

Total

Net
Urbanized
Land (ARB
Value)

Unaccounted for
in field report

-

205

1,260

7512

6,252

10

3,920

6,840

9356

2,516

770

-

1,575

2,705

3203

498

60

1,060

-

320

1,440

1829

389

645

1,145

1,785

7,555

7867

312

*2012 Residential acreage includes additional acreage that is non-residential

3,980

5) Modify Labels on RTP Expenditures Chart - Change the labeling method of the charts to include which cycles are being
compared (i.e. “Cycle 1 SCS 2014”). Most of the charts for Kern are comparing cycle 1 with the observed performance
indicator, but the expenditure plan chart compares cycle 1 with cycle 2, missing the tremendous gains between the Pre
SCS 2011 and Cycle 1 SCS 2014. This first report should compare the pre SCS with cycle 1 as provided in the SB 150
spreadsheet from Kern COG. The next report can compare cycle 1 with cycle 2 for those regions that have a cycle 2
adopted. Failure to report the pre SCS expenditures to the legislature overlooks the tremendous progress made between
the last pre SCS and the cycle 1 SCS. We are open to including all three bars in this chart (Pre-SCS 2011, Cycle 1 SCS 2014,
and Cycle 2 SCS 2018). If a region lacks data for one of these items then provide a “data not available” footnote.
6) Total New Housing Units Chart Footnote – Add the following footnote: “From 2014 to 2017 Kern has experienced a
second unanticipated recession due to the drop in oil prices which is a major economic sector for the County. Significantly
less growth means a significant reduction in the anticipated overall climate change emissions.”
7) Total New Single Family Housing Units Footnote – Add the following footnote: “According to the U.S. Census, In 2015 the
median home price in Bakersfield, the ninth largest city in the state, was $237,600. Countywide the median housing value
was $175,600 with an average mortgage payment $1,434. Kern is one of the most affordable large regions in the state,
and has seen the second highest increase in home ownership among millennials in the nation
https://www.housingwire.com/articles/38917-these-cities-attract-the-most-millennial-homeowners . According to Kern
County Assessor data, approximately 800 new single family housing units were constructed are on more affordable small
lots (6,000 sq. ft. or less).
8) Total New Multi-Family Housing Units Footnote - Add the following footnote: “With the loss of re-development agencies
the number of affordable multi-family housing units has decreased significantly compared with historic trends.”
9) Add Best Practices for Kern – Kern COG provided several best practices that were not included in the final report. Please
include these refined best practices from Kern:
a. Regional Work Place Charging Program - Kern COG has created the Advanced Transportation Technology
Planning Program as part of its Overall Work Program to accelerate implementation of workplace electric vehicle
charging and other alternative fuel technology fueling stations in the region. Providing advance technology
charging/fueling infrastructure will help accelerate conversion of existing fleets to low/no emissions
technology. Kern COG has set a goal of facilitating 4,000 workplace charging location by 2025 through these and
other efforts. Kern COG successfully held a Transit Symposium in January 2018, with CARB as a guest speaker on
the Innovative Clean Transit regulation to provide information and resources regarding zero emission transit
programs. In partnership with the Center for Sustainable Energy, Kern COG was awarded a California Energy
Commission grant in 2018 to develop a Kern EV Blueprint. Kern COG partners with Project Clean Air and the San
Joaquin Valley Clean Cities Coalition to host a National Drive Electric Week event and promote awareness at
community events. Our staff serves as a resource to our member agencies, who are actively seeking funding and
completing projects to incorporate electric vehicle infrastructure and vehicles in their operations.
b. SCS Community Progress Monitoring and Grant Incentive Program – At the request of our local cities and county,
Kern COG provides a VMT per sub area to give local communities monitoring feedback on how effective their
strategies are. The analysis uses the regional travel demand model. Communities that are showing increase in
VMT per capita are considered for a regional technical assistance planning grant or other grant to help them
improve their communities’ per capita emissions in the next cycle.
c. Lower Traffic Impact Fees Downtown - Three local jurisdictions in Kern are now fostering or incentivizing local
growth that supports the success of the Kern COG Sustainable Communities Strategy and regional health, equity,
conservation, and climate goals. In cooperation with the County of Kern, the Cities of Bakersfield and Tehachapi
have implemented reduced rate transportation impact fee programs for their central core areas. The reduced fee
is half what the fee would be in the periphery of the Cities creating a disincentive for sprawl. Significant levels of
development have already taken advantage of the reduced fee in the core areas of the two
communities. Bakersfield has a large mixed use area downtown while the City of Tehachapi has is implementing a
form-based code general plan.
d. Ridesourcing/Micro Transit - Kern COG is working with it’s two largest public transit providers and two municipal
transit providers to integrate ridesourcing (Transportation Network Companies, TNCs, MicroTransit) within the
transportation system. Kern COG and Kern Transit are part of the Valley Go pilot project which is follow up to a
study funded by ARB and completed by UC Davis to develop a last mile TNC to connect to existing transit service
in the disadvantaged communities. The study identified Lamont, Arvin and Wasco as the most likely
disadvantaged communities with the greatest potential for implementing a ridesourcing service. Since
completion of the Study, Golden Empire Transit District has completed a micro-transit study and is in the early
stages of implementation. Both projects should begin operation in 2019.

e. Active Transportation Plan Bike Share Programs - CSU Bakersfield has implemented a student bike share
program, the first bike share program in the region. The program is funded as part of student fees. The City of
Bakersfield has been awarded an Active Transportation Program grant to implement a bike share program in its
downtown and is considering level 1 electric assist bikes.
f. Containerized Freight Load Matching - Containerized freight load matching is now being implemented at the
Wonderful Industrial Park in Central Kern. The City of Shafter has provided a secure container yard that can be
used for exchanging and cleaning out the shipping containers, while two companies (an importer and exporter) at
the park have developed a load matching agreement that works as a virtual container yard eliminating the need
to exchange containers. The resulting re-use of import containers for export goods reduces VMT, transport costs,
fuel use, emissions, and wear & tear on roadways by roughly 40% per container. The agreement may foster
expansion to other distribution centers at the park. If volumes continue to grow, intermodal rail shift from truck
using adjacent rail sidings at the City of Shafter container yard may become viable due to the ability to ship
containers both directions full. Initial rail shipments would likely be to and from the Midwest.
g. First Approved HSR Station Area Plan Prioritizes Walkability - The City of Bakersfield is the first City in the State
to adopt a High Speed Rail Station Area Plan and environmental document. The plan includes a phased approach
that focus first on the creation of a pedestrian oriented paseo through the historic core of downtown and
connecting the rest of the City to the HSR station with an extensive BRT system that connect to the International
Airport. One of the first steps of the plan was the early completion of a first phase parking pricing study for
downtown which has resulted in increased parking pricing at the main municipal lot, and increased enforcement.
h. RHNA Housing Data Book Helps 100% Approval of Housing Elements at Reduced Cost - As part of the 2014 RHNA
process Kern COG supported local agency development of housing elements through the creation of a state
Housing and Community Development (HCD) pre-approved Housing Data Book. The data book included available
land zoned for low income housing to show each community that they had the ability to meet their housing need
as well as statistics required to prepare the housing element. Agencies that used the databook received a
streamlined review by HCD and avoided the cost of generating the required data for their community. 100% of
the housing elements for Kern are now in complete compliance and eligible for ATP and other important
resources need to implement the region’s SCS.

VI.
RPAC
January 2, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Linda Urata
Regional Planner

RPAC AGENDA ITEM: VI.
Kern Advanced Transportation Technology Program - Status Report

DESCRIPTION:
To help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early deployment of alternative fuel vehicle
technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles and compressed natural gas-fueled vehicles.
DISCUSSION:
Announcement: The TRANSITions 2019 Symposium will be held on Tuesday, February 26, 2019 from 8am
to 3:30pm at Hodel’s Country Dining in Bakersfield. A Save the Date email was sent the week of December
17th to the individuals who attended or were invited to attend TRANSITions 2018. Kern COG staff met with
staff from Golden Empire Transit and Kern Transit to discuss the second annual transit summit. Speakers
and vendors will be announced in January.
Kern EV Charging Station Plan: The Kern EV Blueprint has been renamed the Kern EV Charging Station
Plan. On Friday, November 29th, 23 Work Group members, Kern COG staff and Center for Sustainable
Energy staff me in Bakersfield. The group will meet on the first Friday of each month between January and
June 2019. The Work Group is tasked with the following work:
•
•
•
•

Review documents and provide or process information between the meetings
Set goals for EV infrastructure and vehicle deployment throughout Kern County
Review and accept the project selection methodology for up to 12 projects incorporated in the plan
Distribute and/or identify contacts for the distribution of a Kern EV Blueprint toolkit

The Kern EV Charging Station Plan site selection process has begun. Charging Station Siting Form (click
here) If this link does not work for you, please email Linda Urata at lurata@kerncog.org and she will send
the link to you via email.
Kern EV Charging Spaces: Please find the most recent charging space inventory by zip code attached to
this staff report.
Clean Vehicle Rebates Issued in Kern County: The Center for Sustainable Energy reports that between
December 31, 2017 and August 31, 2018 in Kern County 244 rebates were processed for a total of $525,800.
There has been an even split of 121 rebates each for Plug-in Hybrids and Battery Electric Vehicles along with
two “other” rebates. Statewide in this same time period 43,207 rebates were issued totaling $101,662,200
with PHEVs making up 37.2% and BEVs 59.2% of all rebates.
Valley Go! Kern COG Staff actively support the Ecosystem of Shared Mobility in the San Joaquin Valley |
Valley Go project. The project team closed out the RFP for a contractor to supply and install EVSE at six
(6) multi-unit dwellings in Kern and Tulare counties on September 14, 2018, and construction of the
recharging infrastructure is currently in progress. In Phase 1 of the project, a total of ten (10) level 2 dual
port EV chargers will be installed at the following locations:

Community

Address

County

Sierra Village
Highland gardens
Sandcreek
Caliente Creek
Sunrise Villa
Rosaleda Village

1375 N Crawford Ave, Dinuba 93618
2423 N Highland St, Visalia, CA 93291
41020 Road 124, Orosi, CA 93647
909 Meyer Street, Arvin, CA 93203
1600 Poplar Avenue, Wasco, CA 93280
650 N Maple St, Wasco, CA 93280

Tulare
Tulare
Tulare
Kern
Kern
Kern

No. of
Units
44
36
60
46
44
244

No. of dual
Chargers
1
2
2
2
2
1

An additional seven (7) level 2 dual port EV chargers will be installed during Phase 2 of the project. The
site location(s) to host the additional chargers have not been identified at this point, but will be determined
upon analysis of the demand and response of carsharing services. The project team is targeting early
March 2019 for a soft launch of the service.
Further, an RFQ for a vendor to provide and maintain a fleet of BEVs, as well as manage carsharing
services, was released on September 20, 2018. The RFQ selection committee is currently evaluating
bids, and hopes to make a final decision by the end of December 2018.
Electrify America: The California Air Resources Board passed Resolution 18-54 on December 13th
approving the Electrify America Cycle 2 Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV) Investment Plan. The Cycle 2 Plan
proposes that the second $200 million California ZEV investment be spent as follows:
• approximately $153 million on fueling infrastructure (including operations and maintenance)
- $95-115 million for metropolitan areas (specific areas identified in the Cycle 2 Plan)
- $25-30 million for highways and regional routes (identified in the Cycle 2 Plan)
- $8-12 million for residential Level 2 (240 volt) charging
- $4-6 million for electrified transit buses
- Up to $5 million for renewable generation
- $2-4 million for autonomous vehicle charging
- Approximately $2 million for rural Level 2 charging,
• approximately $17 million for education, awareness and outreach activities,
• approximately $10 million for Electrify America’s efforts to drive station utilization, and
• $20 million for allowable operational expenses
Transit Regulation On December 14th, the California Air Resources Board adopted the Innovative Clean
Transit Regulation. The goal is to achieve a zero-emission transit system by 2040. CARB will partner with
transit on long-term strategies and implementation. CARB staff plans to ensure sufficient funding
opportunities for a successful transition. Enhanced transit services and shared mobility will be a consideration
in this regulation. CARB staff will monitor progress and report annually to the Board. An exemption program
also eased some concerns of transit agencies facing challenges, such as how to charge 800 transit buses,
how to transition to zero emission buses and maintain levels of service and how to afford the transition in
disadvantaged communities.
Grant Eastern Kern Air Pollution Control District opened its 2019 DMV Fee Grant and Voucher Programs on
October 1st. Guidelines and applications are available at www.kernair.org and are due by February 22, 2019.
City of Arvin On November 16, 2018, the City of Arvin hosted a show-and-tell of the Proterra Catalyst
electric bus of the type that will be purchased through a $2.29 Million FTA Low No Emissions Grant
Program. Kern COG staff attended this event. The program will provide for the replacement of 3 diesel
buses with 3 Proterra Catalyst Electric Buses, and charging infrastructure. Arvin’s transit fleet has 6 buses
in total.
ACTION: INFORMATION

Kern County Electric Vehicle Public Charging Spaces by Zip Code
December 10, 2018 Report
Kern Council of Governments has set a goal of 4,000 electric vehicle charging spaces by 2025.
This report shows a 24.1% increase (103 spaces) in the number of charging spaces compared to
the baseline inventory established July 2016. Some of this increase in inventory may simply be
due to better reporting and not new chargers.
The number of parking spaces and station status are validated by telephone and occasionally in
person. Stations are located on the Alternate Fuel Data Center Station Locator
(www.afdc.energy.gov/locator/stations) and/or on Plugshare (www.plugshare.com).
Residential locations shown on Plugshare are not counted on this survey.
Level 1, Level 2, DC Fast Charging, Tesla Superchargers and wall plugs are counted. Note that
some chargers may serve more than one parking space. This reports charging spaces, not the
charging stations. This follows along with the expression to move cords, not cars. Public transit
charging is not counted in this inventory.
Zip Code
93203
93206
93215
93238
93240
93243
93249
93268
93276
93285
93301
93303
93307
93308
93309
93311
93313
93314
93501
93505
93527
93555
93560
93561
Total Spaces

Charging Spaces
September 2018

16
22
5
123
5
31
21
4
60
1
27
6
45
28
10
7
14
10
11
4
4
40
2
29
525

Baseline
July 2016

0
22
2
123
5
13
20
0
60
1
19
6
40
9
0
7
14
0
7
0
4
40
2
29
423

RV and Recreational Area Parking:
11 locations, 330 Public Spaces
Public Agencies: 10 locations, 33
spaces (4 are Private—Agency only)
Auto Dealerships: 9 locations, 20
spaces (2 are Private – Customers
only)
Highway easy access: 10 locations,
79 spaces (54 are Tesla)
Hotels, Retail, Medical, Businesses:
18 locations, 57 spaces (7 Private
Spaces—eg. Hotel customers only).

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
MEETING OF REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG BOARD ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA
Dial +1 (312) 878-3080
Access Code: 586-617-702

WEDNESDAY
March 6, 2019
1:30 P.M.
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702

I.

ROLL CALL:

II.

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report
back to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.
PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the
Regional Planning Advisory Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street, Suite 300;
Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 635-2910. 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 at least three (3) working days in advance
whenever possible.

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY
A. RPAC Meeting of August 1, 2018
B. RPAC Meeting of October 3, 2018
C. RPAC Meeting of January 2, 2019

IV.

PUBLIC INFORMATION POLICIES AND PROCEDURES UPDATE (Napier)
Comment:
Action: Information/Discussion

V.

KERN ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING STATION BLUEPRINT (Urata)
Comment: Kern COG was awarded a grant of $200,000 from the California Energy Commission to
create a Kern Electric Vehicle Charging Station (EVCS) Blueprint. Kern COG staff, the consultant
Center for Sustainable Energy and the Kern EVCS Work Group are working to complete a draft Kern
EVCS Blueprint in March 2019.
Action: Information

VI.

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUNDING HISTORY (Smith)
Comment: The Active Transportation Program provides funding for alternative types of
transportation, including walking and bicycling.
Action: Information

VII.

UPDATE: SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM PASSENGER VEHICLES
AND ADOPTON TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP (Ball)
Comment: The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4-years and
contains a long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous policies and
regulations including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality conformity,
congestion management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction
targets.
Action: Information

VIII.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
•

Kern Council of Governments’ 2019 Transit Symposium – Tuesday, February 26, 2019

IX.

MEMBER ITEMS

X.

ADJOURNMENT
The next scheduled meeting will be April 3, 2019.

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

WEDNESDAY
August 1, 2018
1:30 P.M.

Chairman Perez called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.
I.

II.

ROLL CALL
MEMBERS PRESENT:

Kevin Coyle
Craig Platt
Alexander Lee
Suzanne Forrest
Mark Staples
Robert Mobley
Ricardo Perez
Michael Navarro
Ted James

City of Bakersfield
City of California City
City of McFarland
City of Shafter
City of Taft (phone)
City of Wasco
GET
Caltrans
Community Member

STAFF:

Ahron Hakimi
Becky Napier
Raquel Pacheco
Rob Ball
Linda Urata
Rochelle Invina
Ben Raymond

Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG

OTHERS:

Asha Chandy
Troy Hightower
Yolanda Alcantar
Adeyinka Glover
Jasmine del Aguila
Ravi Pudipeddi
Warren Maxwell
Paul Candelaria

Bike Bakersfield
Consultant
Kern County Public Works
Leadership Counsel
Leadership Counsel
City of Bakersfield
Kern County
Kern County

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report
to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
None

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARIES
Committee Member Platt made a motion to approve the discussion summary for the meeting
of June 6, 2018; seconded by Committee Member Forrest with all in favor. Motion carried.

IV.

RECOMMENDATION ON THE DRAFT FINAL 2018 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION
PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY; DRAFT FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT FINAL 2019 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM; CORRESPONDING DRAFT FINAL AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS
AND RESPONSE TO COMMENTS (Ball )
Mr. Ball advised the committee that the four year public involvement process Kern Council
Government’s long and near term federal transportation documents was concluded on July 12,
2018 with a 55 public review period for the 2018 RTP/SCS and the 2019 FTIP and the
corresponding Conformity Analysis. Mr. Ball stated that there was a 45 day review for the
associated Draft EIR. The final drafts of these documents with changes, from the draft period
and response to comments have been available on the Kern COG webpage since July 25th
when the RPAC agenda was posted.
Mr. Ball presented the committee with highlights of the staff report. He explained that in March
2018 Kern COG received a comment letter from ARB regarding Kern COG’s SCS
methodology. Mr. Ball stated that all of the issues presented in the letter have been responded
to in writing in a letter that was sent in April 2018. He explained that no further action was
requested in a subsequent conversation with ARB staff.
Mr. Ball concluded his presentation by stating that the development and performance of the
2018 RTP/SCS, EIR, 2019 FTIP and Conformity documents including public outreach meet
federal, state and Kern COG requirements. The environmental document was developed with
expert consulting services including a CEQA attorney. The resulting planning documents
balance an extensive, bottom-up public input with a measured, performance based approach,
providing an effective plan and vision that advances the goals of the Kern COG Board, while
facilitating project delivery. Mr. Ball stated that staff recommends approval of this action item.
Chair Perez asked for comments from the committee members.
Committee Member James noted that in the appendices there are several additional measures,
including performance measures in Appendix “D”. He expressed that he believed that was
important because this is a dynamic document, and as it moves forward, it is important to show
that they are producing what is stated in the document. He concluded with stating that would
be incumbent on the member agencies to help implement the program.
Mr. Ball followed up by advising the committee that the federal performance measures will
require annual updates to the Kern COG Board.
Chair Perez asked if there were comments from the members of the public.
Adeyinka Glover from the Leader Counsel for Justice and Accountability thanked the
committee for the opportunity to provide comments. Ms. Glover stated that she had some
concerns in the response to comments document. She stated that within the policy chapter,
disadvantaged communities were mentioned but were not specifically provided prioritization in
the document. She gave the example that it was insufficient to just mention the inclusion of
disadvantaged communities. There was a couple of policy changes that stated in all
communities, including disadvantaged communities. Ms. Glover advised that she believed that
statement is very different from stating something like “especially” or “particularly” in
disadvantaged communities. She stated they were requesting the latter. Disadvantaged
communities have been neglected. As investment happens, having policies that prioritize their
needs, gives them much needed support.
She thanked Mr. Ball for providing more information on how Kern COG was able to reach about
6000 people for this document. She advised that they would like see how their specific input
during this cycle, formed the document. She stated that they were directed to Appendix “C”

when they asked for the percentage of rural verses urban. She stated it was very broad, it
provided the workshop locations. She stated they recognized there were workshop locations.
She went on to state that as far as any demographic information, it merely stated “community
members ranged in age from college age to 60 plus, self-identified as Hispanic Latino, White
non-Hispanic, Asian Pacific Islander, African American and more than one race”. She advised
that they felt like that was a broad statement. They would like to see were more disadvantaged
communities reached, were rural communities reached. She thanked Kern COG for displaying
the three display ads for the three public comment hearings. She went on to state they would
like to see the inclusion of what dates those display ads ran in the Bakersfield Californian and
El Popular.
She stated that in the integrated performance measure analysis, she advised they did not feel
the explanation of why the No Build fared better for disadvantaged communities. She advised
they would like to talk about that issue further.
She stated most of the responses given to their organization concerning that topic, mention
that the RTP is a programmatic document and it is not appropriate to include project level
mitigation, nor would Kern COG have the authority to impose such mitigation. Ms. Glover
advised they felt Kern COG could implement specific funding incentives to jurisdictions who
are seeking project funding. She advised they highlighted issues facing anti-displacement as
air quality and goods movement projects.
Chair Perez asked Mr. Ball if staff would like to respond to these comments during the meeting
or if they would like to schedule a time to address them with the Leadership Counsel. Mr. Ball
advised that he would try to address some during the meeting and could also meet with them
at a later time to address all the issues.
Ms. Napier responded to the Bakersfield Californian ad and said that the date was included on
it.
Mr. Ball responded to the comment regarding expression “especially” or “particularly”
disadvantaged communities. He stated that in 2014 RTP they had extensive public input from
disadvantaged communities’ stakeholders that agreed with the current wording that they had.
He stated that they had demonstrated in Kern a tremendous effort to actually prioritize funding
through the Active Transportation Program as well as the ASHC Program. He advised that if
you look at the amount of funding that had been received in the past three years, they had
anticipated for bike and ped funding, $37 million dollars in the RTP for the next 26 years and
they received $34 million dollars in the first years of that RTP. He stated they have almost fully
funded all of the projects they were hoping to identify with the available funding. He went on
to say that they are now in the fourth round of ATP and there are 5 more grants from the County
of Kern for unincorporated disadvantaged communities in the County of Kern. He said they
are hoping to receive at least two of those grants. He advised that Kern COG’s member
agencies are driving this effort. He advised that one of the driving forces was that the projects
in the ATP process that rank the highest are the ones that best meet the communities and are
identified as disadvantaged communities. He stated priority and points that are received for
the program funding that are allowing Kern COG to accelerate the projects in the RTP. He
advised that Kern County had the highest per capita receipt of funds within California over the
past 3 to 4 years because of that effort. He stated that they have a track record prioritizing
disadvantaged communities and they will continue too.
Mr. Hakimi stated that Kern COG unlike many other counties do not have a tax measure, our
funds come from State and Federal and transit funds come from local sales tax. He went on
to explain that the Kern COG Board has set up a policy and the State has accepted it that we
will follow the State rankings. He explained because of that they do not have discretion. He
gave the example of two years ago when there was additional funds available for ATP, the
State asked Kern COG to select another project and they inadvertently selected a project that
was not next in line. As a result they were told very clearly they could not individually pick out

a project, they had to stick with the statewide funding list. He stated that the ATP funds that
they distribute are distributed by State ranking.
Mr. Ball responded to the No Build comment. He explained that the No Build measures, are
the disadvantaged communities better or worse than the countywide number. He explained
that the No Build was a better measure, particularly in transit travel time. Transit travel time is
measured in the model based upon where we had the transit routes. When you compare the
No Build transit routes, it froze the transit routes at what we have today. He went on to state
that we have tremendous expansion over the next 40 years to meet the needs of our expanding
urban area. We explained we also have a lot of increase in headways in our transit systems.
He stated that if we do not make any improvements to the transit system, in the future 49% of
the people who currently use the system will be riding the transit systems. He said it is important
to look at the performance measures that are reported in the EIR and the RTP.
Troy Hightower made comments regarding the comment letter he submitted. He explained
that in the response letter from Mr. Ball that EJ communities are not better off in the No Build.
Mr. Hightower stated that Mr. Ball stated the opposite in his response during the meeting. Mr.
Hightower expressed that his concern is that the response he received explained why it is not
better in the No Build and Mr. Hightower agreed, but stated it was not related to the comment
in his letter. He explained that his letter asked “why were certain measures that were better in
the No Build?” Mr. Hightower shared a table that was in the document. He advised that it was
regarding travel time and that for EJ communities, the Build is 14.49 and No Build is 14.15. So
that would mean that No Build is better for the EJ community. He stated that was the basis of
his comment, it was not why things would not be as well in the No Build. But rather why are
there so many measures that show the No Build is actually better. He stated that the response
he was given was not consistent with what he had asked, therefore the question is still there.
He went onto state that in staff report, it was referred to as 7.3 but further on in the actual
attachment where all the comments are listed, under 7.3 is completely different then what is in
the staff report. It stated that it goes on to discuss what methodology was used. The statement
was made that the commenter proposed to change the methodology, it stated that the
commenter questions the measures that deal with only 2 of the 20 RTP goals. Mr. Hightower
stated that nowhere in his comment letter did he mention any changes in methodology,
suggestions of changing methodologies or changing of the RTP goals. He stated that it was
not consistent with the comments he submitted or consistent with the staff reports.
He went on to share a map from the document that he had concerns with. He asked what the
basis of the map is. He said it was clear that it is from the EJ screen. He stated the EJ screen
map is color coded with percentages 50% going up. He stated when he tried to match the two,
he could not. He asked how staff came up with the geography in the map. He stated that staff
responded that it was based on the 80% range on the EJ screen. He advised that response
brings up additional concerns of why it was raised to 80% as opposed to 50% or above which
is typical of Title VI analysis. He stated if the 80% was going to be used it should be included
in the document and explained it is being selected in Kern COG’s analysis. He stated he brings
this up because the map is the basis for all the tables. If they don’t have the map accurate or
correct, then it will be hard to have confidence in Attachment “D”. Mr. Hightower advised he
believed that this issued needed to be addressed. He stated that in his opinion of EJ that it
should reflect 50% or more. He stated that during the last RTP, there was an attempt to dilute
the EJ communities by adding elderly and handicap, which is understandable, but for Title VI
it is just clear. He stated in this RTP effort, it appears that raising the threshold to 80% to what
is an EJ community is another attempt to dilute the EJ community.
Mr. Hightower stated that in his understanding of analysis is not to compare an EJ community
to countywide. It is to compare the impact of different projects or alternatives to the EJ
communities.

Mr. Hightower stated that Lorelei Oviatt from the County of Kern submitted a comment along
with the California Transportation Plan. He read the first strategy, “Ensure rural areas have
adequate funds to provide for the operation, maintenance and rehabilitation of rural and
interregional transportation system”. He stated that he agreed with that strategy. He next
referenced the comment letter from the Department of Transportation. He advised that the
overall concern he has is many of the responses say “see Attachment A” for all the comments.
He stated that Attachment “A” is a large document and there is no reference as to where to
locate the comment. He stated on page four under Chapter 2, Transportation Planning Polices
it states, Kern COG should consider addressing disadvantaged communities within this section
of Chapter 2. They also advised that Kern COG should include a bullet that addresses what
has been invested in disadvantage communities for the purpose of addressing social equity.
He concluded by stating that he feels Kern COG needs to correct the map and have numbers
reflect the map. And at that time there is a negative impact, they need to identify it.
Mr. Ball responded with the first comment about column comparison verses table to table to
comparisons. Mr. Ball stated that perhaps he was not doing an adequate job communicating,
but all the other tables were comparing the countywide, which is table with B & C. The same
comparison methodology was used in the 2014 RTP.
Mr. Hakimi stated that all the transportation modeling for the RTP/SCS was done under the
direction of a licensed engineer. Mr. Hakimi added that he himself is also a licensed engineer
who has practiced for 27 years. He stated that Mr. Hightower is referring to 15 seconds in
difference in town, he added to suggest that we can accurately predict the time someone is
going to spend on a bus 24 years from now is ridiculous. He stated that he is confident that the
numbers are accurate for comparison purposes. He stated that he is saying this as a licensed
engineer who supervised another licensed engineer.
Mr. Hightower stated that he appreciated that explanation and believed that response should
have been in the comment letter.
Mr. Ball responded to Mr. Hightower’s 80% comment. He stated that the Federal Highway
Administration recommended that they use the EJ tool. The default setting that they use for
Title VI analyses is 80%.
Mr. Ball responded to addressing disadvantaged communities. He stated that they have
addressed that with edits to the policies in that final draft.
Mr. James stated that he agreed with Mr. Hakimi’s comments. However, that it is important to
focus on the fact that they are approving a policy document. The document assists the Kern
COG Board on making the decisions about approving funding. He stated that he was involved
in the preparation of the 2014 RTP, he has been involved in reading all of the current
documents for the 2018 RTP. He stated that there has been tremendous policy development.
He responded to Mr. Hightower’s comments and stated that in his many years of working with
local and regional governments, numbers change over time. As they go forward, there analysis
does get better. He strongly urged the committee to approve the document.
The action requested is to recommend the Transportation Planning Policy Committee
Authorize the Chair to Sign the Resolutions approving the DRAFT FINAL 2018 REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY; DRAFT FINAL
2019 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; DRAFT FINAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; CORRESPONDING DRAFT FINAL AIR QUALITY
CONFORMITY ANALYSIS and RESPONSE TO COMMENTS.
Committee member Platt made a motion to recommend approval. Committee member Mobley
seconded the motion. Motion carried.
V.

KERN ALTERNATIVE FUEL TECHNOLOGY VEHICLE INITIATIVE - STATUS REPORT (Urata)
ANNOUNCEMENTS

Ms. Urata gave a quarterly update on the Kern Alternative Fuel Vehicle program and answered
questions from the committee.
This item was for information only.
VI.

MEMBER ITEMS
Chair Perez requested that at the September 6th meeting that GET give a presentation on Micro
Transit.

VII.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 2:50 p.m. The next scheduled meeting of the RPAC is
September 6, 2018.

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

WEDNESDAY
October 3, 2018
1:30 P.M.

Chairman Perez called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.
I.

II.

ROLL CALL
MEMBERS PRESENT:

Steve Esselman
Alexander Lee
Roger Mobley
Ricardo Perez
Asha Chandy

City of Bakersfield
City of McFarland
City of Wasco
GET
Community Member

STAFF:

Becky Napier
Rob Ball

Kern COG
Kern COG

OTHERS:

Michael Dillenbeck
DeeKay Fox
Dave Dmohowski
Jasmine del Aguila
Ravi Pudipeddi
Joshua Champlin
Paul Candelaria

Kern County Public Works
GET
Home Builders Association
Leadership Counsel
City of Bakersfield
Kern County
Kern County

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report
to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
None

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARIES
Due to lack of a quorum this item was not discussed.

IV.

CHAIRMAN PEREZ AND DEEKAY FOX GAVE A PRESENTATION “GET TO KNOW
MICROTRANSIT”.
Chairman Perez and DeeKay Fox from Golden Empire Transit District gave a presentation on
a six month pilot program that is slated to begin in April 2019. Microtransit will be used on
Route 47 in Southwest Bakersfield, Route 84 in Northwest Bakersfield, and the southern
section of Route 61 and in the evenings after 7:00 p.m. except for the Rapid Bus Routes 21
and 22.

V.

SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTION TARGET SETTING TIMELINE UPDATE AND
COORDINATION EFFORTS (Ball)
Mr. Ball presented the preliminary timeline for the target setting update for SB 375.
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

August 15, 2018 – 2018 RTP/SCS Adopted
August 20, 2018 – Kern COG/ARB Conference Call on ARB’s SCS Certification Review
October 1, 2018 – Effective Date for 3rd Cycle SCS Target (-15%/capita reduction by 2035)
October 9, 2018 – MPO Comments on the ARB SCS Review Methodology Due to ARB
November 2018 (tentative) – Consider Revised Growth Forecast Update
Winter 2018/19 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS
Spring 2019 – Stakeholder Roundtable Process
Spring 2019 to Spring 2022 – RTP/SCS Public Outreach Process
Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment Update Process
Spring 2021 – 2020 Census Voting District File Available
Summer 2022 – Adopt RTP/SCS, RHNA, EIR and Associated Documents

This item was for information only.
VI.

2018 RTP-VOLUNTARY COMMUNITY PROGRESS
ASSISTANCE GRANT INCENTIVE PROGRAM (Ball)

MONITORING

AND

TECHNICAL

In 2014 the RTP proposed a new strategy to help member agencies voluntarily monitor their
progress toward the region’s air emission goals. To help the member agencies develop projects
that will better compete under the new project selection policy which emphasizes sustainability,
Kern COG provided technical assistance and grants to the member agencies. With the newly
developed MIP II travel demand model, Kern COG continues the same strategy of providing subregional monitoring feedback and assistance in the 2018 RTP.
The Committee was provided with a table and maps that show the current modeling of auto Vehicle
Miles Traveled per person (household population + employment by place of work). The total shows
a -3.2% decrease in region-wide. Some sub-regions have seen an increase in VMT compared to
the prior RTP. The technical assistance and grant program could be prioritized to communities that
may show difficulty in making progress toward reducing emissions subject to the Kern COG Board’s
direction.
This item was for information only.
VII.

2018 KERN COUNTY ASCE INFRASTRUCTURE REPORT CDARD AND 2018 STATEWIDE
LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS NEEDS ASSESSMENT – PRELIMINARY RESULTS (Ball)
Mr. Ball discussed the American Society of Civil Engineers (ASCE) and the League of Cities/County
Supervisors Association of California reports on the condition of Kern’s transportation system. In
the ASCE report Kern County received a grade of C, up from a D+ primarily due to the completion
of 47 new brides, most through the Thomas Roads Improvement Project. The California Statewide
Local Streets and Roads Needs Assessment only looks at road and bridge condition and shows
that Kern County slipped from a 66 PCI to 63 in the past 10 years. The statewide PCI is 65.
This item was for information only.

VIII.

IMPORTANT DEADELINE: SB 1 RMRA LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS PROGRAM REPORT
DUE MONDAY, OCTOBER 1, 2018 (Ball)
Mr. Ball stated that there was 100% response from the region to the SB 1 road Maintenance and
Rehabilitation Account Local Streets & Roads Program Report and congratulated everyone.

This item was for information only.
IX.

KERN ADVANCED TRANSPORTATON TECHNOLOGY PLANNING PROGRAM AND KERN EV
BLUEPRINT (Ball)
Mr. Ball announced that to help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early
deployment of alternative fuel vehicle technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles. Kern COG is
currently forming two temporary working groups – the TRANSITions 2019 planning committee and
the Kern Electric Vehicle Blueprint working group. Interested Committee Members and individuals
were encouraged to contact Linda Urata to participate in the working groups.
This item was for information only.

X.

MEMBER ITEMS
None.

XI.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 2:24 p.m. The next scheduled meeting of the RPAC is October
31, 2018 (November meeting).

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

WEDNESDAY
January 2, 2019
1:30 P.M.

Chairman Perez called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.
I.

II.

ROLL CALL
MEMBERS PRESENT:

Steve Esselman
Mark Staples
Ricardo Perez
Asha Chandy
Eric Dhanens
Ted James
Lorena Mendibles

City of Bakersfield
City of Taft
GET
Community Member
Community Member
Community Member
Caltrans

STAFF:

Ben Raymond
Rob Ball
Linda Urata
Ed Flickinger

Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG

OTHERS:

Dave Dmohowski
Manpreet Bell
Jasmene del Aguila

Home Builders Association
City of Bakersfield
Leadership Counsel

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report
to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
None

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARIES
Due to lack of a quorum this item was not discussed.

IV.

FEDERAL SAFETY PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT 9PM1) “TOWARD ZERO” 2019
TARGET UPDATE (Ball)
Mr. Ball explained that the required federal process to annually monitor transportation safety
performance measure progress, including encouragement of member agencies to improve
safety on our streets with their transportation expenditures. Under the requirements of the
recent federal transportation spending bills, states and metropolitan planning organizations
(MPOs) like Kern COG are required to annually monitor safety performance measure progress
through the statewide and metropolitan planning process.

Failure to meet safety targets set by the state and/or MPO could result in the minor
consequences of redistribution of Caltrans Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding at the
state level into the federal Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP). Many of the projects
in the ATP program improve safety for bike and pedestrians, and would likely still be eligible
under HSIP.
Major consequences of not adopting, monitoring, and encouraging progress toward the target,
in accordance with federal rules, can ultimately result in loss of all federal transportation funding
to the region though de-certification of the agency.
After discussion from the Committee and the audience, Mr. Ball stated that Kern COG would
assist member agencies as needed to meet the requirements.
This was an information item.
V.

SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION UPDATE AND TIMELINE FOR THE 2022
RTP/SCS (Ball)
Mr. Ball stated that The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4years and contains a long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous
policies and regulations including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality
conformity, congestion management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG)
reduction targets.
Preliminary Timeline 2022 RTP
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

August 15, 2018 - 2018 RTP/SCS Adopted
October 1, 2018 - Effective Date for 3rd Cycle SCS Target (-15%/capita reduction by 2035)
Winter 2018/19 - Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS
Spring 2019 – Stakeholder roundtable process
Spring 2019 – Spring 2022: RTP/SCS Public Outreach Process
Summer 2020 - Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment Update Process
Spring 2021 – 2020 U.S. Census population voting district file available
Summer 2022 Adopt RTP/SCS, RHNA, EIR and associated documents.

Mr. Ball answered questions from the Committee and the audience.
This item was for information only.
VI.

KERN ADVANCED TRANSPORTATON TECHNOLOGY PLANNING PROGRAM AND KERN EV
BLUEPRINT (Urata)
Ms. Urata stated that to help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early
deployment of alternative fuel vehicle technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles and
compressed natural gas-fueled vehicles.
Announcement: The TRANSITions 2019 Symposium will be held on Tuesday, February 26,
2019 from 8am to 3:30pm at Hodel’s Country Dining in Bakersfield. A Save the Date email
was sent the week of December 17th to the individuals who attended or were invited to attend
TRANSITions 2018. Kern COG staff met with staff from Golden Empire Transit and Kern
Transit to discuss the second annual transit summit.
Ms. Urata discussed the Kern EV Charging Station Plan formally the Kern EV Blueprint; Clean
Vehicle Rebates Issued in Kern County; Valley Go!; and Electrify America. Ms. Urata also
highlighted that the Eastern Kern Air Pollution Control District opened its 2019 DMV Fee Grant
and Voucher Programs on October 1st. Guidelines and applications are available at
www.kernair.org and are due by February 22, 2019.

She also highlighted that on November 16, 2018, the City of Arvin hosted a show-and-tell of
the Proterra Catalyst electric bus of the type that will be purchased through a $2.29 Million FTA
Low No Emissions Grant Program. Kern COG staff attended this event. The program will
provide for the replacement of 3 diesel buses with 3 Proterra Catalyst Electric Buses, and
charging infrastructure.
This item was for information only.
VII.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
None

VIII.

MEMBER ITEMS
None.

IX.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 2:31 p.m. The next scheduled meeting of the RPAC is February
6, 2019.

IV.
RPAC
March 6, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Becky Napier
Deputy Director - Administration

RPAC AGENDA ITEM IV.
Public Information Policies and Procedures

DESCRIPTION:
Preparation of the 2019 Public Information Policies and Procedures.
DISCUSSION:
The 2017 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Guidelines for Metropolitan Planning Organizations requires
Kern COG to develop and/or update a documented participation plan to establish the process by which the
public can participate in the development of regional transportation plans and programs. Prior to developing
its 2022 RTP, Kern COG is now updating its Public Information Policies and Procedures (PIP).
The 2017 RTP Guidelines as well as Kern COG’s 2015 PIP, require a 45-day public comment period prior to
approval by the Kern COG Board. The comment period will be held following RPAC and interested party
review and comment.
To begin discussion of the update to the PIP, a document in redline and strikeout is provided. This is a
comparison of the 2015 PIP to the Draft 2019 PIP.
ACTION: Information/Discussion

Public Information Policies and Procedures
March 2015
2019
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Policy Manual Chapter V: Planning and Services
Article IXXI: Public Involvement Procedures and Policies
Section 1. Introduction
This document is a plan for providing guidance for Kern Council of Governments' (Kern
COG) elected officials and staff in public participation and interagency consultation
throughout the regional planning process. It contains the agency policies, guidelines
and procedures Kern COG uses in developing the metropolitan planning process. This
includes the development and approval of the Regional Transportation Plan, Regional
and Federal Transportation Improvement Program, and environmental review
documentation related to growth, transportation, air quality, and any product prepared
by Kern COG staff that statutorily requires public participation, or for which the Kern
COG Board of Directors determines is necessary. Kern COG carries out its
transportation and air quality planning responsibilities in a continuing, cooperative and
comprehensive manner in conformance with federal and state Law that determine how
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) provide for early consultation and public
participation. The various laws include but may not be limited to:
Federal
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Transportation and Conformity Regulations of Title 40 CFR Part 93.105
Title 23 CFR Part 450.316
Title 23 CFR Part 450.322(g)(1) and (2)
Title 23 CFR Part 450.216(a)(1)
Title 23 USC Part 134(g)(4)
Title 23 USC Section 135(e)
Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964
Title 49 CFR Part 21.5
Title 42 USC Chapter 21 Section 2000(d)
Executive Order 12898 regarding Environmental Justice (1994)
Executive Order 13166 regarding Improving Access to Services for Persons with
Limited English Proficiency
Executive Order 13175 regarding Consultation and Coordination with Indian
Tribes
US DOT Order 5610.2 (1997)
US DOT Order 6640.23 (1998)
1990 Americans with Disabilities Act
1990 Clean Air Act Amendments
2005 Safe, Accessible, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users (SAFETEA-LU)
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21)
Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act
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State
•
•
•

Government Code Section 11135
Government Code Section 65080
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

Title 23 CFR Part 450.316(a) states the following concerning participation and
consultation:
“The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) shall develop and use a documented
participation plan that defines a process for providing citizens, affected public agencies,
representatives of public transportation employees, freight shippers, providers of freight
transportation services, private providers of transportation, representatives of users of
public transportation, representatives of users of pedestrian walkways and bicycle
transportation facilities, representatives of the disabled, and other interested parties
with reasonable opportunities to be involved in the metropolitan transportation planning
process.”
A vigorous public information process not only serves Kern COG by meeting federal
requirements, but also allows for a fruitful exchange of ideas while developing programs
or projects that may be controversial.

Section 2. Background
The federal government has mandated that public involvement in the metropolitan
planning process meet minimum requirements. How effectively planning agencies
provide opportunities for public input is an important criterion to determine federal fund
allocation for local, regional, state projects and programs. While legislation such as
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
(SAFETEA-LU), Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21),most recent
federal transportation spending bills, the Americans with Disabilities Act and awareness
of environmental justice issues have broadened the scope of public participation in the
planning and programming process, prior federal transportation acts also required
public participation.
California’s Ralph M. Brown Act has long required state and local agencies to perform
their duties in the public’s full view and provide opportunities for public input. All
environmental documents related to transportation plans include the public comment
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Kern COG has always
complied with California law in addition to meeting federal statute mandates.
Kern COG’s Board of Directors and technical advisory committees assist the bottom-up
planning process and frequent, ongoing public and interagency participation at all
stages of the process. Outreach programs are designed in cooperation with technical
advisory committees and other transportation and air quality agencies. These programs
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will complement the decentralized planning process, which was established to increase
participation in regional policy development.
Effective public involvement requires that affected individuals and groups be
encouraged to participate in the development of local, regional, and state plans. The
following policies, guidelines and procedures are designed to encourage participation
during the preparation of the:
A.
B.
C.
D.

Regional Transportation Plan – Refer to Appendix C of the 20142018 RTP;
Transportation Improvement Program;
Environmental impact studies or reports; and
Any product prepared by Kern COG staff that statutorily requires public participation
or for which the Kern COG Board of Directors determines it is necessary.

Section 3. Partnerships
Kern COG staff maintains regular contact with the following agencies:
American Lung Association
Amtrak
Bakersfield ARC
Bakersfield Senior Center
Bakersfield Association of Realtors
Bakersfield Downtown Business
Association
Bakersfield Association of Retarded
Citizens
Bike Bakersfield
Bureau of Land Management
California Air Resources Board
California Department of Conservation –
Oil, Gas & Geothermal Division
California Department of Finance
California Environmental Protection
Agency
California Highway Patrol
California Office of Planning and
Research
Caltrans Districts 6 and 9
Center for Race Poverty & the
Environment
City of Arvin
City of Bakersfield
City of California City
City of Delano
City of Maricopa

City of McFarland
City of Ridgecrest
City of Shafter
City of Taft
City of Tehachapi
City of Wasco
CommuteKern
County of Kern
County of Kern Public Health Services
Department
Cultiva La Salud
Dolores Huerta Foundation
Eastern Kern County APCD
Edwards Air Force Base
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Transit Administration
Fresno Council of Governments
Golden Empire Transit District (GET)
Greater Bakersfield Chamber of
Commerce
Greyhound Lines
Independent Living Center
Indian Wells Valley Airport District
Inyo County Transportation Commission
Kern Congestion Management Agency
Kern County Aging & Adult Services
Department
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Kern County Building Industry
AssociationBlack Chamber of
Commerce
Kern County Home Builders Association
Kern County Commission on Aging
Community Action Partnership of Kern
Kern County Economic Opportunity
CorporationHispanic Chamber of
Commerce
Kern County Housing Authority
Kern County Superintendent of Schools
Kern County Water Agency
Kern Economic Development
DepartmentCorp.
Kern Minority Contractors Association
Kern Motorist Aid Authority
Kern Regional Center
Kern Transit
Kern Transportation Foundation
Kern Wheelmen Bicycle Club
Kings County Regional Planning
AgencyAssociation of Governments
Leadership Counsel for Justice and
Accountability
Local Agency Formation Commission
Madera LocalCounty Transportation
Commission
Merced County Association of
Governments
Metro Bakersfield Consolidated
Transportation Service Agency
Mexican-American Opportunity
Foundation
Minter Field Airport District

Mono County Transportation
Commission
Mojave Town Council
Natural Resources Defense Council
Naval Air Weapons Station - China
Lake
New Advances for People with
Disabilities
North of the River Recreation & Park
District
Blue Sky Partners
San Joaquin County Council of
Governments
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control
District
Santa Fe Railways
Sierra Club
Southern California Auto Club
Stanislaus AreaSouthern California
Association of Governments
Stanislaus Council of Governments
Tejon Indian Tribe of California
Tribal communities
Tubatulabal Tribe
Tulare County Association of
Governments
Various chambers of commerce
Various community services districts
Various environmental/social equity
organizations
Wasco and Delano Associations for the
Developmentally Disabled
Wasco Housing Authority

Section 4. Guidelines
Kern COG is committed to developing and maintaining an effective citizen participation
process. In order to accomplish this commitment, the following principles guide the
public involvement process:
A. It is the right and responsibility of citizens to be involved in the transportation
planning process.
B. Citizens should be educated about the needs and issues and encouraged to
participate in finding solutions.
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C. Early and timely citizen involvement is necessary to build community agreement on
needs and solutions before alternatives are proposed.
D. Agreement on the final product is a desirable goal, but agreement does not mean
100 percent unanimity by all parties. Negotiation and compromise are essential
ingredients to building agreement.
E. The process by which a decision is reached is just as important as the product.
Citizens should end the process satisfied that they had the opportunity to be
significantly involved and that their voices were heard and reflected in the final
document.
F. After decisions are made, actions should follow to maintain confidence in the
community involvement process.
Community involvement is not a one-time process. The manner in which the public is
involved may change as the process progresses.
In Attachment A, Public Involvement Chart, Kern COG defines a public participation
program for each document it produces. Final documents will reflect the needs and
desires of affected communities within the region. This includes establishing procedures
and responsibilities for:
A. Informing, involving, and incorporating public opinion into the planning process;
B. Consultative involvement of designated agencies on technical data and modeling
used in developing regional plans and determining transportation improvement
program and regional transportation improvement program conformity;
C. Clearly designating a lead staff person who is knowledgeable about the entire
planning process to be responsible for the public involvement program; and
D. Providing adequate funds and schedule expenditures to implement the public
participation program.

Section 5: Procedures
Community Members/Organizations Involvement
Metropolitan transportation planning requires that where a metropolitan planning area
includes Federal public lands and/or Indian Tribal lands, the affected Federal agencies
and Indian Tribal governments shall be involved appropriately in the development of
transportation plans and programs. Discussion on environmental mitigation activities of
the long-range transportation plan shall be developed in consultation with tribes. Kern
COG shall initiatecontinues Government-to-Government consultation with the Tejon
Indian Tribe of California in the development of transportation plans and programs.
Kern COG will notify interested or affected citizens who may be impacted through
traditional and electronic meeting announcements, newspapers, public service
announcements, press releases, social media, special mailers, publications and
committee agendas, meetings and other opportunities to participate, as appropriate.
Community members or organizations may include but are not limited to:
Academic and scientific communities

Airport authorities
6

Appropriate private transportation
providers
Bicycle and pedestrian groups
Business and industry officials
Elected officials
Environmental organizations
Freight shippers and receivers
Health and disabled organizations
Local public and private transit
operators
Local, state and federal agencies

Minority and ethnic groups
Native American associations
Operators of major modes of
transportation
Recreation groups
Senior citizen groups
Service organizations
Traffic, ridesharing, parking, and
enforcement agencies
Youth services groups

A. Kern COG encourages public participation and acknowledges the value of this input.
B. Kern COG will provide complete and easily understood information and summaries.
Planning issues and alternatives will be addressed in a realistic manner.
C. Kern COG will publish public comments in a newsletter or report. Reports will
include specific agency responses, the effect of citizen input on decisions, and
(when appropriate) updated reports of citizen participation.
D. Kern COG will conduct a thorough review of the program, including staff and citizen
evaluation.
E. Kern COG will consult with Federal agencies and Indian Tribal governments in the
development of transportation plans and programs pursuant to Federal law.
Level I Procedures
Public Involvement Requirements
Level I procedures address routine documents that serve as a subset of or facilitate
more significant plans or determinations. These documents are implementing longrange direction provided by plans and documents that went through a more intensive
public review procedure (Level II or III). These documents are subject to the minimum
levels of public outreach under these policies. These procedures become effective once
an initial draft document has been produced. 1 Procedures that apply to these
documents are customized as appropriate to better focus public involvement. 2
AllLevel I Documents and Formal Meetings including:
A. Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy (RTP/SCS) and
Congestion Management Program (CMP) amendments
B. Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) amendments (excluding
technical or administrative modifications)
C. State Transportation Improvement Program amendments
D.C. Regional Transportation Improvement Program
1

See Attachment A, Kern COG Document Public Involvement Chart, for specific requirements on specific
documents.
2
See Attachment A, Kern COG Document Public Involvement Chart, for specific requirements on specific
documents.
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E.D. Air quality conformity determinations
F. Miscellaneous studies
G. Transit plans & studies
E. Overall Work Program (OWP), agency budget
H.F. Active Transportation Plans and studies currently under consideration
I.G. Environmental Documents, as defined by the California environmental
Environmental Quality Act and/or the National Environmental Policy Act 1
J. Congestion Management Program amendments
Level I Procedures
1. No person shall be denied participation.
2. A legal notice or display ad will be placed in the advertising sections of at least
one newspaper of general circulation within the affected community, including a
Spanish-language publication, if possible.
3. Display ads will be placed as deemed necessary and targeted specifically to
affected communities to encourage involvement and address key decisionmaking points.
4. Non-traditional approaches, such postal and electronic mailings to non-profit
organizations, churches and chambers of commerce will be used to encourage
involvement of the underserved and transit dependent in project development
and public workshops. Spanish-language advertising will be included as
deemed necessary by the agency in these non-traditional approaches.
5. Public meetings are defined as those regular COG meetings normally held on
the third Thursday of each month, excepting August and December.
6. Public workshops are defined as forums established specifically for the public to
gain information and provide input on Kern COG documents and processes.
This definition does not include technical workshops for member agency staff or
elected officials even though they are technically open to the public.
7. Announcements dealing with documents and/or meetings and workshops
shallwill be posted on the Kern COG web site and social media sites.
8. A mailing list of individuals who have expressed interest shallwill be maintained.
9. Meeting notices shallwill be mailed or e-mailed to individuals who have
expressed interest.
10. Kern COG shall provide appropriate assistance, auxiliary aids and/or services
when necessary to afford disabled individuals an equal opportunity. Individuals
with disabilities will be provided an opportunity to request auxiliary aids.
11. Kern COG shall will provide audio/visual presentations along with its maps,
charts and graphics whenever practical to help the public better understand the
plans, programs, projects or determinations it adopts as deemed necessary by
the agency.
12. Kern COG shallwill provide an interpreter, when requested, at any and all public
hearings and workshops, and shallwill maintain its subscription to a language
line for day-to-day public inquires.
13. Kern COG’s web site shallwill maintain a link to a translation service for
information contained on the agency site.
14. Projects must be evaluated for their potential for public interest. Projects likely to
have considerable public interest must also include Level III requirements.
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15. AElectronic and or a hard copy of draft transportation plan amendments and
draft transportation improvement program amendments, environmental
documents, and the Congestion Management Program amendments will be
made available for review at Kern Council of Governments, Kern County Board
of Trade, and the main branch of the local library system, college libraries, and
chambers of commerce within affected areas. Individual copies of all documents
will also be distributed to any interested parties for a fee to offset printing
charges.
Level II
Additional Public Involvement Requirements
Level II procedures address core agency plans, programs and declarations. These
documents are subject to a higher level of public outreach than Level I documents
under these policies. These procedures become effective before an initial draft
document has been produced. The following documents must also meet the public
involvement requirements listed in Level I:
A. Congestion Management Program
B. State Transportation Improvement Program
Level II Documents
C.A. Federal Transportation Improvement Program
D.B. Corridor Studies
E.C. Transit Studies
F.D. Regional Housing Needs Assessment
E. Special Studies
G.F. Public involvement procedure amendments
Level II Procedures
1. Public review by various funding agencies submitting projects for the
transportation improvement program will be accepted up to the final
determination.
2. A copy of draft transportation plans and draft transportation improvement
programs, environmental documents, and the Congestion Management Program
will be made available for review at Kern Council of Governments, Kern County
Board of Trade, and the main branch of the local library system, college
libraries, and chambers of commerce within affected areas. Individual copies of
all documents will also be distributed to any interested parties for a fee to offset
printing charges.
3. Public comments and responses, and the disposition of any comments, will be
made part of final transportation plans, transportation improvement programs,
and environmental documents.
a. Prepare written summary/verbal presentation – Staff will review all
comments, synthesize them and prepare a narrative summary highlighting
key points.
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b. List all comments – Using a summary chart format, staff will review and
summarize all comments, categorizing them by topic and type of comments
(e.g. question, fact, desire, opinion).
c. Respond to comments – Staff will respond, in writing within 30 days, to
significant comments. Those responses will be made part of the final
document.
d. Provide the full record – The decision-making body will be given copies of
the meeting notes, the transcript (for public hearings) or taped transcripts.
4. Transportation improvement programs and environmental documents will be
made available for public review for no less than a 30-day public review period.
5. Programs, projects, or plans routed through the State Clearinghouse shall
adhere to the public information requirements of the Clearinghouse and also be
made available for no less than 30 days.
6. If regionally significant changes are made to the transportation plan,
transportation improvement programs, and environmental documents during the
review and comment period, the plan(s) will be made available for 30-day public
review and comment prior to final adoption.
7. Minor amendments to the transportation improvement programs will have a 14day public review period and may be approved by the executive director.
8. Regionally significant changes to the transportation plan, transportation
improvement programs, and environmental documents during the review and
comment period shall also be advertised via press release to all media outlets,
through electronic notice to Kern COG’s address database and on the Kern COG
web site as deemed necessary prior to final adoption.
9. The executive director or his/her designee will coordinate with the State to
improve public awareness of the State Transportation Plan and/or the State
Transportation Improvement Plan.
10. Records relating to the transportation plans, transportation improvement
programs, and environmental impact reports will be made available for public
review upon request.
11. Technical and policy information relating to the transportation plans,
transportation improvement programs, and environmental impact reports will be
made available for public review upon request.
12. Staff will hold at least one formal public workshop every four yearsworkshops as
deemed necessary by the agency in each local jurisdictionjurisdictions on the
Regional Transportation Plan. These public meetings/ workshops will be
announced in a variety of formats, including public notices, display ads, press
releases and direct mail and/or electronic mail notices in the affected
communities. as deemed appropriate by the agency.
13. All project plan amendments not considered administrative in scope shall be
advertised via public notice and held for a 30-day review period.
14. Refer to the California Transportation Commission’s 20102017 Regional
Transportation Plan Guidelines regarding addendums, supplemental and
subsequent environmental documents to the Regional Transportation Plan.
Level III
Anticipated high-profile projects
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The following must also meet the criteria listed in levels I and II. In general, Level III
procedures address plans that provide long-range direction for the organization or that
Kern COG staff determines to be controversial based on their environmental impacts,
project scope or other determining factors. These documents areRegional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy (RTP/SCS) is subject to thethis
highest levelslevel of public outreach under these policies. These procedures become
effective before an initial draft document has been produced. Kern COG staff will:
A. Develop a Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
B. Help form a citizens’ advisory committee.
C.B. Develop a calendar of public workshops.
D.C. Identify the appropriate media contact to respond to media inquiries.
E. Develop a quarterly newsletter specificAn e-mail address will be provided made
available for public access to the plan or project.
F. Mail newsletterreceive updates and to the plan/project participants at regular
intervals.
G.D. make and receive comments. Coordinate a news conference and/or press
release highlighting the plan/program and coordination between Kern COG and
public participation. Press releases will be sent to the appropriate radio stations,
television channels, and newspapers as deemed necessary by the agency.
Metropolitan transportation planning requires that where a metropolitan planning area
includes Federal public lands and/or Indian Tribal lands, the affected Federal agencies
and Indian Tribal governments shall be involved appropriately in the development of
transportation plans and programs. Discussion on environmental mitigation activities of
the long-range transportation plan shall be developed in consultation with tribes. Kern
COG shall initiatewill continue Government-to-Government consultation with the Tejon
Indian Tribe of California in the development of transportation plans and programs.
Senate Bill 375 increased the minimum level of public participation required in the
regional transportation planning process. Collaboration between partners in the region
during the development of a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) and/or an
Alternative Planning Strategy (APS) is essential and may include business and industry
stakeholders, environmental justice stakeholders, social equity stakeholders and others.
Public participation pursuant to SB 375 shall including the following:
1. Outreach efforts encouraging the active participation of a broad range of
stakeholders in the planning process, consistent with the agency’s adopted
Federal Public Participation Plan. This includes, but is not limited to, affordable
housing advocates, transportation advocates, neighborhood and community
groups, environmental advocates, home builder representatives, broad-based
business organizations, landowners, commercial property interests, and
homeowner associations.
2. Consultation with other regional congestion management agencies,
transportation agencies, and transportation commissions.
3. At least three regional public workshops will be held with information and tools
providing a clear understanding of policy choices and issues. To the extent
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4.
5.
6.

7.

practicable, each workshop shall include urban simulation computer modeling to
create visual representations of the SCS and APS.
Preparation and circulation of a draft SCS (and APS, if one is required) not less
than 55 days before adoption of a final RTP.
A process enabling the public to provide a single request to receive notices,
information and updates.
During the development of the SCS (and APS, if applicable), at least two
informational meetings will be held for members of the Board of Supervisors and
City Councils. Only one informational meeting is needed if it is attended by
representatives of the Kern County Board of Supervisors and City Councils that
represent a majority of the cities representing a majority of the population in the
incorporated areas of the county.
a. The purpose of the meeting (or meetings) will be to discuss the SCS (and
APS, if applicable), including key land use and planning assumptions, with
the members of the Board of Supervisors and City Councils and to solicit
and consider their input and recommendations.
b. Notices of these meetings are to be sent to the Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors and City Clerks.
In preparing an SCS, Kern COG will consider spheres of influence that have
been adopted by the Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO). Kern COG
will also consult with LAFCO regarding special districts within the region that
provide property-related services such as water or wastewater services, and will

8.7.
consult with these regional special districts, as appropriate, during
development of a SCS (and APS if applicable).
Process for Receiving Public Comments
The following public involvement techniques may be used to inform and educate the
public and/or gather information.
A. Formal Public Meetings/Workshops
Formal public meetings and/or workshops may be held during the process. The
format for the workshops will be at the discretion of Kern COG. All Kern COG
meetings and public workshops will be held in buildings accessible to persons with
disabilities. The format options include:
•
•
•

'Theater' style with a presentation followed by audience response.
'Open-house' style with individual comments provided directly to a recorder,
typed in by the participant, or via written comment sheets; or
A mixed format with an 'open house' style meeting followed by a 'theater' style
comment period.
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In each case, Kern COG shall provide audio/visual presentations along with maps,
charts and graphics, whenever practical, to help the public better understand the
plans, programs, or projects it adopts.
B. Small Group Sessions
A meeting of selected citizens, businesses, and/or neighborhood residents may be
invited to participate in small group sessions to discuss options and give opinions on
specific transportation topics. Participants may be presented with materials and
asked to respond. The following are types of small groups that might be involved in
the process:
Plan/Program Advisory Committee (PAC) - An advisory committee established for
the development of a plan or program may consist of a broadly representative group
of citizens who understand other citizens’ concerns, needs and wants, technical and
administrative staff from various organizations, and officials from appropriate local
and state entities.
A PAC with citizen participation can be a valuable asset. Generally, PACs provide
and consider citizen input and advice regarding regional goals and objectives,
problems and needs, and to discuss potential options and solutions regarding the
activity and to be responsive to the citizen input.
PAC members may be expected to attend several public and neighborhood
meetings. They may also be asked to assist, provide support and be responsible for
the dissemination of information, and give testimony to the benefits and importance
of the activity to the community, actively seek informed responses from the
community regarding transportation problems and priorities, and elicit potential
solutions.
Kern COG will specifically consider the need for a PAC with regard to major
transportation plans, studies, programs and projects. If the Board elects to form a
PAC, the PAC shall be organized with a special effort to appoint persons who are or
will represent the needs of the persons traditionally underserved such as low
income, minorities, elderly and disabled. The ways and means of determining PAC
membership, committee structure, and specific roles and responsibilities for an
activity shall be presented to the TTAC and Board for their approval. Membership will
not be permanent, thus PAC members will serve for the length of the development
and completion of a plan or program.
Stakeholders - Interview or meet with individuals or groups who have a vested
interest in the outcome of a Kern COG-developed plan or program. Interviews and
meetings would be conducted to identify issues and concerns. Such groups may
include business, neighborhood, environmental, and others.
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PAC and stakeholder meetings may include the use of various public involvement
techniques to keep the group informed, obtain information, identify preferences and
resolve conflicts.
Focus Groups - Kern COG may use this approach to uncover information that is
difficult to access. This includes uncovering attitudes, opinions, and emotions on
specific issues or topics from a group of 'screened' participants. This method may
also be used to clarify issues so as to develop surveys.
C. Internet
Whenever possible, Kern COG will provide access to plans and programs through
Internet access. When applicable, an e-mail address will be presented and made
available for public access to make and receive comments.
D. Fairs and Festivals
Kern COG will attend community fairs and festivals to present various aspects of
transportation planning, programming and projects as set forth in the RTP, as well as
the FTIP. Participants are encouraged to view exhibits, ask questions, consider the
information and give comments. Fairs create interest and dramatize a plan, program
or TIP project through visualized graphics, audiovisuals, and interaction with Kern
COG staff.
E. Public Opinion Surveys
Surveys report what people know or want to know. Surveys test whether a plan,
program or an element of them is acceptable to the public as it is being developed.
An appropriately sized random sample will be drawn from the targeted population
and surveyed to develop a sense of general public attitudes. Surveys can be formal
such as a direct mailing to citizens, businesses, and community organizations or
informal such as a self-administered questionnaire attached within a draft document.
G. Phone/In-person Comments
A period of time may be provided to allow citizens to telephone or walk in their
comments. Kern COG’s phone number and address will be provided to the media
and may be included on documents related to the plan or program. Kern COG will
summarize verbal comments.
The following public involvement techniques may be used to inform and educate the
public and/or gather information.
A. Formal Public Meetings/Workshops
Formal public meetings and/or workshops may be held during the process. The format
for the workshops will be at the discretion of Kern COG. All Kern COG meetings and
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public workshops will be held in buildings accessible to persons with disabilities. The
format options include:
•
•
•

'Theater' style with a presentation followed by audience response.
'Open-house' style with individual comments provided directly to a recorder,
typed in by the participant, or via written comment sheets; or
A mixed format with an 'open house' style meeting followed by a 'theater' style
comment period.

In each case, Kern COG will provide audio/visual presentations along with maps, charts
and graphics, whenever practical, to help the public better understand the plans,
programs, or projects it adopts.
B. Mini – Grant Program

Kern Council of Governments may seek assistance from community-based
organizations, etc. to solicit public input into key activities associated with the
preparation of high profile projects such as the Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS). Kern COG may request help with
ensuring diverse and extensive input by further expanding community outreach
activities.
Kern COG may provide mini grants to organizations for outreach activities that result in
public involvement and input from stakeholders regarding the RTP/SCS, with the
primary goal of including Kern residents in the RTP and SCS transportation planning
process. This program will help ensure that interested residents have ample
opportunity to understand and provide meaningful input on these plans.
C. Small Group Sessions
A meeting of selected citizens, businesses, and/or neighborhood residents may be
invited to participate in small group or roundtable sessions to discuss options and give
opinions on specific transportation topics. Participants may be presented with materials
and asked to respond. The following are types of small groups that might be involved in
the process:
Plan/Program Advisory Committee (PAC) - An advisory committee established for the
development of a plan or program may consist of a broadly representative group of
citizens who understand other citizens’ concerns, needs and wants, technical and
administrative staff from various organizations, and officials from appropriate local and
state entities.
A PAC with citizen participation can be a valuable asset. Generally, PACs provide and
consider citizen input and advice regarding regional goals and objectives, problems and
needs, and to discuss potential options and solutions regarding the activity and to be
responsive to the citizen input.
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PAC members may be expected to attend several public and neighborhood meetings.
They may also be asked to assist, provide support and be responsible for the
dissemination of information, and give testimony to the benefits and importance of the
activity to the community, actively seek informed responses from the community
regarding transportation problems and priorities, and elicit potential solutions.
Kern COG will specifically consider the need for a PAC with regard to major
transportation plans, studies, programs and projects. If the Board elects to form a PAC,
the PAC shall be organized with a special effort to appoint persons who are or will
represent the needs of the persons traditionally underserved such as low income,
minorities, elderly and disabled. The ways and means of determining PAC membership,
committee structure, and specific roles and responsibilities for an activity shall be
presented to the TTAC and Board for their approval. Membership will not be
permanent, thus PAC members will serve for the length of the development and
completion of a plan or program.
Stakeholders - Interview or meet with individuals or groups who have a vested interest
in the outcome of a Kern COG-developed plan or program. Interviews and/or
roundtable meetings would be conducted to identify issues and concerns. Such groups
may include business, neighborhood, environmental, and others.
PAC and stakeholder meetings may include the use of various public involvement
techniques to keep the group informed, obtain information, identify preferences and
resolve conflicts.
Focus Groups - Kern COG may use this approach to uncover information that is difficult
to access. This includes uncovering attitudes, opinions, and emotions on specific issues
or topics from a group of 'screened' participants. This method may also be used to
clarify issues so as to develop surveys.
D. Internet
Whenever possible, Kern COG will provide access to plans and programs through
Internet access. When applicable, an e-mail address will be presented and made
available for public access to make and receive comments.
E. Fairs and Festivals
Kern COG may attend community fairs and festivals to present various aspects of
transportation planning, programming and projects as set forth in the RTP, as well as
the FTIP. Participants are encouraged to view exhibits, ask questions, consider the
information and give comments. Fairs create interest and dramatize a plan, program or
TIP project through visualized graphics, audiovisuals, and interaction with Kern COG
staff.
F. Public Opinion Surveys
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Surveys report what people know or want to know. Surveys test whether a plan,
program or an element of them is acceptable to the public as it is being developed. An
appropriately sized random sample will be drawn from the targeted population and
surveyed to develop a sense of general public attitudes. Surveys can be formal such as
a direct mailing to citizens, businesses, and community organizations or informal such
as a self-administered questionnaire attached within a draft document.
G. Phone/In-person Comments
A period of time may be provided to allow citizens to telephone or walk in their
comments. Kern COG’s phone number and address will be provided to the media and
may be included on documents related to the plan or program. Kern COG will
summarize verbal comments.

Section 6. Public Involvement Policy Evaluation
A. Significant changes to Kern COG’s Public Involvement Procedures shall be
published and available for a 45-day public review and comment period before final
adoption.
B. Kern COG staff and the public will review the public review process biennially.
Evaluation Methodology
In order to regularly evaluate the Public Involvement Procedures, five performance
measures are proscribedmetrics are recommended and will be reported to the Board:
A. The accessibility of the outreach process to serve diverse geographic, language and
ability needs.
B. The extent or reach of the process in involving and informing as many members of
the public as possible.
C. The diversity of participants in the outreach process and its ability to reflect the
broad range of ethnicities, incomes and special needs of residents in the Kern
region.
D. The impact of public outreach and involvement on the plan/program and on policy
board actions.
E. The satisfaction with the outreach process expressed by participants.
For each of these five performance measures, a set of quantifiable indicators has been
established. They will be applied as appropriate to each plan/program’s level
requirements.
A. Accessibility Indicators:
 Meetings are held throughout the county.
 100 percent of meetings are reasonably accessible by transit.
 All meetings are accessible under Americans with Disability Act
requirements.
 Meetings are linguistically accessible to 100 percent of participants with
three working days’ advance request for translation. (Meeting
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announcements will offer translation services with advance notice to
participants speaking any language with available professional translation
services.)
B. Reach indicators
 Number of formal comments on draft final document logged into comment
tracking and response system.
 Number of individuals actively participating in outreach program.
 Number of visits to the specific section of the Kern COG website.
 Number of newspaper articles mentioning the plan/program.
 Number of, radio/ and television interviews or mentions onmentioning the
plan/program.
F. Diversity indicators
 Demographic of targeted workshop/charette/meeting roughly mirror the
demographics of the Kern region.
 PercentageListing of targeted organizations and groups participating in at
least one workshop/charette/meeting.
 Participants representListing of participants representing a cross-section
of people of various interests, places of residence and primary modes of
travel.
G. Impact Indicators
 100 percent of written comments on draft final document received are
logged into a comment tracking system, analyzed, summarized and
communicated in time for consideration by staff and the policy board.
 100 percent of significant written comments on draft final document are
acknowledged so that the person making them knows whether his or her
comment is reflected in the outcome of a policy board action, or,
conversely, why the policy board acted differently.
H. Participant Satisfaction (This information would be obtained via an online and written
survey available on the Kern COG web site, and at each workshop/charette/public
meeting involving the plan or program in question.)
 Accessibility to meeting locations.
 Materials presented in appropriate languages for targeted audiences.
 Adequate notice of the meetings provided.
 Sufficient opportunity to comment.
 Educational value of presentations and materials.
 Understanding of other perspectives and priorities.
 Clear information at an appropriate level of detail.
 Clear understanding of items that are established policy versus those that
are open to public influence.
 Quality of the discussion.
 Responsiveness to comments received.
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Section 7. Media Resources
Print Media Resources
Kern County is situated in California’s southern San Joaquin Valley occupying 8,075200
square miles. It is the third largest county in the State; is larger thanwith about the
states of Delaware, Connecticut,same area as New Jersey and Rhode Island
combined, and is larger thanis twice the entire states of Massachusetts or Hawaiiarea
of L.A. county with 1/10th the population. The county is divided into three distinct
geographical regions: The eastern third of the county is the Mojave Desert; the middle
section straddles the Southern Sierra Nevada Mountains and the Transverse Ranges;
the western portion is in the San Joaquin Valley. As of 2013, the county had a
population of 864,124 registering an increase of more than 178,000 people over 2000.
Because of the diversity in the market profile and geography of Kern County, it is
necessary to address the county in segments. Public Notices must be carefully placed
depending on the project and affected communities.
Countywide Publications
The Bakersfield Californian
El MexicaloPopular

Type
Main / Greater Kern County
Hispanic Interest

Adjudicated
X

Indian Wells Valley
The Daily Independent
NWC Rocketeer
News-Review

Type
Main / Ridgecrest
Military / China Lake
Main / Ridgecrest

Adjudicated
X
-X

Southeastern Kern County
Antelope Valley Press
The Bulletin
Desert Wings
Lancaster Desert Mailer
Mojave Desert News
Rosamond Weekly News
Southeast Kern Weekender
Tehachapi News

Type
Main / Palmdale
Main / North Edwards
Military / Edwards Main
Lancaster / Main
Main / Mojave
Main / Rosamond
Ridgecrest
Main / Tehachapi

Adjudicated
X
--X
X
X

Kern River Valley
Kern Valley Sun
Kern River Courier

Type
Main /Lake Isabella
Main/Lake Isabella

Adjudicated
X

Arvin/Lamont
Arvin Tiller
El Popular
Lamont Reporter

Type
Main /Arvin
Hispanic Interest
Main / Lamont

Adjudicated
X
X
X

Southwestern Kern County
The Pine Mountain Pioneer
Mountain Enterprise

Type
Main / Frazier (monthly)
Main / Frazier Park (weekly)

Adjudicated
-X

X

X
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Metropolitan Bakersfield
The Bakersfield Californian
Bakersfield News Observer
El Mexicalo
El Popular

Type
Main / Kern County
African-American Interest
Hispanic Interest
Hispanic Interest

Adjudicated
X
X
X
X

Northwest Kern County
Delano Record
El Popular
Shafter Press
Wasco Tribune

Type
Main / Delano
Hispanic Interest
Main / Shafter
Main / Wasco

Adjudicated
-X
X
X

Western Kern County
The Midway Driller

Type
Main / Taft

Adjudicated
X

Section 8. Legal and Display Ad Minimum Requirements
Legal Notice:
Date, time, and place of public hearing or meeting;
Identity of the hearing body or officer;
General explanation of the matter to be considered;
General description, in text or by diagram, of the location of the real property, if any,
that is the subject of the hearing or meeting;
The following statement when appropriate –“Individuals with disabilities may call Kern
COG to request auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public meeting/hearing.”
Kern Council of Governments
Address
Contact name
Telephone number
Web site: www.kerncog.org
E-mail: ahakimi@kerncog.org
Notice of Intent to Adopt:
Period during which comments will be received;
Date, time, and place of any public meetings or hearings on the proposed project;
Brief description of the proposed project and its location;
Address where copies of the proposed negative declaration are available for review;
The following statement when appropriate – “Individuals with disabilities may call
Kern COG to request auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public
meeting/hearing."
Kern Council of Governments
Address
Contact name
Telephone number
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Web site: www.kerncog.org
E-mail: ahakimi@kerncog.orgahakimi@kerncog.org
Notice of Determination: – Filed ONLY with Kern County Clerk's Office
Information identifying the project, including common name and location;
Brief description of the project;
Date on which Kern COG determines the project will not cause any significant adverse
environmental effects;
Address where copy of the negative declaration may be examined;
The following statement – "Kern COG has complied with the California Environmental
Quality Act in the preparation of this negative declaration;"
The following statement when appropriate – “Individuals with disabilities may call
Kern COG to request auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public review
process.”
Kern Council of Governments
Address
Contact name
Telephone number
TTY number
Fax number
Web site address
Project manager e-mail address
Notice of Preparation:
A.
B.
C.
D.

Description of project;
Project location on a map;
Discussion of probable environmental effects of project;
The following statement when appropriate -"Individuals with disabilities may call
Kern COG to request auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public review
process.”

Kern Council of Governments
Address
Contact name
Telephone number
TTY number
Fax number
Web site address
Project manager e-mail address
Notice of Completion:
A. Description of project;
B. Project location;
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C.
D.
E.
F.

Date, time, and place of any public meetings or hearings on the proposed project;
Address where copies of the Draft EIR are available for review;
Period during which comments will be received;
The following statement when appropriate -"Individuals with disabilities may call
Kern COG to request auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public review
process."

Kern Council of Governments
Address
Contact name
Telephone number
TTY number
Fax number
Web site address
Project Manager e-mail address
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Sample Notice
Notice of Public Hearing
Date
Before the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) in the matter of STATE
PURPOSE OF PUBLIC HEARING:
A. WHEREAS, Kern COG, in its capacity as the INSERT DESIGNATION will hold a
public hearing to receive public comments regarding the INSERT PLAN, PROJECT,
PROGRAM and
B. WHEREAS, NAME DOCUMENT AND PURPOSE
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT:
A. A PUBLIC HEARING will be held in the Kern COG conference room, 1401 19th
Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California at 7:006:30 pm, on Thursday, STATE
DATE, for the purpose of receiving public comments and testimony regarding
INSERT PLAN, PROJECT, OR PROGRAM. This hearing will be a part of a regularly
scheduled meeting of the Kern Council of Governments.
B. The INSERT PLAN, PROJECT, OR PROGRAM will be considered for INSERT
ACTION by the Kern Council of Governments following the public hearing.
C. Any person wishing to present testimony related to INSERT PLAN, PROJECT, OR
PROGRAM may be heard, or may submit written comments to Kern COG, 1401
19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, California 93301, for inclusion in the official
record of the hearing. Individuals with disabilities may call Kern COG to request
auxiliary aids necessary to participate in the public review process.
Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
Kern Council of Governments
(661) 635-2900
TTY (661) 832- 7433
Fax: (661) 324-8215
Web site: www.kerncog.org
ahakimi@kerncog.org
DATE OF PUBLICATION
Display ads
Newspaper display ads, which may be inserted anywhere in the paper and are not
confined to the classified section, will be used for the following documents: Regional
Transportation Plan; Regional Transportation Improvement Program; Federal
Transportation Improvement Program; all corridor studies; transit studies, including the
unmet transit needs process; and all special studies.
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These advertisements should run at the beginning, middle, and toward the end of the
document development process. They will announce either a public input period, draft
review availability or a final review period.
Display ads should be no smaller than 2 columns in width by no less than 4 inches
deep. If financial constraints allow, display ads should run 2 columns wide by 7 inches
deep or larger.
Given the larger canvas with which to work, display ads should contain at least one art
element by which to draw the eye. This should include, but not necessarily be limited to
the Kern COG logo. The number of different fonts used should be limited to two.
Sign In Sheets
Have a sign-in sheet available. This will become part of Kern COGs official record.
Make sure people write legibly, this information will become a part of the mailing list. At
a minimum, include: name, address (street, city, zip), daytime contact telephone
number and e-mail address. The information needed from the sign-in sheet may vary
from meeting to meeting. If quite a bit of information is needed, consider developing an
information card that attendees can complete at their seat.
Have Kern COG materials available
Several items will help the public to understand the purpose of the agency, the project
and Kern COGs role. Many questions as can be answered prior to the meeting, which
will save time during the meeting.
A.
B.
C.
D.

Comment Sheets
Project Information Guide
Kern COG Information Guide
Presentation-specific support materials

Visual Aids
A. PowerPoint presentation
B. Slides
C. Enlarged diagrams and graphs
D. Enlarged maps
E. Videos
F. Handouts
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Anticipate Questions
Anticipated questions should be developed and answered when the Project Information
Guide is created. However, it is likely the audience will have many more. The process
of transportation planning is not an easy one to grasp. Many members of the audience
will have wishes and desires that simply cannot be fulfilled. How staff responds to
questions or statements of desire will make a difference with their opinion of Kern
COGs efforts to involve the public. Kern COG staff should create ways of telling the
audience the planning process instead of telling the audience “No, we can’t.”
Are there creative ways to help the audience understand that transportation planning is
a dynamic give-and-take process?
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Attachment A: Kern COG Document Public Involvement Chart - 2019

Procedures Level:

Document/Process Inception

OWP

COG
Budget

KMAA
Budget

RTP
/SCS

RTP1
/SCS
Amend

RTP2
Env.
Doc.

RTIP

1

1

1

3

1

1

1





Display Ads (Newspapers)
Direct Mail/Electronic Notices
Press Releases
Public/COG meeting





Display Ads (Newspapers)
Direct Mail/Electronic Notices
Press Releases







Workshop(s)

Final Report/Plan/Study/Process





























Press Releases

14-day Review Period
30-day Review Period
45-day Review Period
55-day Review Period
Legal Notice
Public Hearing

Regional
Housing Needs
Assessment

Special
Studies

Air Quality
Conformity

Population &
SocioEconomic
Forecast

Public
Information
Policies/
Procedures

Active
Transport
ation Plan

2

1

2

2

2

2

1

1

2

1



























































Display Ads (Newspapers)

Public/COG meeting

Transit
Studies



Draft Document/Process

Direct Mail/Electronic Notices

Corridor
Studies





Workshop(s)

Public/COG meeting

FTIP

TIP3
Amend





















































































































































Required

 As deemed necessary by staff
Display ads: Bakersfield Californian, El Popular, Arvin Tiller, Delano Record, Kern Valley Sun, Ridgecrest Daily Independent or Ridgecrest News-Review, Shafter Press, Taft Midway-Driller, Tehachapi News, Wasco Tribune
Antelope Valley Press, Mojave Desert News, Rosamond Weekly, Mountain Enterprise Frazier Park (papers selected dependent on the project and affected communities)
1
Minor RTP amendment types 2 and 3 will have a 14-day review period. Regionally signifcant major amendment types 4 and 5 will have a 30-day review, subject to environmental document requirements.
2
Refer to CEQA/NEPA and California Transportation Commission latest Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines for addendum, subsequent and supplemental environmental documents.
3
Minor TIP amendment types 2 and 3 will have a 14-day review period. Regionally signifcant types 4 and 5 will have a 30-day review.
2/1/2019

V.
RPAC
March 6, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Linda Urata
Regional Planner

RPAC AGENDA ITEM V.
Kern Electric Vehicle Charging Station Blueprint

DESCRIPTION:
Kern COG was awarded a grant of $200,000 from the California Energy Commission to create a Kern Electric
Vehicle Charging Station (EVCS) Blueprint. Kern COG staff, the consultant Center for Sustainable Energy
and the Kern EVCS Work Group are working to complete a draft Kern EVCS Blueprint in March 2019.
DISCUSSION:
The California Energy Commission’s Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle Technology Program
(ARFVTP) awarded $200,000 of Phase I grant funding to Kern Council of Governments in partnership
with the Center for Sustainable Energy (CSE) to develop a Kern Electric Vehicle Charging Station (EVCS)
Blueprint. The purpose of the Kern EVCS Blueprint is to accelerate the deployment of zero emission
transportation to help reach Kern COG 2018 Regional Transportation Plan air quality goals.
Phase I is for the development of the planning blueprints by June 30, 2019 to identify the actions and
milestones needed to proceed towards implementation of the EV ready community. Selection for Phase I
funding affords Kern COG the opportunity to submit the completed blueprint to compete for and receive
future funding under Phase II for implementation of the completed blueprint.
The Kern EVCS Working Group (WG) met on November 29, 2018 and January 11, 2019. The WG will meet
on the second Friday of each month at Kern COG with a call-in option through June 14, 2019. The WG is
tasked with the following work:
• Review documents and provide or process information between the meetings
• Set goals for EV infrastructure and vehicle deployment throughout Kern County
• Review and accept the project selection methodology for up to 12 projects incorporated in the plan
• Distribute and/or identify contacts for the distribution of a Kern EV Blueprint toolkit
From October through December 2018, Kern COG member agencies were provided with opportunities to
suggest locations for EVCS installations via in-person Kern COG Technical Advisory Committee
meetings, telephone calls made by Linda Urata, and emails. The Kern EVCS Blueprint Plan will
recommended no less than 12 high-impact projects within the jurisdictions of Kern COG’s member
agencies and will demonstrate opportunities to benefit disadvantaged communities.
Funding for EVCS installations will increase in 2019. For example, the California Energy Commission plans
to launch the expanded Cal eVIP program in October 2019, which has allocated $5.2 million for Level 2 and
Level 3 charging station projects in Kern County. The Kern EVCS Blueprint will provide direction to anyone

interested in developing EVCS projects. This will help Kern COG reach its goal of 4,000 EV charging spaces
by the year 2025.
Kern COG staff will present a draft version of the Kern EVCS Blueprint during the regularly scheduled RPAC
meeting on April 3, 2019.
ACTION: Information.

Electric Vehicles in Kern County
• Current:
o Vehicles: 1,365 rebates; 1,824 vehicles
o Charging stations:
o Level 2: 98
o DC Fast Charging: 18
• 2025 Goal: CEC EV Infrastructure Projection (EVI-Pro) Model
o Vehicles: 14,872
o Level 2 Workplace: 528
o Level 2 Public: 614
o DC Fast Charging: 222
o Charging Spaces: 4,000
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VI.
RPAC
March 6, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director
By: Peter Smith, Regional Planner

SUBJECT:

RPAC AGENDA ITEM VI.
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUNDING HISTORY

BACKGROUND: The Active Transportation Program provides funding for alternative types of
transportation, including walking and bicycling.
DISCUSSION: The Active Transportation Program is administered by the California
Transportation Commission. There have been four (4) funding cycles since 2014. Below is the
list of projects funded by the Active Transportation Program by cycle. Since 2014 the Kern
Region has been awarded $45,322,177 for Active Transportation Projects
CYCLE 1
Agency

Project Description

Funding

State-funded
Delano
Wasco
Wasco
Kern County
Kern County
Tehachapi

Safety and Education for an Active Delano School Community
Palm Ave. Elementary School Pedestrian Infrastructure Imp.
Burke Elementary School Bike and Pedestrian Infrastructure Imp.
Horace Mann Pedestrian Improvements
Highland Elementary Pedestrian Improvements
Valley Blvd. Bikeways Facilities Project Phase II

Regionally Funded
Wasco
Kern County
Arvin
Wasco
Wasco
Bakersfield
Bakersfield
Tehachapi

$392,463
$458,181
$1,794,594
$110,000
$275,000
$1,292,000

State Funded Total: $4,522,238

Clemens & Jefferson School Bike and Pedestrian Improvements
Walter Stiern Middle School Pedestrian Improvements
Sidewalk Improvements at Various Locations
Highway 43 Pedestrian Lighting
Prueitt Elementary School Bike and Pedestrian Improvements
Bike Lane and Route Projects Group B (West)
Safe Routes to School Improvements-Frank West School
Safe Routes to School Gap Closure Project
Kern COG Funded Total:

$305,827
$125,000
$680,000
$593,565
$473,136
$270,000
$311,850
$899,561
$3,657,939

CYCLE 2
State Funded
Agency
Kern County
Kern County
Bakersfield
Tehachapi
Kern COG

Project Description

Funding

Mojave Pedestrian Improvement Project
Lamont Pedestrian Improvement Project
“A” Street Improvement Project
Rail Corridor Project
Kern Active Transportation Plan

$896,000
$1,430,000
$1,055,000
$2,042,000
$250,000
State Funded Total $5,448,000

Regionally Funded
Kern County Kern River Bikepath Western Extension

$3,549,000

CYCLE 3
State Funded
Agency
Delano
Kern County
Kern County
Delano
Kern County

Project Description
Sidewalk Gap Closure Project
Boron Desert Lake Pedestrian Path
Rexland Acres Sidewalk Project
Intersection Enhancement and Education
Rosamond Blvd Pedestrian Project

$537,000
$1,971,000
$5,640,000
$589,000
$880,000
State Funding Total $9,617,000

Regionally Funded
Arvin
Arvin
Bakersfield

Funding

Haven Drive Pedestrian and Bicycle Project
Varsity Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Project
Downtown Bicycle Connectivity Project
Regional Funding Total

$643,000
$833,000
$1,353,000
$3,913,000

CYCLE 3 AUGMENTION
Bakersfield
McFarland
Bakersfield
Wasco

Downtown Bicycle Connectivity Project (additional funding)
Kern Avenue Elementary School SRTS Project
Downtown Pedestrian Connectivity Project
Palm Ave Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvement
Cycle 3 Augmentation

$257,000
$396,000
$825,000
$204,000
$1,682,000

CYCLE 4
State Funded
Agency

Project Description

Funding

Kern County South Chester Pedestrian Safety Project
Tehachapi
Snyder Avenue Sidewalk Gap Closure
Kern County Walk Lake Isabella Pedestrian and Bicycle accessibility

$1,967,000
$1,490,000
$5,140,000

State Funded Total $8,597,000
Regionally Funded
Bakersfield

Friant Kern Multi-Use Path

$4,306,000
Regional Funding Total

ACTION: Information

$4,306,000

March 6, 2019
TO:

Transportation Planning Policy Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director

VII.
RPAC

By: Rob Ball,
Deputy Director/Planning Director
SUBJECT:

RPAC AGENDA ITEM: VII
UPDATE: SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM
PASSENGER VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP

DESCRIPTION:
The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4-years and contains a
long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous policies and regulations
including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality conformity, congestion
management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction targets.
DISCUSSION:
February 26, 2019 – TRANSITions – Kern COG Transit Symposium is providing regional
leadership in helping local transit agencies implement the latest technology needed to meet our
SB 375 Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) goals.
February 25, 2019 – Kern COG staff’s third conference call with California Air Resources Board
(ARB) staff on Kern COG’s December 11, 2018 submittal of the 2018 RTP technical evaluation
data requested by ARB for making their determination whether the SCS, if implemented, would
meet the ARB GHG reduction targets set back in 2011. ARB is still reviewing the data and asking
questions after two months and three conferences calls. The previous two calls were on January
14 & 29, 2019. The seven other Valley COGs are seeing similar levels of examination from ARB
staff. ARB has two months to make their determination after they deem the submittal complete.
February 14, 2019 – San Diego Association of Governments announces they can NOT meet their
new SCS GHG targets and ask for two more years to develop their 3rd cycle SCS.
https://www.voiceofsandiego.org/topics/government/san-diego-cant-hit-state-climate-goals-without-majortransportation-changes/ .

February 7, 2019 – ARB Deputy Exec. Ofc. Steven Cliff, met w/ the eight San Joaquin Valley
COG directors on concerns about the Draft ARB SB 375 SCS Evaluation Guidelines
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/scs-evaluation-resources.

January 31, 2019 – Valley COG directors met with ARB member Alexander Sherriffs on the nonresponsiveness of ARB staff about Valley comments on the SB 375 SCS Evaluation Guidelines.
January 3, 2019 – The Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) and the Transportation
Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) were presented this update on SB 375 implementation in
Kern along with a copy of the SB 375 data submittal to ARB.
December 12, 2018 – ARB hosted a public workshop on the SB 375 SCS Evaluation Guidelines.
December 11, 2018 - Kern COG staff submitted the technical evaluation data requested for
making a determination whether the SCS, if implemented, would meet the ARB targets set back
2011. The data request took nearly 4 months to fulfil.
December 4, 2018 - Kern COG Executive Director Ahron Hakimi provided verbal comments on
the SB 150 report to a joint meeting of ARB and the California Transportation Commission (CTC)
http://www.catc.ca.gov/meetings/ (video not posted yet at the time this staff report was written). The
report shows that although SCS targets are being met, overall emissions per capita from gasoline
sales are on the rise. For more info on SB 150 report go to:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2018-11/Final2018Report_SB150_112618_02_Report.pdf

On December 3, 2018, Kern COG received federal approval of the 2018 RTP air quality conformity
analysis concurring that planned RTP expenditures will NOT delay air district attainment plans.
October 9, 2018 - Kern COG submitted comments on the Draft SCS Evaluation Guidelines.
September 25, 2018 - Kern COG submitted initial comments on the early Draft SB 150 report to
COGs.
August 20, 2018 - Kern COG staff had a conference call with ARB staff on the process for ARB’s
SCS evaluation and began preparing the requested data.
August 15, 2018 - the Kern COG Board adopted the 2018 RTP/SCS and associated documents.
Table 1 – 2011 & 2018 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region
2020
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/
Targets for 2018 RTP/SCS (set in 2011 by ARB)
-5%
2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018)
-12.5%
Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by
n.a.
ARB, effective October 1, 2018)

2035
-10%
-12.7%
-15%

March 22, 2018 - ARB adopted new SB375 Targets for the third cycle RTP/SCS to be effective
October 1, 2018. Next ARB target setting will be during the 2022-2026 window.
June 13, 2017 - ARB released proposed targets that were 2 percentage points higher than what
Kern COG recommended for 2035. The related ARB documents are available online at
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm . Kern COG’s April target recommendation letter is
located
on
page
B-143
of
the
ARB
staff
report
at

https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf . Kern COG and

the 8 San Joaquin Valley COG’s prepared individual letters and a joint comment letter. The letters
document methodological changes that make it difficult to compare the 2014 RTP results with the
latest modeling refinements.
April 20, 2017 - the Kern COG Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC)
recommendation to ARB was unchanged from the December 2016 submittal at -9% and -13%
reduction in per capita GHG consistent with the RPAC recommendation.
Preliminary Timeline 2022 RTP/SCS
1. August 15, 2018 – Adopted 2018 RTP/SCS
2. October 1, 2018 - Effective Date for 3rd Cycle SCS Target (-15%/capita reduction by 2035)
3. Spring 2019 to Spring 2022 – Annual Community Phone Surveys
4. Spring 2019 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS
5. Spring 2019 – Spring 2022: RTP/SCS Public Outreach Process
6. Summer 2019 – Adopt Regional Growth Forecast Update
7. Fall 2019 – Stakeholder roundtable process to vet outreach and performance measures
8. Fall 2019 to Fall 2021 – Fairs/Festivals/Farmer’s Market Outreach
9. Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment Update Process
10. Fall 2020 to Spring 2021 – Mini-Grant Stakeholder Hosted Workshops
11. Spring 2021 – 2020 U.S. Census population voting district file available
12. Summer 2022 Adopt RTP/SCS, RHNA, EIR and associated documents
ACTION: Information

for the

Kern Council of Governments’ 2019 Transit Symposium
...exploring a change in how transit agencies deliver their services

Tuesday, February 26, 2019
8:00 a.m. – 3:30 p.m.
Hodel’s Country Dining (Kern Room)
5917 Knudsen Drive • Bakersfield, CA 93308
Presentations were designed with the following people in mind:
Transit Agency Managers
Social Services
University Transportation Services
Transportation Service Providers

Public Works Directors
Transit Finance Directors
City Councils
County Supervisors

For more information, contact:
Linda Urata at lurata@kerncog.org • (661) 635-2904
RSVP to Linda Urata at lurata@kerncog.org

Visit the vendors
and enter to win
over $300 in prizes.

CLICK HERE TO REGISTER

8:00am to 8:30am

Breakfast Buffet and meet the vendors

8:30am to 8:45am

Opening Remarks
Bakersfield Councilmember and
Kern COG Board Chairman, Bob Smith

8:45 am to 9:00am

Setting the Stage

9:00am – 9:45am

Towards Zero –Innovative Clean Transit Regulation;
Low Carbon Fuel Standard Program Funding
Shirin Barfjani and Yachun Chow
| California Air Resources Board

9:45am-10:40am

Ecosystem of Shared Mobility Pilot Project Update
Caroline Rodier (UC Davis) | Project Partners

10:40am-11:00am
11:10am-Noon
Noon to 1:00pm

Break | Vendor time!
Zero Emission Transit Experience
Transit Managers Panel
Lunch and Future Transit Tech Now!
Jack Hall | ITS AV & CV Program Manager
Contra Costa Transit Authority

1:00pm to 1:40pm

Federal and State Transit Funding
Bob Snoddy | Kern COG

1:40pm to 2:00 pm

Electric Transit Bus Operations Analysis Tools
Bill Williams | Director of Commercial Sales, Proterra

2:00pm to 2:30pm

GET RYDE Bakersfield Microtransit App
Karen King | General Manager
Shanteria Lee, Emery Rendes
Golden Empire Transit

2:30pm to 2:45pm

Afternoon Break – Cookies and Vendor Prize Drawing

2:45pm to 3:20pm

Transit Incentive Programs
Calstart
Southern California Edison

3:20pm to 3:30pm

Wrap up

VEHICLES:
Greenpower EV Star • Lightening Systems
EV Transit • Envirotech Logistics Van and
Cutaway • BYD K9S Transit Bus • Chevy Bolt
• GET RYDE Transit
VENDORS:
CommuteKern • Hybrid and Zero-Emission
Truck and Bus Voucher Incentive Project (HVIP)
• San Joaquin Valley Electric Vehicle Partnership

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
MEETING OF REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG BOARD ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA
Dial +1 (312) 878-3080
Access Code: 586-617-702

WEDNESDAY
May 1, 2019
1:30 P.M.
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702

I.

ROLL CALL:

II.

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report
back to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.
PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the
Regional Planning Advisory Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street, Suite 300;
Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 635-2910. 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 at least three (3) working days in advance
whenever possible.

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY
A. RPAC Meeting of March 6, 2019

IV.

PUBLIC INFORMATION POLICIES AND PROCEDURES (Napier)
Comment: Preparation of the 2019 Public Information Policies and Procedures.
Action: Recommend that the Kern COG Board Approve the 2019 Public Information Policies and
Procedures.

V.

KERN ADVANCED TRANSPORTATION TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM (Urata)
Comment: To help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early deployment of
alternative fuel vehicle technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles and compressed natural gasfueled vehicles. The Regional Planning Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.
Action: Information.

VI.

KERN ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING STATION BLUEPRINT (Urata)
Comment: Kern COG was awarded a grant from the California Energy Commission (CEC) to develop
a Kern Electric Vehicle Charging Station Blueprint. A draft document is posted to the Kern COG
website. Kern COG invited comments to be submitted by April 9, 2019.
Action: Information.

VII.

2020 CENSUS PARTICIPANT STATISTICAL AREAS PROGRAM (PSAP) – 2020
CENSUS BOUNDARIES (Raymond)
Comment: The Kern COG Census PSAP deadline is May 1st to review and update the
census tracts, block groups, census designated places (CDPs), and census county
divisions for the 2020 Census.
Action: Approve the proposed 2020 Kern County Census Geographies to be submitted for the
Census PSAP.

VIII.

2019-2050 GROWTH FORECAST – PROJECT TIMELINE (Raymond)
Comment: The Kern COG 2019-2050 Growth Forecast project is scheduled to kick-off this month,
May 2019.
Action: Information.

IX.

CALL FOR PROJECTS: TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 3 PROGRAM
(Smith)
Comment: The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity of the state-designated
Regional Transportation Planning Agency, administers funding for the Transportation Development
Act Article 3 Program (Article 3).
Action: Information.

X.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

XI.

MEMBER ITEMS

XII.

ADJOURNMENT
The next scheduled meeting will be June 5, 2019.

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

WEDNESDAY
March 6, 2019
1:30 P.M.

Vice-Chairman James called the meeting to order at 1:33 p.m.
I.

II.

ROLL CALL
MEMBERS PRESENT:

Susan Forrest
Mark Staples
Christine Viterelli
Chris Mink
Asha Chandy
Eric Dhanens
Ted James
Lorena Mendibles

City of Shafter
City of Taft (phone)
City of Arvin (phone)
City of Delano (phone)
Community Member
Community Member
Community Member
Caltrans

STAFF:

Ahron Hakimi
Becky Napier
Rob Ball
Linda Urata

Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG

OTHERS:

Dave Dmohowski
Lupita Mendoza
Joshua Champlin
Warren Maxwell
Yolanda Alcantar

Home Builders Association
Caltrans
Kern County
Kern County Public Works
Kern County Public Works

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report
to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
None

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARIES (This Item was taken after Item IX)
Committee Member Forrest made a motion to approve the discussion summaries from the
RPAC meetings of August 1, 2018, October 3, 2018 and January 2, 2019; seconded by
Committee Member Chandy with all in favor.

IV.

PUBLIC INFORMATION POLICIES AND PROCEDURES UPDATE (Napier)
Ms. Napier explained that the 2017 Regional Transportation
Metropolitan Planning Organizations requires Kern COG to
documented participation plan to establish the process by which
the development of regional transportation plans and programs.

Plan (RTP) Guidelines for
develop and/or update a
the public can participate in
Prior to developing its 2022

RTP, Kern COG is now updating its Public Information Policies and Procedures (PIP). To
begin discussion of the update to the PIP, a document in redline and strikeout is provided. This
is a comparison of the 2015 PIP to the Draft 2019 PIP.
Ms. Napier stated that a 45-day public comment period will commence on Friday, March 29,
2019 and end on Monday, May 13, 2019.
This item was for information only.
V.

KERN ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING STATION BLUEPRINT (Urata)
Ms. Urata explained that Kern COG was awarded a grant of $200,000 from the California Energy
Commission to create a Kern Electric Vehicle Charging Station (EVCS) Blueprint. Kern COG staff,
the consultant Center for Sustainable Energy and the Kern EVCS Work Group are working to
complete a draft Kern EVCS Blueprint in March 2019.
Ms. Urata explained that the Work Group is tasked with the following work:
• Review documents and provide or process information between the meetings;
• Set goals for EV infrastructure and vehicle deployment throughout Kern county;
• Review and accept the project selection methodology for up to 12 projects incorporated in
the plan; and
• Distribute and/or identify contacts for the distribution of a Kern EV Blueprint toolkit.
The Kern EVCS Blueprint Plan will recommend no less than 12 high-impact projects within the
jurisdictions of Kern Cog’s member agencies and will demonstrate opportunities to benefit
disadvantaged communities.
This item was for information only.

VI.

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUNDING HISTORY (Smith)
Mr. Smith explained that the Active Transportation Program is administered by the California
Transportation Commission. There have been four (4) funding cycles since 2014. Mr. Smith stated
that since 2014, the Kern region has been awarded $45,322,177 for Active Transportation Projects.
The Committee was given a list of the projects and the associated funding for the four cycles.
This item was for information only.

VII.

UPDATE: SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM PASSENGER
VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP (Ball)
Mr. Ball stated that The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4years and contains a long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous
policies and regulations including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality
conformity, congestion management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG)
reduction targets.
Preliminary Timeline 2022 RTP
March 22, 2018 – ARB adopted new targets for the 3rd cycle to be effective October 1, 2018
August 15, 2018 - 2018 RTP/SCS Adopted
September 25, 2018 – Kern COG submitted initial comments on the early Draft SB 150 Report
October 9, 2018 – Kern COG submitted comments on the Draft SCS Evaluation Guidelines
December 3, 2018 – Kern COG received federal approval of the 2018 RTP air quality
conformity analysis
6. December 11, 2018 – Kern COG submitted the technical evaluation data requested for making
a determination whether the SCS, if implemented, would meet the targets
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

7. February 7, 2019 – ARB Deputy Executive Officer, Steven Cliff, met with the eight Valley COG
Directors on concerns about the Draft ARB SB 375 SCS Evaluation Guidelines
8. February 25, 2019 – Kern COG held a third conference call with ARB answering questions
about the technical evaluation data request by ARB
Mr. Ball answered questions from the Committee and the audience.
This item was for information only.
VIII.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
Mr. Ball announced the 2019 Spring Transportation Conference to be held May 1, 2019

IX.

MEMBER ITEMS
None

X.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 2:16 p.m. The next scheduled meeting of the RPAC is April 3,
2019.

IV.
RPAC
May 1, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Becky Napier
Deputy Director - Administration

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: IV.
Public Information Policies and Procedures

DESCRIPTION:
Preparation of the 2019 Public Information Policies and Procedures.
DISCUSSION:
The 2017 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Guidelines for Metropolitan Planning Organizations requires
Kern COG to develop and/or update a documented participation plan to establish the process by which the
public can participate in the development of regional transportation plans and programs. Prior to developing
its 2022 RTP, Kern COG is now updating its Public Information Policies and Procedures (PIP).
The 2017 RTP Guidelines as well as Kern COG’s 2015 PIP, require a 45-day public comment period prior to
approval by the Kern COG Board. The comment period is from March 29, 2019 to May 13, 2019. Display
Advertisements were placed in the Bakersfield Californian, The Indian Wells Valley newspaper and in
Spanish in El Popular. The document is also available in redline/strikeout on the Kern COG website at:
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/DRAFT_Public_Involvment_Procedures_201903.pdf.
The 2019 Public Information Policies and Procedures were distributed to the Regional Planning Advisory
Committee at its March meeting.
To date no comments have been received.
ACTION: Recommend that the Kern COG Board Approve the 2019 Public Information Policies and
Procedures.

V.
RPAC
May 1, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Linda Urata
Regional Planner

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM VI.
Kern Advanced Transportation Technology Program

DESCRIPTION:
To help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early deployment of alternative fuel vehicle
technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles and compressed natural gas-fueled vehicles. The Regional
Planning Advisory Committee has reviewed this item.
DISCUSSION:
Kern COG hosted the TRANSITions 2019 Transit Symposium on February 26, 2019 at Hodel’s Country
Dining in Bakersfield. The event attracted 73 pre-registered attendees, with a few more walk-ins, including 20
speakers. Seven vendors displayed eight vehicles and equipment with at least two vendors providing
demonstration rides for attendees. Five additional vendors set up tables indoors. The California Department
of General Services could not attend but sent vehicle brochures to distribute. Sourcewell also sent information
on aggregated purchasing. The event came in under budget. Attendees requested that we host another
conference in 2020 adding panels on training resources for vehicle and station technicians.
Kern Electric Vehicle (EV) Charging Station Blueprint: The final Kern Electric Vehicle (EV) Charging
Station Blueprint will be presented to the RPAC and TTAC on June 5, 2019 and to the Kern Council of
Governments Transportation Planning and Policy Committee on June 20, 2019. The California Energy
Commission expects to roll-out Phase II Implementation Funding in the Fourth Quarter of 2019.
Kern EV Charging Spaces: Please find the most recent charging space inventory by zip code attached to
this staff report. The report shows a 28.1% increase in charging spaces (119) throughout Kern County over
the July 2016 base year. Currently Kern COG is tracking projects in design or development that should result
in the installation of 54 additional charging stations in Kern County by December 2019.
Valley Go! Kern COG Staff actively support the Ecosystem of Shared Mobility in the San Joaquin Valley |
Valley Go project. In Phase 1 of the project, a total of ten (10) level 2 dual port EV chargers have been
installed at the following locations:
Community

Address

County

Sierra Village
Highland gardens
Sandcreek
Caliente Creek
Sunrise Villa
Rosaleda Village

1375 N Crawford Ave, Dinuba 93618
2423 N Highland St, Visalia, CA 93291
41020 Road 124, Orosi, CA 93647
909 Meyer Street, Arvin, CA 93203
1600 Poplar Avenue, Wasco, CA 93280
650 N Maple St, Wasco, CA 93280

Tulare
Tulare
Tulare
Kern
Kern
Kern

No. of
Units
44
36
60
46
44
244

No. of dual
Chargers
1
2
2
2
2
1

CalVans was selected to provide and maintain a fleet of BEVs, as well as manage carsharing services.
Branding of the program will be created. The project team plans for a soft launch in early May 2019.
An additional seven (7) level 2 dual-port EV chargers will be installed during Phase 2 of the project at
locations based on the initial response to the carsharing services.
Transit Regulation: On December 14th, the California Air Resources Board adopted the Innovative Clean
Transit Regulation. The goal is to achieve a zero-emission transit system by 2040. Transit agencies will be
required to develop implementation plans in 2019. https://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/ict/ict.htm
CALeVIP: The California Energy Commission plans to roll-out the CALeVIP program in Kern County by the
end of the third quarter of 2019. CALeVIP will provide $5.25 million for zero emission vehicle charging
infrastructure in Kern County.
California VW Mitigation Trust: Throughout April, the California Air Resources Board, the San Joaquin
Valley Air Pollution Control District, the South Coast Air Quality Management District and the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District are workshopping four programs funded by $423 million of Volkswagen
Appendix D Mitigation funding. $360 million is currently programmed, with $63 million held in reserve for
administrative costs. Any remaining funding will be reprogrammed toward the end of the program cycle
(approximately 2024-25). More details from the workshops may be found here:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/volkswagen-environmental-mitigation-trust-california/vw-mitigationtrust-meetings
Public comments will be accepted until May 12, 2019. Each program is accepting comments separately at
the websites listed with each program.
The three air districts will administer statewide programs as follows:
• Zero-Emission Transit, School and Shuttle Buses will spend $130 million over two cycles, with $65
million available in 2019. 50% of the funding must be spent in Disadvantaged Communities.
www.tfaforms.com/4730802
•

Zero-Emission Class 8 Freight and Port Drayage Trucks will spend $90 million in two installments,
with $27 million available starting in 2019. 50% of the funds must reduce emissions in
Disadvantaged or Low-Income Communities. www.tfaforms.com/4731018

•

Combustion Freight and Marine Projects will spend $60 million in two installments with $30 million
available in 2019. 50% of the funding must benefit Disadvantaged Communities. This is the only one
of the four programs that allows for Low-NOx engines (not only Zero-Emissions) to be purchased.
www.tfaforms.com/4731031

•

Light-Duty Zero-Emission Infrastructure will spend $10 million through a competitive solicitation with
$5 million for electric vehicle charging and $5 million for Hydrogen Stations (Fuel Cell Vehicles). This
funding is meant to provide fill gaps (physical geography and funding gaps) with 50% of the funding
spent in Disadvantaged Communities. www.tfaforms.com/4731034

ACTION: INFORMATION

Kern County Electric Vehicle Public Charging Spaces by Zip Code
April 17, 2019 Report
Kern Council of Governments has set a goal of 4,000 electric vehicle charging spaces by 2025. This report shows a
28.1% increase (119 spaces) in the number of charging spaces compared to the baseline inventory established July
2016. Some of this increase in inventory may simply be due to better reporting and not new chargers. Contacts in
the EV Charging industry indicate projects in place to install approximately 62 stations, either L2 or DC FC.
The number of parking spaces and station status are validated by telephone and occasionally in person. Stations
are located on the Alternate Fuel Data Center Station Locator (www.afdc.energy.gov/locator/stations) and/or on
Plugshare (www.plugshare.com). Residential locations shown on Plugshare are not counted on this survey.
Level 1, Level 2, DC Fast Charging, Tesla Superchargers and wall plugs are counted. Note that some chargers may
serve more than one parking space. This reports charging spaces, not the charging stations. This follows along
with the expression to move cords, not cars. Public transit charging is not counted in this inventory.

Zip Code
93203
93206
93215
93238
93240
93243
93249
93268
93276
93285
93301
93303
93307
93308
93309
93311
93313
93314
93501
93505
93527
93555
93560
93561
Total Spaces

Charging Spaces
April 2019

16
22
8
123
5
31
21
4
60
1
27
6
45
41
10
7
15
10
11
4
4
40
2
29
542

Baseline
July 2016

0
22
2
123
5
13
20
0
60
1
19
6
40
9
0
7
14
0
7
0
4
40
2
29
423

RV and Recreational Area Parking:
11 locations, 330 Public Spaces
Public Agencies: 11 locations, 37
spaces (6 are Private—Agency only)
Auto Dealerships: 9 locations, 21
spaces (2 are Private – Customers
only; 1 is Private – Dealership Only)
Highway easy access: 10 locations,
79 spaces (54 are Tesla)
Hotels, Retail, Medical, Businesses:
20 locations, 68 spaces (17 Private
Spaces—eg. Hotel customers only).

April and May 2019

Administered statewide by:

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

South Coast Air Quality Management District
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District

Public Comments accepted until May 12, 2019
Online forms to
submit public comments
Zero-emission transit, school, and shuttle buses
www.tfaforms.com/4730802

Zero-emission class 8 freight and port drayage trucks
www.tfaforms.com/4731018

Combustion freight and marine projects
www.tfaforms.com/4731032

Zero-emission freight and marine projects
www.tfaforms.com/4731031

Light-duty zero-emission vehicle infrastructure
www.tfaforms.com/4731034

2

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

1

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Overview of the Volkswagen Environmental Mitigation Trust

3

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

VW Mitigation Trust Funding for California

$130M Total
$65M in 2019

$90M Total
$27M in 2019

$60M Total
$30M in 2019

$70M Total
$35M in 2019

$10M Total
$10M in 2019

Zero-Emission
Transit, School,
and Shuttle Bus

Zero-Emission
Class 8 Freight
and Port Drayage
Trucks

Combustion
Freight and Marine
Projects

Zero-Emission
Freight and Marine
Projects

Light-Duty ZeroEmission
Infrastructure

4

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

2

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Grantee Reporting and Operational Requirements

5

Inspections

Make old and new engine / vehicle available for
inspection

Operations

Operate the “grant-funded” engine / vehicle in
accordance with the contract

Payment

Submit request for grant funds AFTER receiving
award and completing project

Reporting

Submit annual reports for the term of the contract
(expected 3 years)

Scrapping

Scrap an older engine / vehicle and replace it with
the “grant-funded” engine / vehicle

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

Zero-Emission Transit, School,
and Shuttle Buses

Administered by

6

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

3

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Zero-Emission Transit, School, and Shuttle Buses
Key Points

7

Open to public and
private organizations

First Come, First Served

$130M Total Funding
$65M available in 2019

50% of funding to
disadvantaged or lowincome communities

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

Zero-Emission Transit, School, and Shuttle Buses
Eligible Projects and Funding Amounts

$65M to Replace Class 4-8 School, Transit and Shuttle Buses
School Buses
Up to $400,000
To replace an eligible school
bus with new, commerciallyavailable, zero-emission
technology

Transit Buses

Shuttle Buses

Up to $180,000

Up to $160,000

For a new, commercially-available,
battery-electric bus

Up to $400,000
For a new, commercially-available,
fuel-cell bus

To replace an eligible shuttle
bus with new, commerciallyavailable, zero-emission
technology

 Total funding for this category is $130 million, with the initial $65 million increment available in 2019
 No more than 50% of available funds in each increment will be allocated to a single bus category
 Total cost per vehicle must not exceed 75% for non-government owned and 100% for government owned vehicles
 Stacking of VW funds with HVIP and other CARB funds not allowed

8

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

4

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Zero-Emission Transit, School, and Shuttle Buses
Tentative Schedule
Q3 2019

2019-2023

Solicitation Open

Implementation &
Reporting

2019

9

2020

2021

Q2 2019

Q3- 2019

Late 2021

Program
Development

Begin Awards and
Contracting

Cycle 2 Program
Development

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

Zero-Emission Class 8 Freight
and Port Drayage Trucks
Administered by

10

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

South Coast Air Quality
Management District

April & May 2019

5

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Zero-Emission Class 8 Freight and Port Drayage Trucks
Overview
• Total funds available: $90 million
• First installment: $27 million (starting in 2019)
• Applications will be received on a first-come, firstserved basis
• Open to public and private entities
• At least 50% of funds for projects that reduce
emissions in disadvantaged or low-income
communities
11

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

Zero-Emission Class 8 Freight and Port Drayage Trucks
Eligible Vehicle Types
Freight Truck

Dump Truck

Port Truck

Concrete Mixer

Waste Hauler
To be replaced with:

Zero-Emission Technology

(commercially available, approved by CARB)

Battery Electric
Hydrogen Fuel Cell

12

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

6

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Zero-Emission Class 8 Freight and Port Drayage Trucks
Which Zero-Emission Vehicles Will Qualify?
Zero-emission technologies approved by CARB
and available for commercial use
Zero-emission vehicles approved through the
Hybrid and Zero-Emission Truck and Bus
Voucher Incentive Project (HVIP)
Additional vendors with qualifying zero-emission
vehicles in the next 1-3 years
13

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

Zero-Emission Class 8 Freight and Port Drayage Trucks
Funding Table
Vehicle Type

Freight Truck, Port
Truck, Waste
Hauler, Dump
Truck, Concrete
Mixer

14

Engine Year
Replacement
(to be
Technology
replaced)

1992 - 2012

Zero
Emission

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

Applicant

Maximum Funding Limit
(per Vehicle)

Government

Up to $200,000
(Not Exceed 100% of Total
Cost)

Non-government

Up to $200,000
(Not Exceed 75% of Total Cost)

April & May 2019

7

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Zero-Emission Class 8 Freight and Port Drayage Trucks
Tentative Schedule

Q4 2019

2019-2023

Solicitation
Open

Implementation &
Reporting

2019

15

2020

2021

Q1-Q3 2019

Q4-2019

Late 2021

Program
Development

Begin Awards
and Contracting

Cycle 2 Program
Development

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

Combustion Freight and
Marine Projects
Administered by

16

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

South Coast Air Quality
Management District

April & May 2019

8

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Combustion Freight and Marine Projects
Overview
$60M Total
Funding

Total Funds Available: $60 million
Funding will be disbursed in two installments
First installment: $30 million
Projects will be selected through a competitive solicitation
SCAQMD to release the solicitation in 3rd or 4th quarter of
2019
• At least 50% of funds for projects that benefit
disadvantaged or low-income communities
•
•
•
•
•

17

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

Competitive
Solicitation

50% of funding to
disadvantaged or
low-income
communities

April & May 2019

Combustion Freight and Marine Projects
Eligible Vehicle Types
•
•
(GVWR > 26,001 lbs) •
•
Class 7 & 8
On-road vehicles

Locomotive
Marine

Freight truck
Waste hauler
Dump truck
Concrete mixer

Freight switcher
Ferry, tugboat, or towboat

Technology Options
Optional Low NOx
(0.02 g/bhp-hr)
Tier 4
Tier 4 or hybrid with Tier 4-equivalent NOx
emissions

• Project may include an engine repower or vehicle replacement
• Projects in this category will be ranked based on costeffectiveness for NOx emissions
• Priority will be given to projects that reduce emissions in
disadvantaged or low-income communities
18

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

9

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Combustion Freight and Marine Projects
Equipment
Type

Freight Truck,
Waste Hauler,
Dump Truck,
Concrete Mixer

Replacement
Technology

Project
Type

1992 - 2012

Low NOx
(certified at 0.02
g/bhp-hr)

Replacement

Applicant
Type

Replacement
Pre-Tier 1

Tier 4
Repower

Ferry, Tugboat,
Towboat

Pre-Tier 3

Tier 4, or
Hybrid w/Tier 4equivalent NOx
emissions

Repower

Non- Government
Government
Non- Government
Government

Repower

Freight Switcher
Locomotive

19

Engine
Year
(to be
replaced)

Maximum
Maximum
Percentage of Funding Cap (per
Project Cost Engine/ Vehicle)
25% (or 50% for
Class 8 Port
Drayage)
100%
40%
100%

Non- Government

25%

Government

100%

Non-Government

40%

Government

100%

Non- Government

40%

Government

100%

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

$85,000
$35,000
$50,000

$1,350,000

$1,000,000

April & May 2019

Combustion Freight and Marine Projects
Tentative Schedule
Q3 2019

2020-2024

Solicitation
Open

Implementation &
Reporting

2019

20

2020

2021

Q1-Q2 2019

Q1-Q2 2020

Q3 2021

Program
Development

Awards and
Contracting

Cycle 2 Program
Development

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

10

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Zero-Emission Freight and
Marine Projects

Administered by

21

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

Zero-Emission Freight & Marine Projects
Key Points

22

Open to public and
private organizations

Competitive Solicitation

$70M Total Funding;
$35M available in 2019

75% of funding to
disadvantaged or lowincome communities

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

11

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Zero-Emission Freight & Marine Projects
Eligible Projects and Funding Amounts

$35M total, awards* up to:
Incremental cost

$175,000

$2,500,000

Replace

Replace

Repower

airport ground
support equipment
and vehicles

heavy-lift forklift,
port cargo handling
equipment

ferry, tug & towboat;

for starting aircraft; aircraft fueling &
maintenance; transporting & loading
passengers & cargo, baggage handling,
lavatory & food service etc.

e.g., reach stackers, side loaders, top
loaders >8,000 lbs capacity, rubber-tired
gantry cranes, terminal tractors, yard
hostlers & tractors

Install
shore power
all-electric & fuel cell for repowers;
cables, cable management, coupler,
distribution control systems, & power
distribution for shore power

* May not exceed 75% of costs for non-government-owned vehicles and equipment
23

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

Zero-Emission Freight & Marine Projects
Tentative Schedule
Q3 – Q4 2019

2020-2023

Solicitation Open

Implementation &
Reporting

2019

24

2020

2021

Q2 2019

Early 2020

Late 2021

Program
Development

Awards and
Contracting

Cycle 2 Program
Development

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

12

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Light-Duty Zero-Emission
Infrastructure

Administered by

25

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

Light-Duty Zero-Emission Infrastructure
EV Charging Stations Key Points & Funding

$5M total, awards up to:

Fill Gaps

physical & funding gaps

Competitive
Solicitation
50% of funds

to disadvantaged or low-income
communities

26

80%

60%

Public chargers

Public chargers

Non-public chargers

Government owned
properties

Privately owned
properties

Workplaces &
multi-unit dwellings

100%
of costs

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

of costs

of costs

April & May 2019

13

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Light-Duty Zero-Emission Infrastructure
Hydrogen Stations Key Points & Funding

Projects
awarded by
CEC are
eligible
27

$5M
Up to 33%
of costs

Total
Funding

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

Light-Duty Zero-Emission Infrastructure
Tentative Schedule

Q3 – Q4 2019

2020-2023

Solicitation Open

Implementation &
Reporting

2019

28

2020

Q2 2019

Early 2020

Program
Development

Awards and
Contracting

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019

14

April and May 2019

Stakeholder Workgroup Meeting for
Implementing California’s VW Mitigation Trust

Public Comments accepted until May 12, 2019
Online forms to
submit public comments
Zero-emission transit, school, and shuttle buses
www.tfaforms.com/4730802

Zero-emission class 8 freight and port drayage trucks
www.tfaforms.com/4731018

Combustion freight and marine projects
www.tfaforms.com/4731032

Zero-emission freight and marine projects
www.tfaforms.com/4731031

Light-duty zero-emission vehicle infrastructure
www.tfaforms.com/4731034

29

VW Mitigation Trust Stakeholder Workgroup Meetings

April & May 2019
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VI.
RPAC
May 1, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Linda Urata
Regional Planner

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM VI.
Kern Electric Vehicle Charging Station Blueprint

DESCRIPTION:
Kern COG was awarded a grant from the California Energy Commission (CEC) to develop a Kern Electric
Vehicle Charging Station Blueprint. A draft document is posted to the Kern COG website. Kern COG invited
comments to be submitted by April 9, 2019.
DISCUSSION:
The California Energy Commission’s Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle Technology Program
(ARFVTP) awarded $200,000 of Phase I grant funding to Kern Council of Governments in partnership
with the Center for Sustainable Energy (CSE) to develop a Kern Electric Vehicle Charging Station (EVCS)
Blueprint. The purpose of the Kern EVCS Blueprint is to accelerate the deployment of zero emission
transportation to help reach Kern COG 2018 Regional Transportation Plan air quality goals.
Phase I is for the development of the planning blueprints by June 30, 2019 to identify the actions and
milestones needed to proceed towards implementation. Selection for Phase I funding affords Kern COG
the opportunity to submit the completed blueprint to compete for and receive future funding from the CEC
under Phase II for implementation of the completed blueprint. The CEC expects to issue an RFP for
Phase II in either the third or fourth quarter (calendar year) of 2019.
The draft Kern EVCS Blueprint was presented to the Kern COG RPAC, TTAC and TPPC during their
regularly scheduled April meetings. Comments were received from the Working Group, Kern COG staff
and District 9 Caltrans.
During the April meeting of the Kern EVCS Blueprint Working Group, they participated in an interactive
process to select 12 high-impact sites located in each jurisdiction of a Kern COG member agency. The
slides presented to the Working Group are attached. Your suggestions for the final selection(s) may be
submitted to Linda Urata, lurata@kerncog.org by 5:00 pm on May 7, 2019.
The final site recommendations will become part of the final Kern EVCS Blueprint, which will be
presented during the regularly scheduled RPAC meeting on June 5, 2019.
ACTION: Information

4/17/2019

Kern COG EV Charging Station Blueprint
Working Group # 4
Friday, April 12, 2019
Kern COG Conference Room

1

Siting & Outreach

2

1

4/17/2019

Project Selection Methodology

Data Analysis
• CSE

Quantitative
Site Selection

Site Verification
& Readiness

• CSE &
Working
Group

• CSE & WG
(12 Sites)
• Audiences
(4000+
spaces)

EVI
Deployment
• Audiences
(4000+ spaces)

3

Working Group Recommendation Sites
Type

Incorporated

Unicorporated

City
Arvin
Bakersfield
Delano
Ridgecrest
Taft
Tehachapi
Wasco
California City
Maricopa
McFarland
Shafter
Boron
Bakersfield
Inyokern
Lebec
Mojave
Pearsonville

Destination
2
1
1
6
3
1
4
1
3
3
3
1
1
1
2
1
1

Public
5
2
1
1
-

Workplace
1
2
-

-

-

TOTAL
2
7
1
8
3
2
5
3
3
3
3
1
1
1
2
1
1

TOTAL

34

10

3

47

4

2

4/17/2019

Arvin Sites

ARVIN SITE 1

ARVIN SITE 2

Description: Partially funded park and ride

Description: Urgent Care @ Hwy 223/Monroe

Address: 141 Plumtree Drive

Address: 146 N Hill St

# Parking Spaces: ~20

# Parking Spaces: ~30

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: 1 CHAdeMO/CCS DCFC

Suggested Chargers: 1 CHA/CCS DCFC, 2 L2 dual-head

Notes: Adjacent to highway 223, helpful for travel to
highway 58 and 5 freeway, good stopping point to
recharge

Notes: New transit stop, parking lot, and ADA curb and
gutter, with ADA parking, potential for solar onsite.

5

Bakersfield Sites (1/4)

BAKERSFIELD SITE 1
Description: Bakersfield College
Address: 1801 Panorama Drive
# Parking Spaces: >3,800
Type: Public Institution
Suggested Chargers: 2+ DCFC, 4+ L2

6

3

4/17/2019

Bakersfield Sites (2/4)

BAKERSFIELD SITE 2

BAKERSFIELD SITE 3

Description: Bakersfield City Hall Parking

Address: 1115 Truxtun Avenue

Address: 1501 Truxtun Avenue

Description: County of Kern Garage

# Parking Spaces: ~150

# Parking Spaces: ?

Type: Public

Type: Public Institution

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, L2 mix

Suggested Chargers: 5+ DCFC, 3+ L2

Notes: Aprx 80 + City Employees plus visitors

7

Bakersfield Sites (3/4)

BAKERSFIELD SITE 4

BAKERSFIELD SITE 5

Description: Hart Memorial Park

Description: Bakersfield Corporation Yard

Address: Alfred Harrell Highway

Address: 4101 Truxtun Avenue

# Parking Spaces: ~40?

# Parking Spaces: ~200

Type: Public Institution

Type: Public Institution

Suggested Chargers: 4+ DCFC, 2+ L2

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, L2 mix

8

4

4/17/2019

Bakersfield Sites (4/4)

BAKERSFIELD SITE 6

BAKERSFIELD SITE 7

Description: 18th and Eye Parking Structure

Description: FritoLay + Kern Traffic Complex

Address: 1656 18th Street

Address: 2880 Highway 58

# Parking Spaces: ~500?

# Parking Spaces: ~350

Type: Public

Type: Workplace

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, L2 mix

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, L2, L1 mix

9

Delano Sites

DELANO SITE 1
Description: Delano Airport
Address: 1212 Airport Drive, Delano
# Parking Spaces: ~180
Type: Destination
Suggested Chargers: 3+ DCFC, 3+ L2

10

5

4/17/2019

Ridgecrest Sites (1/4)

RIDGECREST SITE 1

RIDGECREST SITE 2

Description: Ridgecrest Town Center

Description: Ridgecrest Walmart

Address: 800 N China Lake Boulevard

Address: 201 E Bowman Road

# Parking Spaces: >500

# Parking Spaces: ~450

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: 2+ DCFC, 2+ L2

Suggested Chargers: 2+ DCFC, 2+ L2

11

Ridgecrest Sites (2/4)

RIDGECREST SITE 3

RIDGECREST SITE 4

Description: Dirt lot on Balsam Street

Description: Dirt lot at Ridgecrest “Triangle”

Address: 243 Balsam St.
# Parking Spaces: N/A

Address: 1551 N China Lake Blvd

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: 2+ DCFC, 2+ L2

Suggested Chargers: 2+ DCFC, 2+ L2

Notes: Balsam is a quiet

Notes: Asked about purchasing ~8 spot portion

# Parking Spaces: 8

shopping street. Short walk to McDonalds, Shopping,
Chinese Buffet, Denny’s.

12

6
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Ridgecrest Sites (3/4)

RIDGECREST SITE 5

RIDGECREST SITE 6

Description: City of Ridgecrest Corp Yard

Description: Ridgecrest Plaza Shopping

Address: 636 W Ridgecrest Blvd

Address: 104 S. China Lake Blvd

# Parking Spaces: 30 existing

# Parking Spaces: ~150

Type: Public Institution

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, L2 mix

Suggested Chargers: 2+ DCFC, 2+ L2

13

Ridgecrest Sites (4/4)

RIDGECREST SITE 7

RIDGECREST SITE 8

Description: City Hall + Community Center Parking Lot

Description: Heritage Square Shopping Center

Address: 100 W California Avenue

Address: 900 N Heritage Drive

# Parking Spaces: ~300

# Parking Spaces: ~400

Type: Public Institution

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, L2 mix

Suggested Chargers: 1+ DCFC, 4+ L2

14

7

4/17/2019

Taft Sites (1/2)

TAFT SITE 1

TAFT SITE 2

Description: West Kern Water District

Description: Westside Parks and Recreation District

Address: 800 Kern Street

Address: 500 Cascade Place, Bldgs C & D

# Parking Spaces: ~40

# Parking Spaces: ~50

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: Level 2

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, L2

15

Taft Sites (2/2)

TAFT SITE 3
Description: The Historic Fort Center
# Parking Spaces: ~35 in front lot
Type: Destination
Suggested Chargers: L2

16

8

4/17/2019

Tehachapi Sites

TEHACHAPI SITE 1

TEHACHAPI SITE 2

Description: Highway Corridor

Description: Downtown Park and Ride/Transit Center

Address: Summit, CA/Tehachapi East

Address: 335 W. Tehachapi Blvd

# Parking Spaces: N/A

# Parking Spaces: ~100

Type: Destination

Type: Public Institution

Suggested Chargers: 3+ DCFC, 3+ Level 2

Suggested Chargers: DCFC

17

Wasco Sites (1/3)

WASCO SITE 1

WASCO SITE 2

Description: Best Western Hotel Wasco

Description: Wasco Veteran Hall

Address: 1704 Highway 46

Address: 1202 Poplar Avenue

# Parking Spaces: ~40

# Parking Spaces: ~60

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, Level 2

Suggested Chargers: Level 2

18

9

4/17/2019

Wasco Sites (2/3)

WASCO SITE 3

WASCO SITE 4

Description: Amtrak Station Frontage

Description: Wasco Walmart

Address: G Street and 7th Street

Address: 401 N. Central Avenue

# Parking Spaces: ~100?

# Parking Spaces: ~350

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, Level 2

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, L2

19

Wasco Sites (3/3)

WASCO SITE 5
Description: Wasco Corp Yard
Address: 1400 Wasco Avenue
# Parking Spaces: ~150?
Type: Public Institution
Suggested Chargers: DCFC, Level 2

20

10

4/17/2019

Unincorporated Sites (1/3)

MOJAVE SITE

PEARSONVILLE SITE

Description: Highway Corridor Site

Description: Gas station and Subway restaurant

Address: Route 14, Mojave (btwn Shell and Carl’s Jr)
# Parking Spaces:

Address: 102 Pearson Road, Pearsonville

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: 2+ DCFC, 2+ L2

Suggested Chargers: 3+ DCFC, 3+ L2

# Parking Spaces: ~45

Notes: No specific site yet

21

Unincorporated Sites (2/3)

INYOKERN SITE

LEBEC SITE

Description: Highway Corridor Site

Description: 2 Rest Areas

Address: 1353 Brown Rd, Inyokern
# Parking Spaces: ~60

Address: Lebec NB, SB Rest Areas

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: 3+ DCFC, 3+ L2

Suggested Chargers: 3+ DCFC, 3+ L2 at each

# Parking Spaces: ~65 light-duty NB, ~80 light-duty SB

Notes: Nearby to existing Tesla Superchargers. Also
adjacent to Classic Burger, Berardino's, Inyokern Market,
USPS

22
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Unincorporated Sites (3/3)

BAKERSFIELD

BORON SITE

Description: Murray Family Farms/Chevron/Restaurant

Description: Boron Highway Corridor Site/Kramer
Junction

Address: 6700 General Beale Rd
# Parking Spaces: ~60

Address: 6158 E CA-58, Boron

Type: Destination

# Parking Spaces: ~25

Suggested Chargers: 2+ DCFC, 2+ L2

Type: Destination

Notes: Helpful for getting up the mountain

Suggested Chargers: 5+ DCFC, 3+ L2
Notes: Expected short residence time

23

California City Sites (1/2)

CALIFORNIA CITY SITE 1

CALIFORNIA CITY SITE 2

Description: Shopping Mall

Description: Small Shopping Plaza

Address: 8068 California City Boulevard

Address: 9036 California City Blvd

# Parking Spaces: >200

# Parking Spaces: ~10

Type: Destination

Type: Workplace

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, Level 2 mix

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, Level 2
Notes: High potential for development, lots of space

24
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California City Sites (2/2)

CALIFORNIA CITY SITE 3
Description: Auto Service (Tire Shop)
Address: 81080 Bay Avenue
# Parking Spaces: ~15
Type: Workplace
Suggested Chargers: Level 2

25

Maricopa Sites (1/2)

MARICOPA SITE 1

MARICOPA SITE 2

Description: Motel 8 Lodging

Description: Service Complex (Subway, Gasoline, etc.)

Address: 600 Poso Street

Address: 601 Poso Street

# Parking Spaces: ~40

# Parking Spaces: ~15

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: Level 2

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, Level 2

26
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Maricopa Sites (2/2)

MARICOPA SITE 3
Description: Vacant Restaurant
Address: 616 Poso Street
# Parking Spaces: ~10
Type: Destination
Suggested Chargers: DCFC

27

McFarland Sites (1/2)

MCFARLAND SITE 1

MCFARLAND SITE 2

Description: McDonald’s

Description: A&M Food Market (Grocery Store)

Address: 101 Sherwood Avenue

Address: 389 West Sherwood

# Parking Spaces: ~20

# Parking Spaces: ~15

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: DCFC

Suggested Chargers: DCFC

28
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McFarland Sites (2/2)

MCFARLAND SITE 3
Description: Shopping Center (Small)
Address: 400 West Perking Avenue
# Parking Spaces: ~120
Type: Destination
Suggested Chargers: DCFC, L2

29

Shafter Sites (1/2)

SHAFTER SITE 1

SHAFTER SITE 2

Description: Dollar General Store (Retail)

Description: Manufactured Home Park

Address: 337 E Lerdo Highway

Address: 700 S Shafter Avenue

# Parking Spaces: ~45

# Parking Spaces: N/A

Type: Destination

Type: Destination

Suggested Chargers: DCFC, L2

Suggested Chargers: Level 2

30
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Shafter Sites (2/2)

SHAFTER SITE 3
Description: Del Taco Drive-Through
Address: 135 S Central Valley Highway
# Parking Spaces: ~10
Type: Destination
Suggested Chargers: DCFC
Notes: Adjacent to gas station, good spot off highway
31

Next Steps

CSE:
WG
Homework:
Next
Meeting:

• Finalize Blueprint 4/23
• Begin Outreach
• Draft Toolkits 5/6
• Submit contacts for outreach via googledoc
• Review Blueprint Plan prior to next meeting
• May 17th WG Meeting #5 (date change)
• Outreach focused
• Toolkit Review
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VII.
RPAC

May 1, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
BY:

SUBJECT:

Ben Raymond,
Regional Planner

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VII.
2020 Census Participant Statistical Areas Program (PSAP) – 2020 Census
Boundaries

DESCRIPTION:
The Kern COG Census PSAP deadline is May 1st to review and update the census tracts, block
groups, census designated places (CDPs), and census county divisions for the 2020 Census.
DISCUSSION:
The 2020 Census Participant Statistical Areas Program (PSAP) allows invited participants to
review and update selected statistical area boundaries for 2020 Census data tabulation following
U.S. Census Bureau guidelines and criteria. The Census Bureau also will use the statistical areas
defined for the 2020 Census to tabulate data for the annual American Community Survey (ACS)
estimates and the Economic Census. Kern Council of Governments is the designated PSAP
contact for the Kern County area. On February 13, 2019, Kern COG hosted a PSAP stakeholder
meeting to receive input from member agencies and stakeholders on purposed updates of the
2020 Census boundaries.
The 2020 Census PSAP is the only opportunity prior to the 2020 Census for regional planning
agencies (RPAs); councils of governments (COGs); and tribal, state, county, and local
governments to review and update the selected statistical areas. The Census Bureau uses the
statistical areas defined for the 2020 Census to tabulate data for the ACS throughout the decade.
These data are used to:

1

•
•

Prepare grant applications to fund community and regional development, education,
agriculture, energy, and environmental programs, as well as other needed community
improvements and enhancements.
Plan for future community needs. The next opportunity to review and delineate statistical
areas is planned for the 2030 Census.

Kern COG staff has made numerous proposed changes and has worked with agencies that
provided comments to Kern COG about suggested changes. Kern COG staff has created a
Proposed 2020 Kern County Census Geographies map available online at:
kerncog.maps.arcgis.com
Additional PSAP program information
surveys/decennial-census/about/psap.html

is

available

at:

www.census.gov/programs-

The review period is closing, and Kern COG will be submitting the proposed 2020 Kern County
Census Geographies by May 8th 2019.
ACTION: Approve the proposed 2020 Kern County Census Geographies to be submitted for the
Census PSAP.
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VIII.
RPAC
May 1, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Ben Raymond, Regional Planner
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VIII.
2019-2050 Growth Forecast – Project Timeline

DESCRIPTION:
The Kern COG 2019-2050 Growth Forecast project is scheduled to kick-off this month, May
2019.
DISCUSSION:
Background
The Regional Growth Forecast Defined - The Kern COG regional growth forecast is a longrange projection for countywide total population. The population total is used to develop housing,
employment, school enrollment, and income forecasts. The forecast is used for local
transportation and air quality planning as well as by the member agencies for a variety of long
range planning activities. This forecast revision will be used in development of the 2022 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy. The forecast is used as a control target
by the modeling committee and RPAC for distribution of socio-economic data throughout the
county sub areas. The forecast is based on Census Data and California Department of Finance
(DOF) estimates for the base year. If the growth forecast is more than 1.5% outside of DOF
projections, Kern COG will need to provide a detailed explanation why the forecasts differs and
work with DOF to agree on the forecast methodology.
Review Requirements – The Kern COG Policy and Procedure Manual states:
“Socio-Economic Forecast Data – Countywide forecasts for households, employment and other
socio-economic data shall be updated not less than 3 years from the time of the Socio-economic
forecast. A minimum of three years between Countywide forecast revisions is needed to allow
responsible state and federal agencies time to complete their review of large environmental
documents without major changes to transportation circulation modeling results...“

1

The Kern COG adopted Public Policy and Procedure manual requires an advertised notice of
public meetings/workshops regarding the regional growth forecast and 30-day public comment
period. Additional, extensive opportunities for public comment on the forecast will be provided as
part of the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan adoption.
Committee Oversight – The Kern COG Transportation Modeling sub-committee and the
Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) will provide oversight during the growth forecast
update. The committees currently meet together and are also responsible for sub-area distribution
of the growth forecast following the adoption. The regional growth forecast will be presented to
the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) concurrently, and then to the
Transportation Planning Policy Committee/Kern COG Board for final adoption.
Revised Growth Forecast Timeline – The following schedule is anticipated for forecast
adoption:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

May 24th, 2019 – Tentative Project Kickoff Meeting
July 2019 - RPAC review initial data inputs and status update
October 2019 - Draft report sent to TTAC & RPAC members for review and comments.
November 2019 - 30-day public comment period notification (display adds/flyers/draft
report to be available at www.kerncog.org)
November 2019 - Public Workshop on Growth Forecast
November 2019 - Kern COG Board reviews draft forecast for information and comments
December 2019 - Close of 30-day public review period
January 2020 - RPAC and TTAC review report and public comments and make
recommendation to Kern COG board.
January 2020 - Kern COG Board reviews draft report and public comments.
February 2020 - Kern COG Board considers adoption of the regional growth forecast.

ACTION: Information.
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IX.
RPAC
May 1, 2019

TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Peter Smith
Regional Planner

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: IX.
Call for Projects: Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program

BACKGROUND: The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity of the statedesignated Regional Transportation Planning Agency, administers funding for the
Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program (Article 3).
DISCUSSION: Article 3 funds are used to pay for bicycle and pedestrian safety
programs, bicycle parking facilities, bicycles travel facilities and pedestrian facilities.
Approximately $768,742 is available for distribution in this funding cycle, with $569,660
obligated from previous funding cycles. $199,082 is available for new proposals.
Eligible claimants of Article 3 funding are the eleven incorporated cities within Kern
County and the County Kern. Each project proposal must be submitted on forms
provided by the Kern Council of Governments. Proposal deadline is 5:00 PM Monday
July 15, 2019 Applications are included with this staff report and are available at
www.kerncog.org
ACTION: Information

Kern Council of Governments
Transportation Development Act-Article 3
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim
I.

General Information

A.

Eligible Claimants: The County of Kern and the incorporated cities of Arvin,
Bakersfield, California City, Delano, Maricopa, McFarland, Ridgecrest, Shafter, Taft,
Tehachapi and Wasco.

B.

Filing Deadline: Article 3 claims must be filed on or before Monday July 15, 2019
.Claims will not be considered filed until all forms, documents and supporting
information have been received at the offices of the Kern Council of Governments.

C.

Claim Guidelines: Claims shall be filed in accordance with California Public Utilities
Code Section 99234, associated California Department of Transportation administrative
regulations and Kern Council of Governments Transportation Development Act Rules
and Regulations.

D.

Claim Format: Claims shall be filed on the forms prescribed by the Kern Council of
Governments.

E.

Funding Priorities:
First Priority: Bicycle Parking Facilities and Bicycle Safety Programs.
Second Priority: After all claims for First Priority projects have been satisfied the
remaining funding shall be divided seventy (70%) percent to bicycle travel
facilities projects and thirty (30%) to pedestrian projects. Projects proposed for
funding will be evaluated either as a bicycle travel facility project, or as a
pedestrian project, according to identification of the project by the submitting
agency.

F.

G.

Claimant Funding Limitation: Not more than forty (40) percent of the available annual
apportionment shall be approve for allocation to any single claimant, unless all other
claims filed for the same period have been satisfied. Projects must be completed within
three (3) years of funding allocation. If the project is not completed within the three (3)
year time period the funding allocation will lapse, and any funding disbursed for the
project will be refunded to the Kern Council of Governments and added to the
unallocated funding pool. The funding will be reallocated in the next program funding
cycle.
Claiming Allocations: The Kern Council of Governments must be notified, in writing,
1

not more than thirty (30) days prior to project initiation requesting transfer of funds to the
claimant. Supporting documentation (such as an executed construction contract, sales
receipt, etc.) substantiating the claim must be provided at that time.
II.

Part 1-Claimant Information
Provide agency identification and contact location. Identify a single representative to act
as the liaison with the Kern Council of Governments on ALL matters related to this
claim.
Part 2-Financial Assurances
Have the individual authorized by the claimant’s governing body to approve the
execution and filing of the claim and the individual responsible for the financial
information sign and date the claim form.

III.

Facilities/Project Description

IV.

Project Evaluation Worksheet
A.

Bicycle Parking Facility and Bicycle Safety Program Criteria

B.

Bicycle Travel Facility Criteria

C.

Pedestrian Facility Criteria

2

Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim
II. Part I
Claimant Information
(include this sheet with each application)

A. Claimant
Agency:______________________________________________________________________
Mailing Address:________________________________________________________________
Office Address:_________________________________________________________________
City/State/Zipcode:______________________________________________________________
Telephone: ______________________FAX:__________________E-mail:_________________

B. Contact Person
Name:________________________________________________________________________
Title:_________________________________________________________________________
Department:____________________________________________________________________
Office Address:_________________________________________________________________
City/State/Zipcode:______________________________________________________________
Telephone:_____________________FAX:_____________________E-mail:________________
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Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim
II. Part 2
Financial Assurances
(include this sheet with each application)
Claimant:_________________________

Fiscal Year _____________

A.
Claim: Claimant hereby claims, subject to the approval of the Kern Council of
Governments, Local Transportation Funds apportioned pursuant to California Public Utilities
Code Section 99233.3 in the amount of $______________.
B.
Compliance Assurances: Claimant hereby certifies that as a condition of receiving funds
pursuant to California Public Utilities Code Section 99234 it will ensure that:
1.

All funds will be expended in compliance with the requirements of Public Utilities Code
Section 99234, applicable California administrative regulations and the Kern Council of
Government’s Transportation Development Act Rules and Regulations.

2.

All funds will be expended in accordance with project description(s) and budget(s)
describe in this claim, attached hereto and made a part hereof, by this reference.

These assurances are given in consideration and for the purpose of obtaining funds apportioned
for bicycle and pedestrian uses pursuant to Public Utilities Code, Division 10, Part 11, Chapter 4
of the State of California.
The person whose signature appears below has been authorized to provide the assurances cited
above and prepare, submit and execute this claim on behalf of the claimant.
By:_____________________________
Signature

Date:__________________

Title:____________________________

C:
Financial Assurances: I hereby attest to the reasonableness and accuracy of the financial
information presented in this claim on behalf of the claimant and assure that the funds will be
expended in accordance with the proposed budget.
By:________________________________
Signature

Date:________________

Title:_______________________________
4

Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim
Part III
Facilities/Project Description
(Include this sheet with each project proposal)
A.

Project Title:_____________________________________________________________

B:

Project Description:_______________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________

C:

Location:________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

D:

When will this project be completed?__________________________________________

E:

What agency is responsible for maintenance of this project?________________________

F.

Budget:
Design and Engineering

$________________

Construction

$________________

Equipment and Installation

$_________________

Other (Specify)________________________

$_________________

TOTAL COST

$_________________
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Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim
Part V. Project Evaluation
Bicycle Parking Facility Criteria

A. Location where the bicycle rack or bicycle locker will be installed:_____________________
______________________________________________________________________________
B. Currently Available Parking Spaces at the Project Location:
Automobile_____________
Bicycle_________________
C. Maximum Funding:
Each eligible jurisdiction may claim up to $3,000 annually. Jurisdictions may claim
additional allocations with permission from donor jurisdictions. Total program funding
for bicycle parking shall not exceed $36,000 annually.

Part V. Project Evaluation
Bicycle Safety Program
A. Proposed activities for this bicycle safety program:__________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
______________________________________________________________________________
B. Maximum Funding:
Each eligible jurisdiction may claim up to $2,000 annually. Jurisdictions may claim
additional allocations with permission from donor jurisdictions. Total program funding
for bicycle safety shall not exceed $24,000 annually.
6

Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim
Part V. Project Evaluation
Bicycle Travel Facilities Criteria
A. PLANNING AND DESIGN
1. The proposed facility must conform to the Highway Design Manual, Chapter 1000,
Bikeway Planning and Design Criteria.
B. SAFETY
1. There have been _______ accidents involving bicycles in the corridor to be served by the
proposed facility during the last three (3) years.
1a. Source of information concerning accidents:_______________________________________
Facility Class

Accident Range

Points

II &III

0-2

5

II & III

3-5

10

II & III

6 or more

15

I

Not Applicable

15

2. The most recent count of average daily traffic on the corridor proposed for the bicycle travel
facility is _________ ADT.
2a. Source of information on Average Daily Traffic:___________________________________.
Facility Class

Average Daily Traffic

Points

II &III

Less than 2,000

5

II & III

2,001 to 8,000

10

II & III

8,001 to 15,000

15

II & III

More than 15,000

20
7

I

Not Applicable

20

3. Existing facilities standards
Existing facility complies with all Caltrans design and operational standards

0 points

Existing facility has some Caltrans design and operational deficiencies
(i.e. narrow shoulder, high traffic volumes, etc.)

2 points

Existing facility is unsafe according Caltrans design standards
(i.e. no shoulder, bicycles and pedestrians in travel way, etc.)

5 points

B: SAFETY TOTAL ____________
C: NEED
1. The proposed project is within 1/4 mile (1,320 feet) of the following attractions:
Number

Attraction Type

Points

Number X Points

_____

School

6

______

_____

Commercial Center

5

______

_____

Office/Industrial Sites

5

_______

Note: The number of schools and other attractions within the 1/4 mile (1,320 foot) corridor shall
be allocated points on the following basis:
Schools:

6 points each (no limit)

Commercial Centers: 5 points per 10,000 square feet of store area. (Maximum 20 points)
Office/Industrial Sites: 5 points per 20 employees per each site. (Maximum 20 points)
C: NEED TOTAL

____________

D: SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT AND CONTINUITY
1. Does the proposed project eliminate gaps in the bikeway system or serves as a link between
communities or other systems?

8

Yes

10 points

No

0 points

2. Does the proposed project upgrade the bicycle travel facility system in any of the following
manners?
Description

Facility Class

Points

Eliminates on-street parking

III

10

Provide a physical barrier for bicycles

II

10

Separates bicycles from automobile traffic

I

10

D: SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT AND CONTINUITY TOTAL

___________

E. LOCAL MATCHING FUNDS
1. Percentage of total cost:
Percentage of Total Cost

Points

No match

0 points

Greater than 0% but less than 5%

5 points

5% but less than 10%

10 points

10% but less than 15%

15 points

Greater than 15%

20 points

2. Source of matching funds:_____________________________________________________
E: LOCAL MATCHING FUNDS TOTAL

___________

F: TOTAL POINTS (B + C + D + E) = _________________
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Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program
Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Claim
Part V. Project Evaluation Criteria
Pedestrian Facilities Criteria
A. PROJECT ELIGIBILITY
1. Does the proposed project represent only new sidewalks or pedestrian bridges on or across
arterial or collector streets, freeways, expressways or railroads? YES
NO
2. If the proposed facility is planned to occupy a right-of-way other than that of the local
jurisdiction, have proper permits or other written permission been obtained? YES
NO
B. SAFETY
1. There have been ______traffic accidents involving pedestrians in the proposed project
corridor during the last three (3) years.
1a. Source of information concerning accidents_______________________________________
No. of Accidents

Points

0

0

1 or 2

5

3 to 5

10

More than 6

15

2. The most recent count of average daily traffic on the corridor proposed for the pedestrian
facility is _________ ADT.
2a. Source of information on Average Daily Traffic___________________________________.
Average Daily Traffic
Less than 2,000

Points
5

2,001 to 8,000

10
10

8,001 to 15,000
More than 15,000
3. Existing facilities standards

15
20

Existing facility complies with all Caltrans design and operational standards

0 points

Existing facility has some Caltrans design and operational deficiencies
(i.e. narrow shoulder, high traffic volumes, etc.)

2 points

Existing facility is unsafe according Caltrans design standards
(i.e. no shoulder, bicycles and pedestrians in travel way, etc.)

5 points

B: SAFETY TOTAL

_________

C: NEED
1. The proposed project is within 1/4 mile (1,320 feet) of the following attractions:
Number

Attraction Type

Points

Number X Points

_____

School

6

______

_____

Commercial Center

5

______

_____

Office/Industrial Sites

5

_______

Note: The number of schools and other attractions within the 1/4 mile (1,320 foot) corridor shall
be allocated points on the following basis:
Schools:

6 points each (no limit)

Commercial Centers: 5 points per 10,000 square feet of store area. (Maximum 20 points)
Office/Industrial Sites: 5 points per 20 employees per each site. (Maximum 20 points)
C: NEED TOTAL

_________

D: SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT AND CONTINUITY
1. Does the proposed project eliminate gaps in the pedestrian system or serves as a link between
communities or other systems?

11

Yes
No

10 points
0 points

2. Does the proposed project upgrade the pedestrian facility system in any of the following
manners?
Upgrade Description

Points

Provide a physical barrier for pedestrians

10

Separates pedestrians from automobile traffic

10

D: SYSTEM IMPROVEMENT AND CONTINUITY TOTAL

E. LOCAL MATCHING FUNDS

Percentage of Total Cost

Points

No match

0 points

Greater than 0% but less than 5%

5 points

5% but less than 10%

10 points

10% but less than 15%

15 points

Greater than 15%

20 points

2. Source of matching funds:______________________________________________________

E: MATCHING FUNDS TOTAL

____________

F: TOTAL POINTS (B + C + D + E) = _________________
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
MEETING OF REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG BOARD ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA
Dial +1 (312) 878-3080
Access Code: 586-617-702

WEDNESDAY
September 4, 2019
1:30 P.M.
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702

I.

ROLL CALL:

II.

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report
back to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.
PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the
Regional Planning Advisory Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street, Suite 300;
Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 635-2910. 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 at least three (3) working days in advance
whenever possible.

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY
A. RPAC Meeting of March 6 and May 1, 2019

IV.

SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITY GRANTS AND KERN COG ASSISTANCE REQUESTS
EMAIL REQUESTS DUE TO KERN COG FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 2019
Comment: The 2018 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) includes a strategy to provide sub
regional feedback on SB 375 travel reduction goals and provide technical assistance and grant
writing assistance to help sub areas of the county that need it most.
Action: Information. Technical assistance requests from member agencies are due to Kern COG
by September 20, 2019.

V.

UPDATE: SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM PASSENGER VEHICLES
AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP (Ball)
Comment: The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4-years and
contains a long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous policies and
regulations including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality conformity,
congestion management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction
targets.
Action: Information.

VI.

2019-2050 GROWTH FORECAST – PROJECT UPDATE (Raymond)
Comment: Discuss progress of Kern COG 2019-2050 Growth Forecast.
Action: Information.

VII.

KERN ADVANCED TRANSPORTATION TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM STATUS REPORT (Urata)
Comment: To help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early deployment of
alternative fuel vehicle technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles and compressed natural gasfueled vehicles. This report describes activities from June through August 2019.
Action: Information.

VIII.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

IX.

MEMBER ITEMS

X.

ADJOURNMENT
The next scheduled meeting will be October 2, 2019.

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

WEDNESDAY
March 6, 2019
1:30 P.M.

Vice-Chairman James called the meeting to order at 1:33 p.m.
I.

II.

ROLL CALL
MEMBERS PRESENT:

Susan Forrest
Mark Staples
Christine Viterelli
Chris Mink
Asha Chandy
Eric Dhanens
Ted James
Lorena Mendibles

City of Shafter
City of Taft (phone)
City of Arvin (phone)
City of Delano (phone)
Community Member
Community Member
Community Member
Caltrans

STAFF:

Ahron Hakimi
Becky Napier
Rob Ball
Linda Urata

Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG

OTHERS:

Dave Dmohowski
Lupita Mendoza
Joshua Champlin
Warren Maxwell
Yolanda Alcantar

Home Builders Association
Caltrans
Kern County
Kern County Public Works
Kern County Public Works

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report
to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
None

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARIES (This Item was taken after Item IX)
Committee Member Forrest made a motion to approve the discussion summaries from the
RPAC meetings of August 1, 2018, October 3, 2018 and January 2, 2019; seconded by
Committee Member Chandy with all in favor.

IV.

PUBLIC INFORMATION POLICIES AND PROCEDURES UPDATE (Napier)
Ms. Napier explained that the 2017 Regional Transportation
Metropolitan Planning Organizations requires Kern COG to
documented participation plan to establish the process by which
the development of regional transportation plans and programs.

Plan (RTP) Guidelines for
develop and/or update a
the public can participate in
Prior to developing its 2022

RTP, Kern COG is now updating its Public Information Policies and Procedures (PIP). To
begin discussion of the update to the PIP, a document in redline and strikeout is provided. This
is a comparison of the 2015 PIP to the Draft 2019 PIP.
Ms. Napier stated that a 45-day public comment period will commence on Friday, March 29,
2019 and end on Monday, May 13, 2019.
This item was for information only.
V.

KERN ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING STATION BLUEPRINT (Urata)
Ms. Urata explained that Kern COG was awarded a grant of $200,000 from the California Energy
Commission to create a Kern Electric Vehicle Charging Station (EVCS) Blueprint. Kern COG staff,
the consultant Center for Sustainable Energy and the Kern EVCS Work Group are working to
complete a draft Kern EVCS Blueprint in March 2019.
Ms. Urata explained that the Work Group is tasked with the following work:
• Review documents and provide or process information between the meetings;
• Set goals for EV infrastructure and vehicle deployment throughout Kern county;
• Review and accept the project selection methodology for up to 12 projects incorporated in
the plan; and
• Distribute and/or identify contacts for the distribution of a Kern EV Blueprint toolkit.
The Kern EVCS Blueprint Plan will recommend no less than 12 high-impact projects within the
jurisdictions of Kern Cog’s member agencies and will demonstrate opportunities to benefit
disadvantaged communities.
This item was for information only.

VI.

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUNDING HISTORY (Smith)
Mr. Smith explained that the Active Transportation Program is administered by the California
Transportation Commission. There have been four (4) funding cycles since 2014. Mr. Smith stated
that since 2014, the Kern region has been awarded $45,322,177 for Active Transportation Projects.
The Committee was given a list of the projects and the associated funding for the four cycles.
This item was for information only.

VII.

UPDATE: SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM PASSENGER
VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP (Ball)
Mr. Ball stated that The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4years and contains a long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous
policies and regulations including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality
conformity, congestion management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG)
reduction targets.
Preliminary Timeline 2022 RTP
March 22, 2018 – ARB adopted new targets for the 3rd cycle to be effective October 1, 2018
August 15, 2018 - 2018 RTP/SCS Adopted
September 25, 2018 – Kern COG submitted initial comments on the early Draft SB 150 Report
October 9, 2018 – Kern COG submitted comments on the Draft SCS Evaluation Guidelines
December 3, 2018 – Kern COG received federal approval of the 2018 RTP air quality
conformity analysis
6. December 11, 2018 – Kern COG submitted the technical evaluation data requested for making
a determination whether the SCS, if implemented, would meet the targets
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

7. February 7, 2019 – ARB Deputy Executive Officer, Steven Cliff, met with the eight Valley COG
Directors on concerns about the Draft ARB SB 375 SCS Evaluation Guidelines
8. February 25, 2019 – Kern COG held a third conference call with ARB answering questions
about the technical evaluation data request by ARB
Mr. Ball answered questions from the Committee and the audience.
This item was for information only.
VIII.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
Mr. Ball announced the 2019 Spring Transportation Conference to be held May 1, 2019

IX.

MEMBER ITEMS
None

X.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 2:16 p.m. The next scheduled meeting of the RPAC is April 3,
2019.

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

WEDNESDAY
May 1, 2019
1:30 P.M.

Vice Chairman James called the meeting to order at 1:35 p.m.
I.

II.

ROLL CALL
MEMBERS PRESENT:

Mark Staples
Asha Chandy
Eric Dhanens
Ted James
Lorena Mendibles

City of Taft (phone)
Community Member
Community Member
Community Member
Caltrans (phone)

STAFF:

Becky Napier
Ben Raymond
Linda Urata
Michael Heimer
Pete Smith

Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG

OTHERS:

None

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report
to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
None

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARIES (This Item was taken after Item IX)
Due to lack of a quorum, no action was taken on the RPAC meeting of March 6, 2019.

IV.

PUBLIC INFORMATION POLICIES AND PROCEDURES UPDATE (Napier)
Ms. Napier explained that the 2017 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Guidelines for
Metropolitan Planning Organizations requires Kern COG to develop and/or update a
documented participation plan to establish the process by which the public can participate in
the development of regional transportation plans and programs. Prior to developing its 2022
RTP, Kern COG is now updating its Public Information Policies and Procedures (PIP).
Ms. Napier stated that a 45-day public comment period commenced on Friday, March 29, 2019
and will end on Monday, May 13, 2019.
Proposed action: Recommend that the Kern COG Board approve the 2019 Public Information
Policies and Procedures. Due to lack of a quorum no action was taken.

V.

KERN ADVANCED TRANSPORTATION TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM (Urata)

Ms. Urata stated that to help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early
deployment of alternative fuel vehicle technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles and
compressed natural gas-fueled vehicle. Ms. Urata discussed the following:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

TRANSITions 2019 Transit Symposium
Kern Electric Vehicle Charging Station Blueprint
Kern EV Charging Spaces
Valley Go!
Transit Regulation – CARB
CALeVIP
California VW Mitigation Trust

This item was for information only.
VI.

KERN ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING STATION BLUEPRINT (Urata)
Ms. Urata explained that Kern COG was awarded a grant of $200,000 from the California Energy
Commission to create a Kern Electric Vehicle Charging Station (EVCS) Blueprint. Kern COG staff,
the consultant Center for Sustainable Energy and the Kern EVCS Work Group are working to
complete a draft Kern EVCS Blueprint in March 2019.
Ms. Urata explained that the Work Group is tasked with the following work:
• Review documents and provide or process information between the meetings;
• Set goals for EV infrastructure and vehicle deployment throughout Kern county;
• Review and accept the project selection methodology for up to 12 projects incorporated in
the plan; and
• Distribute and/or identify contacts for the distribution of a Kern EV Blueprint toolkit.
The Kern EVCS Blueprint Plan will recommend no less than 12 high-impact projects within the
jurisdictions of Kern Cog’s member agencies and will demonstrate opportunities to benefit
disadvantaged communities.
This item was for information only.

VII.

2020 CENSUS PARTICIPANT STATISTICAL AREAS PROGRAM (PSAP) – 2020 CENSUS
BOUNDARIES (Raymond)
Mr. Raymond explained that the Kern COG Census PSAP deadline is May 1 to review and update
the census tracts, block groups, census designated places (CDPs), and census county divisions
for the 2020 Census. The 2020 Census PSAP is the only opportunity prior to the 2020 Census for
regional planning agencies; councils of governments; and tribal, state, county, and local
governments to review and update the selected statistical areas. The Census Bureau uses the
statistical areas defined for the 2020 Census to tabulate data for the American Community Survey
throughout the decade.
Proposed action: To approve the proposed 2020 Kern County Census Geographies to be
submitted for the Census PSAP, with all in favor. Due to lack of a quorum, no action was taken.

VIII.

2019-2050 GROWTH FORECAST – PROJECT TIMELINE (Raymond)
Mr. Raymond stated that Kern COG 2019-2050 Growth Forecast project is scheduled to kick-off in
May 2019. The timeline was presented.
This item was for information only.

IX.

CALL FOR PROJECTS: TRANSPORATATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 3 PROGRAM
(Smith)

Mr. Smith stated that the Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity of the statedesignated Regional Transportation Planning Agency, administers funding for the Transportation
Development Act Article 3 Program.
This item was for information only.
X.

ANNOUNCEMENTS: None.

XI.

MEMBER ITEMS
Committee Member Chandy announced that May is Bike Month and that Bike Bakersfield is having
many events for people to participate in. She also encouraged everyone to participate in “give Big
Kern on May 7, 2019.
Committee Member Staples asked if Kern COG had been asked to host a workshop regarding
Senate Bill 2. The Kern County Liaison is Sara Allinder. Staff will follow-up.

XII.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 2:03 p.m. The next scheduled meeting of the RPAC is June 5,
2019.

IV.
RPAC
September 4, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee/
Transportation Modeling Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
BY:

SUBJECT:

Rob Ball, Planning Director

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: IV.

SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITY GRANTS AND KERN COG ASSITANCE REQUESTS
EMAIL REQUESTS DUE TO KERN COG FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 2019

DESCRIPTION:
The 2018 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) includes a strategy to provide sub regional feedback on SB
375 travel reduction goals and provide technical assistance and grant writing assistance to help sub areas
of the County that need it most.
DISCUSSION:
A new strategy was proposed in the 2014 RTP to help our member agencies voluntarily monitor their
progress toward the region’s air emission goals. To help our member agencies develop projects that will
better compete under the new project selection policy that emphasizes sustainability, Kern COG has in t
provides technical assistance and grant writing assistance. With the newly developed MIP II travel demand
model, Kern COG continues the same strategy of providing sub-regional monitoring feedback and
assistance based on the 2018 RTP.
COG Assistance - The 2014 RTP was the first to contain a Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) as
required by the state Climate Protection Act of 2008 (SB 375). Kern COG began work with member
agencies on developing more sustainable projects immediately after the adoption of the 2008 Kern Regional
Blueprint. Local member agency staff suggested the need for a reporting method to provide member
agencies with feedback on how they are doing toward regional air emission reduction goals. Kern COG
has been providing reports to the RPAC the vehicle miles traveled per capita for each community since
2009 as part of each RTP update.
Since 2009, Kern COG has awarded over $400,000 in technical assistance grants and/or staff time support
to provide member agencies with resources to identify transportation projects that would further the goals
of the Kern Regional Blueprint and Sustainable Community Strategy. This year there is no funding available
for technical assistance grants, however there is funding available for staff time to assist member agencies
in applying for the numerous grant resources. This program has helped fund:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

In kind staff-time match for sustainable community planning grants for modeling/public outreach
Regional travel demand modeling and GIS mapping support
community bike and complete street plans
community visioning/design workshops
2D/3D community visualizations (funding not available this year for this program)
transportation impact fee programs
general plan circulation element updates
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Member Agencies Simply Email Sustainable Community Planning/Project Development Ideas to
Kern COG by Friday, September 20, 2019 - Under this Kern COG local government assistance program,
staff can recommend that technical assistance resources be prioritized for agencies with the greatest
potential need (see monitoring section below). Agencies must request technical assistance in writing by
September 20, 2019 for consideration. Requests may be made by email and should include a brief
preliminary scope and budget regarding the planning or project needed. Agencies are encouraged to
contact COG staff for assistance in developing the request for sustainable community strategy and planning
funds. Staff will provide assistance in deciding which grant resources (see attachment 1) are most
appropriate. Please contact Rob Ball - 661-635-2902, rball@kerncog.org or Linda Urata - 661-635-2904,
lurata@kerncog.org.
Member Agencies Provided with Free Access to GrantFinder.com - Kern COG has secured
GrantFinder software licenses on behalf of its member agencies, and local public transit agencies for the
period ending May 31, 2019, which may be extended. GrantFinder (http://grantfinder.com) is a real-time
database of federal, state, and private grant opportunities tailored to municipalities and nonprofits. The
program allows users to tailor their grant searches to their needs. To receive access, the member agency
may designate up to two users on the attached form and return it to Linda Urata, Regional Planner.
Currently all member agencies have access except for Shafter, Tehachapi and the County. GrantFinder
training is available. Program contact: Linda at 661-635-2904 or lurata@kerncog.org.
Prioritized Funding Policy for More Sustainable Projects - In November 2012, the Kern COG Board
adopted the new project delivery policies and procedure (http://www.kerncog.org/wpcontent/uploads/2012/12/project_selection_policy_20161117.pdf ) to assist the region in promoting
projects that better match the goals of the RTP. Dependent on the funding category, the procedure provides
points for ranking projects for future funding. Based on the ranking, up to half of the points go to projects
that promote more sustainable/livable communities and lower air emissions. Since this policy and
procedure update Kern COG has funded park & ride facilities in California City and South Bakersfield, the
Golden Empire Transit District has implemented a new/more convenient rapid bus corridor, and the City of
Tehachapi has adopted the first city-wide “form-based-code” General Plan in California. These types of
projects are now more common.
Monitoring - The attached table 1 show the latest modeling of auto Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) per
person (household population + employment by place of work) from the adoption of the 2018 RTP. The
total shows a -3.2 percent decrease in VMT. All regions show lower VMT per capita household population
+ employment by 2042 compared to 2017. The following regions have seen an increase in VMT compared
to the prior RTP: Greater Arvin, Tehachapi, Ridgecrest, Maricopa, Frazier Park, Shafter, McFarland,
Wasco, Lake Isabella, and Cal City/Mojave.
This technical and grant writing assistance program is a strategy in the 2018 RTP and will continue to be
funded as planning funds and grants are available. Subject to the Board’s direction, Kern COG resources
could be prioritized to communities that may be showing difficulty in making progress towards reducing
emissions and passenger vehicle travel. Grants and incentives are subject to state and federal funding
requirements.
Attachments
Attachment 1 - Kern Sustainable Community Grant Resources – October 2019
Attachment 2 - RTP Change in Daily Auto Miles Traveled
Attachment 3 - Kern Sub Area Index and Vehicle Miles Traveled Maps
ACTION:
Information. Technical assistance requests from member agencies are due to Kern COG by September
20, 2019.
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Attachment 1

Kern Sustainable Community Grant Resources – September 2019
Kern Council of Governments

Technical Assistance Program – Email Request to Rob Ball rball@kerncog.org or Becky Napier
bnapier@kerncog.org due by Thursday, 5PM September 20, 2019.
Requests may be made by email and should include a draft scope, budget and timeline regarding the
planning need. Agencies are encouraged to contact COG staff for assistance in developing the request for
planning resources and strategizing which sources are most appropriate. Awards are subject to available
funding, need, and past geographic distribution of past awards. The awards will be used in developing the
programming for next fiscal year’s Kern COG Overall Work Program. Past awards have included:
- Travel modeling and GIS mapping support technical support
- In-kind staff time in data collection/outreach to help match a sustainable planning grant
- Grant writing assistance
- Community bike and complete street plans
- Community visioning/design workshops
- Transportation impact fee programs
- General plan circulation element updates

San Joaquin Valley Air District

Grants and Incentive Programs - http://valleyair.org/grants/ - Some applications accepted year-round.
- Bike Paths provides funds to establish bicycle infrastructure such as Class I or Class II bicycle paths
- E-Mobility Commerce provides funds to develop or expand electronic telecommunication services
- Public Benefit provides funds to purchase new, alternative-fuel vehicles and infrastructure and
develop advanced transit and transportation systems
- Charge Up! Provides funds for businesses and public agencies to purchase and install electric vehicle
chargers for public use.
- Plug in Electric Vehicle Resources Center provides information about plug-in electric vehicles
including available incentive funding, charging infrastructure and locations, and the District’s activities
to increase and sustain electric vehicles in the Valley
- Public Transportation Subsidy and Park & Ride Lots provides funds to subsidize transportation
passes for bus, shuttle and commuter rail services. Funds are also available for the construction of
park and ride lots
- Alternate Fuel Mechanic Training - Heavy Duty Waste Haulers - School Bus Programs - more

Eastern Kern Air Pollution Control District

DMV Grant and Voucher Program – www.kernair.org – Contact: Jeremiah Cravens: 661-862-5251.
- DMV Vouchers ($2-$3k) funding available NOW for eligible low/no emission vehicles for E. Kern res.
- EV Charging/CNG refilling stations, public education, vanpool, park & ride, bike path. $50k available.
Applications due: February 2020.

Caltrans

Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Program – http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.html Applications due October 11, 2019
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Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Program

Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Summary Chart
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Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Progra m

Sustainab le Transportation Planning Grant Summary Chart
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Active Transportation Program (ATP) – http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocalPrograms/atp/index.html The Cycle 5 Call for Projects is anticipated to be announced by the California Transportation Commission
(CTC) in Spring 2020. Cycle 5 is expected to include about $440M in ATP funding made up of Federal
funding, State SB1 and State Highway Account (SHA) funding. The funding/programming years are
expected to include 21/22, 22/23, 23/24 and 24/25. Fiscal years. Applications Due Spring 2020.

Strategic Growth Council

Affordable Housing/Sustainable Communities (AHSC) - http://sgc.ca.gov/programs/ahsc/ Applications due February 2020 – Draft round 5 guidelines are out for public review. The program makes
it easier for Californians to drive less by making sure housing, jobs, and key destinations are accessible by
walking, biking, and transit
Transformative Communities - http://sgc.ca.gov/news/2019/08-12.html
- Applications due May 2020. Awards up to $30M for constructing housing and amenities. Awards up to
$200k? for planning and outreach. Eligible projects:
1. Evaluating, updating, and streamlining various policies and codes currently enforced by the Planning
Department and other local department (public works, health and safety, fire, parks and open space, etc.)
2. Completing fiscal analysis and studies, such as conducting a fiscal impact analysis to understanding
long-term service costs of future development, and determine fee structures.
3. Building capacity both internally, among staff and department, as well as externally, among stakeholders
including the development of collaborative and partnerships that connect land use development with
environmental, economic and social justice priorities.
4. Preparing climate action and climate adaptation plans.
5. Designing or enhancing community engagement that results in innovative and meaningful programs and
practices built upon the input and expertise local public agency staff, community-based organizations,
workforce development boards, and overburdened individuals and groups.

California Housing and Community Development Department

The California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) has a list of housing programs
that currently have funding available: http://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/nofas.shtml
- Senate Bill 2 (SB 2) Planning Grants - Applications due November 19, 2019 – SB2 established a
permanent source of funding intended to increase the affordable housing stock. SB 2 Planning Grants
are due November 19, 2019. limited to, general plans, community plans, specific plans, local planning
related to implementation of sustainable communities strategies, local coastal plans, zoning
ordinances, environmental analyses, local process improvements, and any other planning activities
that can demonstrate a nexus to production. For more information, see Section 300 of the Guidelines
available: http://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/planning-grants.shtml

California Natural Resources Agency - http://resources.ca.gov/grants/trails/ Due October 11,
2019. the Recreational Trails and Greenways Grant Program. $27.7 Million available from prop 68.

California Air Resources Board – https://www.arb.ca.gov/ba/fininfo.htm

Air Pollution Incentives, Grants and Credit Programs - Multiple granting programs. Visit the website to
obtain project eligibility requirements and application due dates.

UpLift California Resource Guide – http://upliftca.org/resource-finder/ Whether you’re a

community group looking to plant trees or expand clean transit, or a family looking to cut your electricity bill,
find electric car rebates or get help with energy conservation, find out how California’s climate investments
can help you.
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Attachment 2 – How Sub Areas of Kern County are Doing on Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled.
2018 RTP Change in Daily Auto Miles Traveled Compared to the Old Plan

Greater Rosamond
Greater Delano
Greater Taft
Metro Bakersfield
Greater Cal City/Mojave
Greater Lake Isabella
Greater Wasco
Greater McFarland
Greater Shafter
Greater Frazier Park
Greater Maricopa
Greater Ridgecrest
Greater Tehachapi
Greater Arvin
Total / Average:

Auto Vehicle Miles Traveled
Persons = Household Population +
Auto Miles
% Change from Progress
within Kern (no pass thru travel)
Employment (by place of work) Traveled/Person
Base 2017
Compared
Old
2017 & 2017 & to Old
Plan
Base
Old Plan
Plan
Base
Old Plan
Plan
Base Plan Plan Old Plan Plan
2017
2042
2017
2042
2017
2042
2042
(miles)
(persons)
(miles/person)
(percent)
1,424,287 2,857,622 1,926,427
32,986
80,062
48,509 43.18 39.71 35.69
-8.0% -17.3%
-9.3%
2,896,802 3,314,385 3,570,784
63,899
77,019
78,076 45.33 45.73 43.03
0.9% -5.1%
-6.0%
1,322,416 2,024,318 2,115,757
30,996
43,508
44,182 42.66 47.89 46.53 12.2% 9.1%
-3.2%
14,823,804 22,794,427 23,382,511
773,107 1,184,550 1,204,425 19.17 19.41 19.24
1.2% 0.4%
-0.9%
1,390,083 3,053,367 2,966,993
26,837
59,127
57,995 51.80 51.16 51.64
-1.2% -0.3%
0.9%
727,496 1,357,489 1,167,005
20,366
33,158
28,940 35.72 40.32 40.94 12.9% 14.6%
1.7%
1,729,971 2,504,823 2,467,648
40,350
63,343
66,109 42.87 37.33 39.54 -12.9% -7.8%
5.2%
1,027,697 1,306,578 1,405,134
21,585
27,256
31,270 47.61 44.94 47.94
-5.6% 0.7%
6.3%
2,044,258 4,362,884 4,148,898
45,996 102,333
107,422 44.44 38.62 42.63 -13.1% -4.1%
9.0%
669,126 1,638,896 1,386,417
12,784
30,084
28,084 52.34 49.37 54.48
-5.7% 4.1%
9.8%
54,688
73,434
62,391
1,523
1,685
1,621 35.90 38.50 43.59
7.3% 21.4%
14.2%
1,066,753 2,137,742 1,734,660
48,158
71,568
66,669 22.15 26.02 29.87 17.5% 34.8%
17.4%
1,703,499 5,361,752 4,765,416
43,286 100,215
102,761 39.35 46.37 53.50 17.8% 36.0%
18.1%
870,717 1,400,931 1,455,938
29,633
34,694
42,537 29.38 34.23 40.38 16.5% 37.4%
20.9%
31,751,596 54,188,649 52,555,979 1,191,506 1,908,604 1,908,600 26.65 28.39 27.54
6.5% 3.3%
-3.2%

Note that this reporting is voluntary and for advisory purposes only. Future year values are estimated based on the latest land use
assumptions and are updated every four years. These assumptions can vary widely from year to year based on recent changes in the local
development activity and other variables. Although average travel per person includes areas outside each sub area (see spider diagram
maps below), they do not include travel outside the county possibly skewing the results of sub areas nearer the edge of the County. This
analysis is updated with the RTP once every 4 years. The analysis shows that Bakersfield and Ridgecrest have the lowest travel per person
possibly because these regions are fairly self-contained having sufficient amenities such as hospitals.
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Attachment 3 – Map of Sub Areas
Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZs) by Regional Statistical Areas (RSAs)
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Greater Arvin

Greater Bakersfield

Greater California City / Mojave

Greater Delano
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Greater Frasier Park

Greater Lake Isabella

Greater Maricopa

Greater McFarland
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Greater Ridgecrest

Greater Rosamond

Greater Shafter

Greater Taft
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Greater Tehachapi

Greater Wasco
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September 4, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director

V.
RPAC

By: Rob Ball,
Deputy Director/Planning Director
SUBJECT:

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: V.
UPDATE: SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM
PASSENGER VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP

DESCRIPTION:
The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4-years and contains a
long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous policies and regulations
including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality conformity, congestion
management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction targets.
DISCUSSION:
September 5, 2019 – Planned meeting with California Air Resources Board (ARB) staff in
Modesto to discuss new SB 375 Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) guidelines requirement
for a plan over plan analysis for the 3 largest Valley MPOs along with the 4 largest MPOs. Note
that these guidelines are administrative and will not be adopted by the ARB. Final Draft Evaluation
Guidelines are now available online at - https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/scsevaluation-resources .
August 21, 2019 – ARB Technical Evaluation of Kern’s 2018 SB 375 SCS is currently being
reviewed by ARB management. As soon as they have an update on timeline they will let us know.
Fresno COG is at about the same place and staff has indicated that they both appear to be
passing. Note: SCS technical reviews are administrative and not adopted by ARB. Kern COG’s
evaluation will be posted online at https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/kern-council-governments-kerncog .
August 19, 2019 – Indication is that ARB will still require the plan over plan analysis for the 3
largest MPOs in the Valley, San Joaquin, Fresno and Kern.
June 3, 2019 – Kern COG staff met with Mary Nichols in Modesto to discuss issues with several
new requirements under the guidelines including: 85% elasticity threshold and a new requirement
for plan-over-plan analysis.

April 9, 2019 – Kern COG staff presented issues related to the new guidelines during a joint
meeting of ARB and the California Transportation Commission (CTC) in Sacramento.
February 26, 2019 – TRANSITions – Kern COG Transit Symposium is providing regional
leadership in helping local transit agencies implement the latest technology needed to meet our
SB 375 SCS goals.
February 25, 2019 – Kern COG staff’s third conference call with California Air Resources Board
(ARB) staff on Kern COG’s December 11, 2018 submittal of the 2018 RTP technical evaluation
data requested by ARB for making their determination whether the SCS, if implemented, would
meet the ARB GHG reduction targets set back in 2011. ARB is still reviewing the data and asking
questions after two months and three conferences calls. The previous two calls were on January
14 & 29, 2019. The seven other Valley COGs are seeing similar levels of examination from ARB
staff. ARB has two months to make their determination after they deem the submittal complete.
February 14, 2019 – San Diego Association of Governments announces they can NOT meet their
new SCS GHG targets and ask for two more years to develop their 3rd cycle SCS.
https://www.voiceofsandiego.org/topics/government/san-diego-cant-hit-state-climate-goals-without-majortransportation-changes/ .

February 7, 2019 – ARB Deputy Exec. Ofc. Steven Cliff, met w/ the eight San Joaquin Valley
COG directors on concerns about the Draft ARB SB 375 SCS Evaluation Guidelines
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/scs-evaluation-resources.
January 31, 2019 – Valley COG directors met with ARB member Alexander Sherriffs on the nonresponsiveness of ARB staff about Valley comments on the SB 375 SCS Evaluation Guidelines.
January 3, 2019 – The Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) and the Transportation
Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) were presented this update on SB 375 implementation in
Kern along with a copy of the SB 375 data submittal to ARB.
December 11, 2018 - Kern COG staff submitted the technical evaluation data requested for
making a determination whether the SCS, if implemented, would meet the ARB targets set back
2011. The data request took nearly 4 months to fulfil.
December 4, 2018 - Kern COG Executive Director Ahron Hakimi provided verbal comments on
the SB 150 report to a joint meeting of ARB and the California Transportation Commission (CTC)
http://www.catc.ca.gov/meetings/ (video not posted yet at the time this staff report was written). The
report shows that although SCS targets are being met, overall emissions per capita from gasoline
sales are on the rise. For more info on SB 150 report go to:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2018-11/Final2018Report_SB150_112618_02_Report.pdf

On December 3, 2018, Kern COG received federal approval of the 2018 RTP air quality conformity
analysis concurring that planned RTP expenditures will NOT delay air district attainment plans.
October 9, 2018 - Kern COG submitted comments on the Draft SCS Evaluation Guidelines.

September 25, 2018 - Kern COG submitted initial comments on the early Draft SB 150 report to
COGs.
August 20, 2018 - Kern COG staff had a conference call with ARB staff on the process for ARB’s
SCS evaluation and began preparing the requested data.
August 15, 2018 - the Kern COG Board adopted the 2018 RTP/SCS and associated documents.
Table 1 – 2011 & 2018 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/
2020
Targets for 2018 RTP/SCS (set in 2011 by ARB)
-5%
2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018)
-12.5%
Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by
na.
ARB, effective October 1, 2018)

2035
-10%
-12.7%
-15%

March 22, 2018 - ARB adopted new SB375 Targets for the third cycle RTP/SCS to be effective
October 1, 2018. Next ARB target setting will be during the 2022-2026 window.
June 13, 2017 - ARB released proposed targets that were 2 percentage points higher than what
Kern COG recommended for 2035. The related ARB documents are available online at
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm . Kern COG’s April target recommendation letter is
located
on
page
B-143
of
the
ARB
staff
report
at
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf . Kern COG and
the 8 San Joaquin Valley COG’s prepared individual letters and a joint comment letter. The letters
document methodological changes that make it difficult to compare the 2014 RTP results with the
latest modeling refinements.
April 20, 2017 - the Kern COG Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC)
recommendation to ARB was unchanged from the December 2016 submittal at -9% and -13%
reduction in per capita GHG consistent with the RPAC recommendation.
Preliminary Timeline 2022 RTP/SCS
1. August 15, 2018 – Adopted 2018 RTP/SCS
2. October 1, 2018 - Effective Date for 3rd Cycle SCS Target (-15%/capita reduction by 2035)
3. Spring 2019 to Spring 2022 – Annual Community Phone Surveys - Ongoing
4. Spring 2019 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS - Complete
5. Spring 2019 – Spring 2022: RTP/SCS Public Outreach Process
6. Fall 2019 – Adopt Regional Growth Forecast Update
7. Fall 2019 – Stakeholder roundtable process to vet outreach and performance measures
8. Fall 2019 to Fall 2021 – Fairs/Festivals/Farmer’s Market Outreach
9. Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment Update Process
10. Fall 2020 to Spring 2021 – Mini-Grant Stakeholder Hosted Workshops
11. Spring 2021 – 2020 U.S. Census population voting district file available
12. Summer 2022 Adopt RTP/SCS, RHNA, EIR and associated documents
ACTION: Information

VI.
RPAC
September 4, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
By: Ben Raymond, Regional Planner

SUBJECT:

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VI.
2019-2050 GROWTH FORECAST – PROJECT UPDATE

DESCRIPTION:
Discuss progress of Kern COG 2019-2050 Growth Forecast.
DISCUSSION:
Updates
The project kick-off meeting was held August 12th. The consultants presented their initial data
collection and shared development progress on the Oil and Agriculture Employment Sectors white
paper. The working draft version of the white paper is now available for review and comments
(Attachment 1). The consultant team continues to make progress on updating the growth forecast
model.
Background
The Regional Growth Forecast Defined - The Kern COG regional growth forecast is a longrange projection for countywide total population. The population total is used to develop housing,
employment, school enrollment, and income forecasts. The forecast is used for local
transportation and air quality planning as well as by the member agencies for a variety of long
range planning activities. This forecast revision will be used in development of the 2022 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy. The forecast is used as a control target
by the modeling committee and RPAC for distribution of socio-economic data throughout the
county sub areas. The forecast is based on Census Data and California Department of Finance
(DOF) estimates for the base year. If the growth forecast is more than 1.5% outside of DOF
projections, Kern COG will need to provide a detailed explanation why the forecasts differs and
work with DOF to agree on the forecast methodology.

1

Review Requirements – The Kern COG Policy and Procedure Manual states:
“Socio-Economic Forecast Data – Countywide forecasts for households, employment and other
socio-economic data shall be updated not less than 3 years from the time of the Socio-economic
forecast. A minimum of three years between Countywide forecast revisions is needed to allow
responsible state and federal agencies time to complete their review of large environmental
documents without major changes to transportation circulation modeling results...“
The Kern COG adopted Public Policy and Procedure manual requires an advertised notice of
public meetings/workshops regarding the regional growth forecast and 30-day public comment
period. Additional, extensive opportunities for public comment on the forecast will be provided as
part of the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan adoption.
Committee Oversight – The Kern COG Transportation Modeling sub-committee and the
Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) will provide oversight during the growth forecast
update. The committees currently meet together and are also responsible for sub-area distribution
of the growth forecast following the adoption. The regional growth forecast will be presented to
the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) concurrently, and then to the
Transportation Planning Policy Committee/Kern COG Board for final adoption.
Revised Growth Forecast Timeline – The following schedule is anticipated for forecast
adoption:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

August 12th, 2019 –Project Kickoff Meeting & review initial data inputs and status update
September 4th, 2019 - Draft white paper on Oil and Ag employment review by RPAC
October 2019 - Draft growth report sent to TTAC & RPAC members for review and comments
November 2019 - 30-day public comment period notification (display adds/flyers/draft report
to be available at www.kerncog.org)
November 2019 - Public Workshop on Growth Forecast
November 2019 - Kern COG Board reviews draft forecast for information and comments
December 2019 - Close of 30-day public review period
January 2020 - RPAC and TTAC review report and public comments and make
recommendation to Kern COG board.
January 2020 - Kern COG Board reviews draft report and public comments.
February 2020 - Kern COG Board considers adoption of the regional growth forecast.

ACTION: Information.
Attachment 1: Employment in the Kern County Oil and Agriculture Sectors
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Employment in the Kern County
Oil and Agriculture Sectors
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Kern County Oil Sector

Oil Sector Introduction
The oil sector, along with the natural gas sector, is a major part of
the Kern County economy, employing thousands of workers and
generating billions of dollars in economic output.
Oil and gas employment statistics are available from the California
Employment Development Department (EDD). The EDD has two
sources of data that are relevant to oil and gas employment: The
Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages (QCEW) and the
Current Employment Statistics program (CES).
Data from the QCEW is particularly helpful for understanding oil
employment in Kern County. This program collects tax information
from businesses across California, and uses this tax information
to record the number of employees at each firm. It covers 97
percent of all organizations across the state, giving it the ability to
produce detailed, comprehensive data on the labor market.
The QCEW groups companies into 1,057 industry sectors from
the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS). Four
of these sectors are pertinent to field operations for oil and gas
activity:
• Crude Petroleum Extraction (NAICS Sector 211120)
• Natural Gas Extraction (NAICS Sector 211130)
• Drilling Oil and Gas Wells (NAICS Sector 213111)
• Support Activities for Oil and Gas Operations
(NAICS Sector 213112)
According to the NAICS system, these industries are defined
as follows:

Natural Gas Extraction
This industry comprises establishments primarily engaged in
(1) the exploration, development, and/or the production of
natural gas from wells in which the hydrocarbons will initially
flow or can be produced using normal or enhanced drilling and
extraction techniques or (2) the recovery of liquid hydrocarbons
from oil and gas field gases. Establishments primarily engaged
in sulfur recovery from natural gas are included in this industry.
Drilling Oil and Gas Wells
This U.S. industry comprises establishments primarily engaged
in drilling oil and gas wells for others on a contract or fee basis.
This industry includes contractors that specialize in spudding in,
drilling in, redrilling, and directional drilling.
Support Activities for Oil and Gas Operations
This U.S. industry comprises establishments primarily engaged
in performing support activities on a contract or fee basis for
oil and gas operations (except site preparation and related
construction activities). Services included are exploration
(except geophysical surveying and mapping); excavating slush
pits and cellars, well surveying; running, cutting, and pulling
casings, tubes, and rods; cementing wells, shooting wells;
perforating well casings; acidizing and chemically treating wells;
and cleaning out, bailing, and swabbing wells.

Oil and Gas Employment
QCEW data is available from the first quarter of 2001 to the fourth
quarter of 2018. At the end of 2018, there were 7,836 employees
in Kern County’s oil and gas industries.

Crude Petroleum Extraction
This industry comprises establishments primarily engaged in
(1) the exploration, development, and/or the production of
petroleum from wells in which the hydrocarbons will initially
flow or can be produced using normal or enhanced drilling and
extraction techniques or (2) the production of crude petroleum
from surface shales or tar sands or from reservoirs in which the
hydrocarbons are semisolids. Establishments in this industry
operate oil wells on their own account or for others on a
contract or fee basis.
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Kern County Oil Sector
To estimate oil and gas employment for the first half of 2019, our
firm used data from the Current Employment Statistics program,
in addition to information on oil prices.
The CES is a survey of 616,000 organizations across the U.S.,
representing 6 percent of all private, non-profit, and government
organizations. The survey is conducted each month, and is
used to estimate employment by NAICS sector for all counties
across the U.S., including Kern County. CES data is available from
January 1990 to June 2019.
Because CES data is based on a survey that covers only 6 percent
of organizations, it contains less detail than the QCEW data.
For Kern County, the CES reports information for 59 industry
categories, and does not isolate employment for the oil and gas
industries. The most relevant CES category is Mining, which is a
grouping of the following sectors:
• Crude Petroleum Extraction (NAICS Sector 211120)
• Natural Gas Extraction (NAICS Sector 211130)
• Metal Ore Mining (NAICS Sector 2122)
• Nonmetallic Mineral Mining and Quarrying (NAICS Sector 2123)
• Drilling Oil and Gas Wells (NAICS Sector 213111)
• Support Activities for Oil and Gas Operations (NAICS 213112)
• Support Activities for Metal Mining (SAICS Sector 213114)
• Support Activities for Nonmetallic Minerals (Except Fuels) Mining
(NAICS Sector 213115)

Employment by Sector / Kern County
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In Kern County, the oil and gas industries contain the majority
of all employment in the broader mining sector, accounting for
anywhere from 75 percent to 95 percent of mining jobs in any
given year. The difference is primarily related to employment
in gold and silver mining (with approximately 200 employees
at the Soledad Mountain mine), and borax mining (including
approximately 1,000 employees at the Rio Tinto mine). Aside
from oil, natural gas, borax, and gold/silver, there are virtually no
other jobs in the CES mining sector.
In Kern County, oil and gas employment is highly correlated with
global oil prices. Kern County oil firms increase their employee
headcounts when prices are rising, and decrease their headcounts
when prices are falling. Changes in employment largely occur
because high oil prices incentivize firms to activate more of their
existing wells, and to drill new wells. Low prices incentivize the
opposite.

WTI Oil Price and Active Kern County Oil Wells
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Employment and Prices / Kern County
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Oil and Gas Employment / Kern County
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Therefore, in order to estimate oil and gas employment for the
first half of 2019, we conducted a regression analysis of oil and
gas employment, oil prices, and employment in the broader
mining sector.1
According to regression analysis, changes to inflation-adjusted oil
prices can explain 80 to 90 percent of the changes to oil and gas
employment. Most of the job losses that were observed between
2014 and 2017 were the result of sharply declining oil prices.
Our regression model also concluded that, as of 2019 Q2, the
Kern County oil and gas sector had 7,966 workers, an increase
of 130 workers from the end of 2018. The results are statically
significant at the 95 percent confidence level.
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Future employment levels will also depend on changes to
the price of oil. According to the U.S. Energy Information
Administration, WTI oil prices are expected to rise from an
average of $52.74 per barrel in 2019 to an average $85.64 per
barrel in 2024, adjusted for inflation.
Using a separate regression-based forecast model, our firm
anticipates that employment in the Kern County oil and gas sector
will increase between 2018 and 2024, rising from approximately
7,700 jobs to approximately 8,700 jobs.
The volume of oil produced is also important to the Kern County
economy. Oil production in Kern County has been declining for
years, falling to approximately 124.5 million barrels in 2018.
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See Appendix A for details.
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Average Well Productivity / Kern County
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The supply of oil that remains in the county’s oil fields is
depleting, leading to reduced production from each active well. As
of 2018, each active well produced only 2,900 barrels of oil, down
from an average of almost 4,300 barrels in 2006.
Reduced productivity will inherently reduce the volume of oil
that can be extracted in future years, and overall production is
expected to decline. In 2018, approximately 124.5 million barrels
were produced in Kern County. By 2024, production is expected to
decline to 102 million barrels.
At these levels of expected production, along with expectations
for oil prices, the total value of Kern County’s oil output should
remain similar to the values estimated for 2018, and within a
range of $6.8 billion and $8.8 billion, adjusted for inflation.
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secondary and/or tertiary recovery methods, it is possible that
more oil can be extracted from existing oil fields.
Under a hypothetical scenario where new technology was
introduced, and where production remained constant near
2018 levels (rather than declining, as assumed in our baseline
scenario), the value of Kern County’s oil output would rise
meaningfully.
With production held constant at 2018 levels, and oil prices
increasing at the rates forecast by the EIA, the total value of
countywide oil production would reach $10.7 billion by 2024, and
over the entire 2018-2024 period, the oil industry would have
generated an additional $6.4 billion in value. This could produce a
number of benefits to the Kern County economy, including higher
property tax collections, a higher level of income per capita, and
greater levels of spending at Kern County businesses.

Higher levels of oil extraction by employing newer technologies
may be possible over the next several years. With enhanced
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Agriculture Sector Introduction
There are three primary data sources for analyzing agriculture
employment: the Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages
(QCEW), the Current Employment Statistics program (CES), and
the American Community Survey (ACS).
The QCEW and the CES are administered by the California
Employment Development Department (EDD), and the ACS is
administered by the U.S. Census Bureau.
Each of these sources has strengths and weaknesses.

CES and QCEW Data
The CES provides very timely data, estimating farm employment
in Kern County as recently as June 2019. But it groups all
agriculture employment into a single category, which prevents
analysis by type of agricultural commodity.
The QCEW has employment data for more than 40 sectors within
the agriculture industry, providing the opportunity to analyze
employment by type of agricultural product. But this data is not
released on a particularly timely schedule, and the most recent
data is for the fourth quarter of 2018.
The CES and the QCEW also may overestimate, or underestimate,
the number of agricultural workers in Kern County. These
programs measure jobs, not people. They try to estimate the
number of distinct jobs (including both full-time and part-time
jobs) at agricultural companies that have a physical location
in Kern County. It is possible (and highly probable) that some
of Kern County’s farm workers have multiple jobs at multiple
different companies.
At the same time, some agricultural workers may live in Kern
County but work somewhere else (such as Tulare or Kings), or
they may live in another place but work in Kern County. This type
of cross-county commuting is common across California, although
its effect on agriculture employment data is largely unknown.

To this extent, the ACS has estimates of the number of Kern
County residents that work in the agriculture sector from 20052017. Data for 2018 will be available in early 2020.
But there are weaknesses to this data source, and the primary
weakness is its sample size. The survey reaches only 1.6 percent
of households within Kern County, which means that the data has
a relatively large margin of error.
For example, the ACS estimates that there were 43,307 Kern
County residents who worked in agriculture in 2017. But because
the margin of error is so large, there could actually have been
anywhere from 38,923 to 47,691 workers in 2017 – a difference
of almost 8,800 jobs, which is much larger that the margins of
error for the CES or QCEW.
Like the CES and QCEW, the ACS also misses commuters to
the extent that some people live in Kern County (and would
be counted in the Kern County survey) but actually work in a
different county. And some people live in adjacent counties (and
would be counted in the surveys for those places) but work in
Kern.
In addition, the ACS is not very timely, as is has not yet released
data for 2018 or any part of 2019, and has problems related to
underreporting and undercounting of people.

Discrepancies Between Data Sources
In 2017, the most recent period that can be used to compare
these sources, the CES reported that there were 62,238
agriculture jobs in Kern County, and the QCEW reported that
there were 62,670 jobs. The ACS estimated that there were
43,307 Kern County residents who worked in the agriculture
industry. Clearly there are large discrepancies between the CES/
QCEW and the ACS.

ACS Data
The American Community Survey is a program that sends
questionnaires to 2.1 million U.S. households every year, including
202,000 households in California. The questionnaires cover an
incredibly wide range of topics, including employment by industry.
Because the ACS collects information from households, rather
than businesses, it can be a useful way to analyze the number
of residents who work in a specific industry. In short, the EDD
estimates jobs, whereas the ACS counts people.
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The EDD surveys are mandatory, and can be verified through
government records, while the ACS surveys are voluntary and
cannot be verified for accuracy.
Because of these differences, it is entirely possible that comparing
EDD farm jobs to ACS farm workers is simply not advisable.

Research on Multiple Job Holders in Agriculture

Accounting for Differences in Data Estimates
There are a number of reasons that could explain the gap
between EDD agriculture jobs and ACS agriculture workers.

Multiple Job Holders
As mentioned above, some farm workers in Kern County might
hold jobs at multiple agricultural companies, which could explain,
in part, why there appear to be more jobs at local businesses
than workers living in the county.

Cross County Commuting
Also mentioned previously, some farm workers may be
commuting into Kern County from other areas, in which case they
would be counted in the number of jobs at local firms, but not be
counted among the number of workers who live in Kern County.

Undercounting of Workers
It’s also possible that the ACS is undercounting workers. The ACS
is a voluntary, self-reported survey, and some households may
choose to underreport their participation in the labor market. If
agriculture workers are choosing not to report their employment
status, the survey may undercount them.

Differences in Survey Methodology
Comparing data from different surveys can be complicated. The
ACS, QCEW, and CES all use different methodologies, collect data
from entirely different places (i.e. households and businesses),
and use different techniques for contacting their target audiences
(phone calls, mail-in forms, extraction of information from tax
records).

Information on multiple job holders in agriculture is limited.
Researchers at the Census Bureau have determined that across
the U.S., approximately 7.7 percent of all workers in all industries
held two jobs in 2013, and an additional 0.6 percent of workers
held three to five jobs.2
A study by the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics gives different
estimates and suggests that, over time, the share of people
with multiple jobs has declined.3 This report shows that in 1995,
almost 7 percent of workers held multiple jobs, but by 2013 only
five percent of workers held more than one job.
The same BLS report calculates that the agriculture sector had
approximately the same share of multiple job holders as the
broader labor market – 7 percent in 1995 an 5 percent in 2013.
A recent study from George State University looked into the share
of multiple job holders across different regions of the U.S., and
estimates that 3.68 percent of all workers in Kern County hold
more than one job.4 Results were similar for several nearby areas,
including San Joaquin County (4.10 percent), Riverside and San
Bernardino Counties (3.99 percent), and Tulare County (3.80
percent).

Evidence on Cross-County Commuting
There is virtually no credible research on cross-county commuting
for agriculture workers, but some simple data analyses can
provide information on the likelihood of cross-county commuting
among agricultural workers in Kern County.
The ACS provides data on cross-county commuting for all
workers in Kern County, and this data suggests that Kern County
is commute-neutral, meaning that it neither gains nor loses a
significant number of workers from commute patterns.

____________________________________________________________________
https://www.census.gov/content/dam/Census/library/publications/2019/demo/
P70BR-163.pdf

2

https://www.bls.gov/opub/mlr/2015/article/multiple-jobholding-over-the-past-twodecades.htm

3

4
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Over the 2009-2013 period (the most recently available data), an
average of 21,900 workers commuted from Kern County to other
places, representing 10 percent of everybody who made any kind
of commute during that period. During the same time period,
an average of 23,900 workers commuted into Kern County from
other places, representing 11 percent of everyone who travelled
to work in any way.
Given the substantial margins of error for ACS data (as explained
earlier in this report), the difference between in-commuters
and out-commuters is not statistically significant, and it can be
assumed that relatively equal numbers of workers commute into
and out of Kern County.
The ACS also provides data on the method of commuting
for Kern County workers, and this data is broken down by
industry. According to this information, there are some unique

characteristics of agricultural commuters. Specifically, a much
larger share of agricultural workers commute by carpool,
compared to the broader Kern County job market. Between
2013 and 2017 (the most recently available data), more than 23
percent of agricultural workers carpooled, compared to just 13
percent of workers across all industries.
This difference is due entirely to the fact that fewer agricultural
workers drive their own cars, by themselves. Agricultural workers
do not commute by other methods at meaningfully different rates
than the broader pool of workers (public transportation, walking,
bicycling, etc.).
Because they travel by worker-owned car at similar rates to the
rest of the county, and by other means at similar rates, it can
reasonably be assumed that they have similar rates of crosscounty commuting, and that Kern County neither gains nor loses
a substantial number of agriculture workers to commute patterns.
Therefore, estimates of total agriculture workers do not need to
be adjusted for commuting patterns.

Research on the Undercounting of Workers
There has been a lot of research on the topic of undercounting
by the Census. There are reports that surveys from the Census
Bureau undercount a number of demographic groups, including
recent immigrants,5 young children,6 and other populations.
For the topic of farm workers in Kern County, the group most
likely to be undercounted is undocumented immigrants.
Some organizations estimate that there are as many as
25,000 undocumented immigrants in Kern County who work
in agriculture, and that agriculture is the largest employer of
undocumented immigrants in the county by a wide margin.7
Unfortunately there are few quantitative studies that can be used
to estimate any possible undercount in Kern County.
However, there may be some evidence in the labor market data.
If undocumented immigrants in Kern County were underreporting
their employment status at higher rates than other demographic
groups, the ratio of ACS workers to EDD jobs would be lower
in those industries than in industries with fewer undocumented
immigrants.
____________________________________________________________________
5

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3783022/

https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/decennial-census/2020-census/
research-testing/undercount-of-young-children.html

6
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https://www.migrationpolicy.org/data/unauthorized-immigrant-population/
county/6029

7
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Ratio of Census Data by Industry to EDD Data by Industry
for Industries in Kern County

Comparison of EDD and Census Data
Selected California Regions
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This is certainly true for agriculture. The ACS data indicates that
there are inly 0.7 agriculture workers for every EDD job, which
is the lowest ratio of all industries in Kern County. But in other
sectors with prominent numbers of undocumented immigrants –
leisure services, retail trade, and construction – the ACS reports
that there are actually more workers than jobs, suggesting that
underreporting is not a major issue for these industries.

We then made the same comparison for ACS estimates of farm
workers and EDD estimates of farm jobs.

So the evidence of under-reporting of undocumented immigrants
is weak at best, except for the Farm Sector.

• Areas with higher ACS/EDD ratios for all workers also had high
ratios for the farm sector

Evidence on Differences in Survey Methodology

• Areas with lower ACS/EDD ratios for all workers also had lower
ratios for the farm sector

Discrepancies between survey methodologies can be performed
by analyzing a cross section of survey data. For the data used
in this report, the best strategy is to compare the ACS and EDD
survey results across industries and across regions of California.

Three primary observations became apparent:
• In all regions, ACS farm worker counts were lower than EDD
job counts

Because these patterns are consistent across several regions of
California, there is compelling evidence that survey methodology
is responsible for part of the discrepancy between Kern County
agriculture data sources.

To start, our firm compared data that should theoretically be
identical between the two surveys: the number of employed
residents age 16 and over.

Estimating the Number of Farm Workers in Kern County

We made these comparisons for Kern County, two neighboring
counties, and two heavily agricultural counties along the coast.
We also made this comparison for the state of California as a
whole.

• Some Kern County farm workers hold more than one job

For the entire state, the ACS estimates of total employed
residents are 3 percent higher than EDD estimates. The ACS was
also 3 percent higher for Ventura County and 1 percent higher
for Fresno County. Estimates were virtually identical for Tulare
County, and the ACS was lower by 2 percent for Kern County and
6 percent for Monterey County.
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Given the results of research and analysis on the data sources
described above, it is reasonable to assume:

• Cross-county commuting is not a major factor in explaining the
data gap
• A non-quantifiable number of farm workers may be
undercounted by the ACS
• Survey methodology is responsible for part of the data gap
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• The amount of each commodity produced (e.g. tons of grapes,
head of cattle)
• The average price received by farmers for each commodity
• The total value (i.e. average price multiplied by quantity
produced) for each commodity
• The number of acres harvested of most fruit, vegetable, and
field crops

Research on multiple job holders indicates that 3 to 4 percent of
all Kern County workers have two jobs, and that less than 0.6
percent of workers hold 3 to 5 jobs. It also suggests that the
share of multiple job holders in the agriculture sector is similar to
the broader labor market. Therefore, we can reasonably adjust
agriculture employment data to account for multiple job holders.
For the purposes of simplicity, we will assume that 3.5 percent of
workers hold 2 jobs in Kern County, and 0.3 percent of workers
hold 3 to 5 jobs, with an average of 4 jobs (using slightly different
assumptions leads to virtually no change in the total estimate of
multiple job holders).
But should we apply these estimated to data from the ACS or
EDD? The California Economic Forecast recommends using EDD
data because it is based on a non-voluntary survey, is based on
a larger sample size than the ACS, and can be verified with tax
records.
The number of multiple job holders in Kern County can be
calculated by applying the following equation to the most recent
estimate of total jobs in the county (i.e. 2019 data from the
Current Employment Statistic program):
(2 - 1) * (X * 0.035) – (4 – 1) * (X * 0.003) = Y
Where X is the CES estimate of agriculture jobs and Y is the
number of multiple job holders

• The number of non-harvested acres of most fruit, vegetable,
and field crops
Using these data sources, the California Economic Forecast
examined agricultural employment by type of commodity at the
most detailed level possible. Employment trends were examined
for every major crop category except egg production, because
reliable labor market data for egg production does not exist.

Fruit and Nut Crops
Fruit and nut crops account for the majority of Kern County’s
agricultural output. In 2017, the region produced $3.7 million tons
of fruit and nut crops, valued at $4.8 billion and spread across
572,200 acres, of which 93 percent of these acres actively bore
commodities in 2017.
There were 51,000 workers at fruit and nut farms in 2017,
indicating that there were 9.0 workers for every 100 acres. Even
as employment in this sector has expanded, fewer jobs are now
located on each acre of farmland. Over the last decade, there
have ben as many as 11.4 workers per acre in the fruit and nut
industry.

Fruit and Nut Crops / Tons Produced
Kern County
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2007 - 2017

4.0
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This calculation suggests that there are 2,326 multiple job holders
in 2019, leaving a total of 62,457 farm workers in the county.
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The Kern County Department of Agriculture and Measurement
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Data is available from 1930 to 2017, and includes:
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Labor productivity has declined by some measures, but increased
by others. Each worker is now responsible for 72.2 tons of fruits
and nuts, which is down from 89.9 tons in 2010. But because
Kern County fruits and nuts have become more valuable, each
worker now accounts for $93,100 in revenue, which is much
higher than the low point of last decade, which was recorded at
$56,300 in 2008.
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Almonds and Pistachios Employment
Kern County

Almonds and Pistachios
Within the category of fruit and nut crops, almonds and pistachios
account for about a third of all production value. In 2017, more
than 407,000 toms of almonds and pistachios were harvested,
which were valued at a total of $1.8 billion.
Approximately 225,500 acres were devoted to growing almonds,
and 140,000 acres were used to grow pistachios, for a total of
365,500 acres for both commodities.
There were almost 17,000 workers at almond and pistachio farms
in 2017, meaning that each 100 acres of land supported 4.6 jobs.
Labor productivity at these farms has generally decreased since
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2010, with the average worker now producing just 24 tons of nuts
and generating $105,600 dollars in revenue.

Fruit Crops

Acreage Used for Fruit Crops
Kern County
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Kern County’s primary fruit crops are grapes, cherries,
pomegranates, tomatoes, blueberries, and a variety of citrus
fruits. In 2017, the total value of fruit produced was recorded
at $3.0 billion. Grapes accounted for approximately 60 percent
of this value, while citrus accounted for slightly more than 30
percent. Cherries, pomegranates, tomatoes, and blueberries
represented most of the remaining 10 percent.
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Almost 207,000 acres of farmland were devoted to fruit crops in
2017, and more than 3.3 million tons of fruit were produced. With
29,300 workers on Kern County fruit farms, each 100 acres of
fruit farms supported 14.2 jobs.
Kern County’s fruit farms are producing a higher volume of
commodities, but are also adding more workers. Because of this,
each worker now accounts for 113 tons of product, compared to
more than 140 tons earlier in 2010.
The average worker is now generating almost $103,000 in
revenue. Revenue per worker has been largely unchanged since
2014, but increased quickly during the 2008-2012 period.
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Vegetable and Melon Crops
The principal vegetable and melon crops are garlic, potatoes,
carrots, onions, and watermelon. Total vegetable and melon
crops were valued at $917 million in 2017, and carrots accounted
for approximately half of this value.
The total volume of vegetable and melon output has risen over
the last decade, reaching 3.7 million tons in 2017. At the same
time, the number of acres devoted to these crops has been
volatile, declining from 95,000 acres in 2008 to just 66,000 by
2014, but then rebounding to 87,000 by 2017.
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Every 100 acres of vegetable and melon farmland now supports
11.6 jobs. But just as employment levels and total acreage have
gone through periods of rising and falling, so has the number of
jobs on each acre, which is now 11.6 for every 100 acres.
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The number of tons produced by the average worker has declined
relatively steadily, and in 2017 each worker accounted for only
205 tons of output. But the value of this work has risen in recent
years, climbing to $90,900 per worker.
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Acreage Used for Nursery Crops
Kern County
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Nursery Crops
Nursery crops represent a very small portion of the Kern County
agriculture sector. In 2017, only 2,200 acres were devoted to
nursery crops, and the total nursery subsector was valued at just
$113.7 million, meaning that nursery crops account for less than 2
percent of all countywide agriculture activity.
The most prominent nursery product is fruit and nut trees/vines.
This crop category accounted for 58 percent of all nursery acres
in 2017, and 73 percent of the value of total nursery output.
But each 100 acres of nursery space support 49.9 jobs, which is
considerably higher than fruit and nut crops (11.0 jobs per 100
acres), Vegetable and melon crops (11.6 workers per 100 acres),
and field crops (1.2 workers per 100 acres).
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By dollar value, Kern County nurseries are becoming more
productive. The average worker now generats more than
$100,000 in revenue, compared to just $73,900 a decade ago.
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Acreage Used for Field Crops
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Field Crops
The principal field crops in Kern County are cotton, hay, and silage
and forage. Total field crops were valued at $303 million in 2017,
and these three commodities accounted for almost 80 percent of
this value.
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Field crop farms now employ approximately 1.2 workers per
100 acres, making it one of the least labor-intensive agricultural
industries on a workers-per-acre basis.
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Just about every aspect of the field crop sector is declining.
There are now only 2,700 field crop workers, which is lower than
any year on record. Fewer acres are currently devoted to field
crops than any point in the last decade, and the value of Kern
County’s field crop harvest has fallen to the levels last seen in
2009, and the bottom of the Great Recession.
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Cattle Ranching and Milk Production
Milk production and cattle ranching represent large sources of
income for the Kern County agriculture sector. Milk production was
valued at $619 million in 2017, while cattle ranching generated
$318 million in revenue.
Employment in these sectors has declined slightly in the last few
years, falling to approximately 1,500 jobs in 2018.
Labor productivity is exceptionally high. The average worker is
now responsible for generating $622,400 in revenue. Revenue
per workers is not as high as it was during the 2011-2014 period,
when prices for milk and cattle were very high, but productivity in
these sectors are the highest in Kern County’s agriculture industry,
and by a large margin.
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Forecast of Agriculture Output and Employment
Agricultural employment in Kern County is expected to reach
65,500 jobs by 2024, an increase of 1,700 jobs from the current
level (2019). Agricultural production values are also assumed to
rise, conservatively climbing to $9.7 billion.
This expansion of the farm sector will be supported by higher
prices for Kern County’s primary commodities.
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Although the per head price for cattle may decline over the
forecast period, milk prices are expected to rise by 5 percent, and
the average price for fruit and nut crops is forecast to increase by
16 percent.
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EMPLOYMENT IN THE KERN COUNTY OIL AND AGRICULTURE SECTORS

Appendix A
Regression Analysis of Oil and Gas Employment
The regression model used to estimate oil and gas employment
for the second quarter of 2019 is summarized here:
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EMPLOYMENT IN THE KERN COUNTY OIL AND AGRICULTURE SECTORS

Appendix B
Data Sources
Employment Data
California Employment Development Department
Current Employment Statistics program
Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages
U.S. Census Bureau
American Community Survey

Oil Production and Prices
U.S. Energy Information Administration
California Department of Conservation

Agricultural Output, Prices, and Acreage
Kern County Department of Agriculture and Measurement
Standards
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development
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VII.
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September 4, 2019

TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Linda Urata
Regional Planner

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM VII.
KERN ADVANCED TRANSPORTATION TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM - STATUS REPORT

DESCRIPTION:
To help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early deployment of alternative fuel vehicle
technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles and compressed natural gas-fueled vehicles. This report
describes activities from June through August 2019.
DISCUSSION:
Best Drive EVer: Kern COG will sponsor, provide media support and participate in two electric test drive
events hosted by the San Joaquin Valley Electric Vehicle Partnership. The National Drive Electric Week
(DriveElectricWeek.org) event takes place on Saturday, September 14, 2019 from 10am to 2pm at Urner’s,
4110 Wible Road, Bakersfield. The second event takes place on the second day of the Tehachapi Apple
Festival, South Green Street, Sunday, October 13, 2019 from 10am to 4pm.
Kern COG sponsored, set up a booth and a speaker at the Trucking with Clean Fuels Conference
Renewable, Liquefied, and Compressed Natural Gas held in Shafter at the Ford Theater on August 13, 2019.
Over 80 people attended the Conference.
Kern Electric Vehicle (EV) Charging Station (CS) Blueprint: The final Kern Electric Vehicle Charging
Station Blueprint was be presented to the Kern Council of Governments Transportation Planning and Policy
Committee on June 20, 2019. The Working Group planned outreach efforts during their final meeting on June
21, 2019. Kern COG, the Center for Sustainable Energy, the City of Arvin and Envoy Technologies gave an
interactive panel presentation on the Kern EVCS Blueprint and Toolkits and the Statewide Energy Efficiency
Collaborative’s Forum in Long Beach, CA on June 27th. The California Energy Commission expects to roll-out
Phase II Implementation Funding in the Fourth Quarter of 2019. The California Air Resources Board will
include the Kern EVCS Blueprint in a report on Plug In Electric Vehicle Readiness in the San Joaquin Valley.
Kern COG sponsored an EVs Made EZ Workshop hosted by Project Clean Air in Ridgecrest on June 25,
2019. Kern COG staff presented the Kern EVCS Blueprint and toolkits alongside vehicle and charging station
speakers. The event attracted 22 pre-registered attendees, with 17 attending. Two attendees requested that
Project Clean Air host another conference in February or March 2020 in California City and offered to serve
on a planning committee and help to secure a venue and attendees. On July 11th, Kern COG staff facilitated a

“Listen and Learn” session for transit and school transportation fleets having experience with electric buses to
learn of any technical issues or other obstacles to deployment of the new technology.
Kern EV Charging Spaces: Please find the most recent charging space inventory by zip code attached to
this staff report. The report shows a 32.2% increase in charging spaces (136) throughout Kern County over
the July 2016 base year. Currently Kern COG is tracking projects in design or development that should result
in the installation of 27 additional charging stations in Kern County by December 2019.
Valley Go! Kern COG Staff actively support the Ecosystem of Shared Mobility in the San Joaquin Valley |
Valley Go project. The MioCar electric vehicle shared mobility service was launched in Kern and Tulare
Counties in June. Participants must be at least 21 years old, with a valid license and a good driving
record. They pay a one-time $20 membership fee. Pricing to use the cars runs $4/hour, $35/weekday,
$45/weekend day, and $0.35/mile after 150 miles. In August, the partnership learned that they will
receive a $750,000 grant from the U.S. Department of Energy Vehicle Technologies program to continue
and to expand the service, generating data.
Innovative Clean Transit Regulation: Kern COG will promote webinars hosted by the San Joaquin Valley
Clean Transportation Center, the first taking place on August 23, featuring a presenter from the California Air
Resources Board.
CALeVIP: The California Energy Commission plans to roll-out the CALeVIP program in Kern County by the
end of the third quarter of 2019 or early in the fourth quarter of 2019. CALeVIP will provide $5.25 million for
zero emission vehicle charging infrastructure in Kern County.
Member Agency Assistance: At the request of the City of Arvin Grant Writer, COG staff and Arvin staff
drove ChargePoint representatives around the City of Arvin to look at potential locations for charging stations.
Led by the Valley Air Dsitrict, who received $80 million to invest in improving local air quality. Shafter and
South Central Fresno are the first two selected communities. Through the Shafter AB 617 Community
Emissions Reduction Program, the committee has identified several zero-emission strategies to implement as
part of the CERP. The process has begun to identify new AB 617 communities, with more information
available here: http://community.valleyair.org/community-identification.
Electrified Transit and School District Transportation Listen and Learn Workshop: On July 11, 2019,
Kern COG staff facilitated this San Joaquin Valley Clean Cities Coalition session for fleet operators with
electric bus experience to provide information on obstacles and issues associated with the deployment of
electric vehicles and charging stations into their fleets. Three individuals took notes and the (anonymous)
results were shared with the United States Department of Energy Clean Cities Program and Argonne National
Labs. They are interested in providing technical assistance or funding technology updates to improve
alternative fuel transportation technologies.
California VW Mitigation Trust: The California Air Resources Board, the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution
Control District, the South Coast Air Quality Management District and the Bay Area Air Quality Management
District will launch four programs funded by $423 million of Volkswagen Appendix D Mitigation funding. $360
million is currently programmed, with $63 million held in reserve for administrative costs. Any remaining
funding will be reprogrammed toward the end of the program cycle (approximately 2024-25).
The three air districts will administer statewide programs as follows:
• Zero-Emission Transit, School and Shuttle Buses will spend $130 million over two cycles, with $65
million available in 2019. 50% of the funding must be spent in Disadvantaged Communities.
•

Zero-Emission Class 8 Freight and Port Drayage Trucks will spend $90 million in two installments,
with $27 million available starting in 2019. 50% of the funds must reduce emissions in
Disadvantaged or Low-Income Communities.

•

Combustion Freight and Marine Projects will spend $60 million in two installments with $30 million
available in 2019. 50% of the funding must benefit Disadvantaged Communities. This is the only one
of the four programs that allows for Low-NOx engines (not only Zero-Emissions) to be purchased.

•

Light-Duty Zero-Emission Infrastructure will spend $10 million through a competitive solicitation with
$5 million for electric vehicle charging and $5 million for Hydrogen Stations (Fuel Cell Vehicles). This
funding is meant to provide fill gaps (physical geography and funding gaps) with 50% of the funding
spent in Disadvantaged Communities.

ACTION: INFORMATION

Kern County Electric Vehicle Public Charging Spaces by Zip Code
August 26, 2019 Report
Kern Council of Governments has set a goal of 4,000 electric vehicle charging spaces by 2025. This report shows a
32.2% increase (136 spaces) in the number of charging spaces compared to the baseline inventory established July
2016. Some of this increase in inventory may simply be due to better reporting and not new chargers. Contacts in
the EV Charging industry indicate projects in place to install approximately 27 stations, either L2 or DC FC.
The number of parking spaces and station status are validated by telephone and occasionally in person. Stations
are located on the Alternate Fuel Data Center Station Locator (www.afdc.energy.gov/locator/stations) and/or on
Plugshare (www.plugshare.com). Residential locations shown on Plugshare are not counted on this survey.
Level 1, Level 2, DC Fast Charging, Tesla Superchargers and wall plugs are counted. Note that some chargers may
serve more than one parking space. This reports charging spaces, not the charging stations. This follows along
with the expression to move cords, not cars. Public transit charging is not counted in this inventory.

Zip Code
93203
93206
93215
93238
93240
93243
93249
93268
93276
93285
93301
93303
93307
93308
93309
93311
93313
93314
93501
93505
93527
93555
93560
93561
93280
Total Spaces

Charging Spaces
August 2019

Baseline
July 2016

28
22
8
123
5
31
21
6
60
1
27
6
45
41
6
7
19
10
11
4
4
40
2
29
3

0
22
2
123
5
13
20
0
60
1
19
6
40
9
0
7
14
0
7
0
4
40
2
29
0

559

423

RV and Recreational Area Parking:
11 locations, 330 Public Spaces, L1

October 2nd, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Ben Raymond, Regional Planner

INFORMATION ITEM: 2019-2050 GROWTH FORECAST – PROJECT UPDATE

DESCRIPTION:
Progress update of the Kern COG 2019-2050 Growth Forecast.
DISCUSSION:
Updates
The draft version of the white paper was distributed for comments on August 28th and presented at the September
4th RPAC meeting, the final version is almost complete. The consultant team has completed an initial draft
forecast/methodology report; after Kern COG staff have reviewed the report a draft report will be sent to the
RPAC.
Background
The Regional Growth Forecast Defined - The Kern COG regional growth forecast is a long-range projection
for countywide total population. The population total is used to develop housing, employment, school enrollment,
and income forecasts. The forecast is used for local transportation and air quality planning as well as by the
member agencies for a variety of long range planning activities. This forecast revision will be used in
development of the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy. The forecast is used
as a control target by the modeling committee and RPAC for distribution of socio-economic data throughout the
county sub areas. The forecast is based on Census Data and California Department of Finance (DOF) estimates
for the base year. If the growth forecast is more than 1.5% outside of DOF projections, Kern COG will need to
provide a detailed explanation why the forecasts differs and work with DOF to agree on the forecast methodology.
Review Requirements – The Kern COG Policy and Procedure Manual states:
“Socio-Economic Forecast Data – Countywide forecasts for households, employment and other socioeconomic data shall be updated not less than 3 years from the time of the Socio-economic forecast. A
minimum of three years between Countywide forecast revisions is needed to allow responsible state and

1

federal agencies time to complete their review of large environmental documents without major changes
to transportation circulation modeling results...“
The Kern COG adopted Public Policy and Procedure manual requires an advertised notice of public
meetings/workshops regarding the regional growth forecast and 30-day public comment period. Additional,
extensive opportunities for public comment on the forecast will be provided as part of the 2022 Regional
Transportation Plan adoption.
Committee Oversight – The Kern COG Transportation Modeling sub-committee and the Regional Planning
Advisory Committee (RPAC) will provide oversight during the growth forecast update. The committees currently
meet together and are also responsible for sub-area distribution of the growth forecast following the adoption.
The regional growth forecast will be presented to the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC)
concurrently, and then to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee/Kern COG Board for final adoption.
Revised Growth Forecast Timeline – The following schedule is anticipated for forecast adoption:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

August 12th, 2019 –Project Kickoff Meeting & review initial data inputs and status update
September 4th, 2019 - Draft white paper on Oil and Ag employment review by RPAC
October 2019 - Draft growth report sent to TTAC & RPAC members for review and comments
November 2019 - 30-day public comment period notification (display adds/flyers/draft report to be
available at www.kerncog.org)
November 2019 - Public Workshop on Growth Forecast
November 2019 - Kern COG Board reviews draft forecast for information and comments
December 2019 - Close of 30-day public review period
January 2020 - RPAC and TTAC review report and public comments and make recommendation to
Kern COG board.
January 2020 - Kern COG Board reviews draft report and public comments.
February 2020 - Kern COG Board considers adoption of the regional growth forecast.

ACTION: Information
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October 2, 2019
TO:

Transportation Technical Advisory Committee
Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
By: Rob Ball,
Deputy Director/Planning Director

SUBJECT:

Staff Item: Federal Transportation Air Quality Conformity Lapse May Delay
Projects in Kern

DESCRIPTION:
The week of September 23, 2019, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) took two
actions that will likely result in extended delays to project delivery statewide.
DISCUSSION:
EPA Action 1
On September 30, 2019, California Council of Governments Association (CALCOG) issued a
summary (Attachment 1) of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) federal register final
action One National Program Rule (53 pages). The action withdraws the EPA 2013 Clean Air Act
waiver allowing California to set their own vehicle emission standards. The rule will likely result
in a federal air quality conformity lapse effective November 26, 2019 and may last a
minimum of 6 months. The lapse would be triggered by a need to change the air quality
modeling assumptions that forecasted California’s cleaner vehicle emission standards.
Under a lapse, transportation capacity increasing projects are not allowed to be advanced to the
next phase until the conformity lapse is corrected. This will likely delay federally funded capacity
projects from advancing from environmental/design to right of way, or to construction phases.
Funding for phased projects already under construction such as the Centennial Corridor would
not be affected. The following projects are anticipated to be delayed by this action:
Kern Projects that may be Delayed
• SR 46 IN AND NEAR LOST HILLS: WIDEN FROM TWO TO FOUR LANES (SEGMENT 4B) - $31,900,000
• SR 14 NEAR RIDGECREST: CONVERT 2-LANE CONVENTIONAL HWY TO 4-LANE EXPRESSWAY
(SEGMENT 2) - $3,250,000

Additional projects could be delayed if the lapse is not resolved in 6 months. ARB has already
filed a lawsuit related to this action.
EPA Action 2
On September 23, 2019, EPA issued a letter (Attachment 2) to the California Air Resources Board
that requests the withdrawal of up to 130 backlogged and un-approvable federal air quality State
Implementation Plans (SIPs) and requests ARB work with EPA to develop complete and
approvable SIPs. The EPA states in the letter that if it must disapprove a SIP, the action triggers
the following statutory sanction clocks for: Kern has 8 sips.
•
•
•

Highway funding sanctions, which could result in prohibition of federal transportation projects
and grant in certain parts of California
New Source Review permitting sanctions; and
A deadline for issuance of a Federal Implementation Plan where the federal government
directs spending in a region’s Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) to meet national air
quality standards. The process may take several years and would likely re-direct funding for
capacity projects to air quality improvement measures such as transit and shoulder paving.

No timeline was given to ARB on when EPA might disapprove some or all of the 130 SIPs.
Timeline
•
•
•

October 10, 2019 – Kern COG and Valley MPOs to present to Joint ARB/CTC meeting in
Modesto on Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Implementation
November 26, 2019 – Kern COG may enter a federal conformity lapse due to revocation of
SAFE rule by EPA.
Spring 2020 – First projects could be delayed in Kern.

ACTION: Information

Attachment 1

SAFE VEHICLES RULE UPDATE
SEPTEMBER 2019

Final Rule (Part 1) is Here – Effective November 26th.

On September 19, 2019, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) issued a final action entitled One National Program Rule. This
action finalizes parts of the proposed SAFE Vehicles Rule by withdrawing the 2013 California Clean
Air Act Waiver, invalidating EMFAC and making clear that federal law preempts state and local
tailpipe Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions standards as well as Zero Emissions Vehicle Mandates.
EPA and NHTSA continue work to finalize the remaining portions of the Proposed SAFE Vehicles
Rule (Part 2) - proposed revisions to CAFE standards and GHG vehicle emissions standards. Part 2
of the rule is anticipated to be finalized before the end of the calendar year. A three-page fact
sheet for the final rule can be found here.
The final rule does not contain a grace period for transportation conformity.

California Sues (with 22 States, the District of Columbia and 2 Cities).

On September 20, 2019, California in coordination with 22 states, the District of Columbia, and two
cities filed suit in U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia requesting the court grant
permanent injunctive relief by declaring the preemption portion of the final rule unlawful. The suit
does not address the withdrawal of the 2013 California Clean Air Act Waiver. The brief does not
request temporary injunctive relief. The rule will be implemented during litigation. Litigation is
anticipated to reach the Supreme Court.
California’s suit against NHTSA and U.S. EPA can be found here.
What Does This Mean for Transportation?
Once the rule is effective (November 26, 2019), the rule will be implemented. Projects exempt
from conformity requirements will not be impacted. Projects subject to transportation conformity,
that are consistent with the RTP/FTIP, can move forward unless an MPO region lapses (Please see
the FHWA website for lapse information). Please, contact your MPO, County Transportation
Commission, or Caltrans for project specific questions.

The following planning, programming, and project delivery impacts may occur (impacts will vary by
region due to varied RTP/SCS update schedules):
•
•
•
•

•
•

Non-attainment MPO regions will be unable to adopt new RTP/SCSs
Non-attainment MPO regions will be unable to adopt new FTIPs
Non-attainment MPO regions will be unable to adopt RTP/FTIP amendments that are not
exempt from transportation conformity (see 40 CFR 93.126 and 93.127 for a list of projects
exempt from transportation conformity)
Projects in non-attainment regions requiring EMFAC modeling will be impacted
o Projects in non-attainment regions in NEPA that require project level conformity
determinations using the EMFAC model will be unable to complete the NEPA process
until U.S. EPA approves an EMFAC model update reflective of the SAFE rule (Part 1,
and if finalized Part 2) or CARB wins its litigation.
o Caltrans will be unable to sign NEPA reevaluations in non-attainment regions that
require the use of the EMFAC model until U.S. EPA approves an EMFAC model
update reflective of the SAFE (Part 1, and if finalized Part 2) rule or CARB wins its
litigation.
Some non-attainment regions may be unable to compete for SB 1 TCEP and SCCP
o These programs require an RTP/SCS that CARB has determined meets the target.
The STIP requires project consistency with the RTP. Projects that require RTP/TIP
amendments that are not exempt from conformity will be delayed.

When Can Transportation Planning, Programming, and Project Delivery Return to Normal?
Impacted regions will return to normalcy when one of the following three things occurs (whichever
occurs first).
1. California wins its litigation. Initial estimates indicate it may take up to six months, or more,
for an initial ruling. It is anticipated this case will reach the Supreme Court. Updates will be
provided as additional information becomes available.
2. EPA approves an updated EMFAC model that incorporates the SAFE Rule (Part 1, and if
finalized Part 2) - If you can demonstrate transportation conformity with the updated
model. If you cannot demonstrate conformity, you will need EPA approved SIP updates
before returning to normal planning, programming, and project delivery.
3. Approval of federal legislation that stops the SAFE Rule's implementation or grants a
transportation conformity grace period – current likelihood, slim.

Gov Newsom Calls for Alignment of Transportation Funding and Climate Goals.

Finalization of the rule increases criteria pollutant emissions as well as GHG emissions. On
September 20, 2019, in the face of inaction on climate change from the federal government,
Governor Newsom, through Executive Order N-19-19 calls for CalSTA to leverage $5 billion in
annual transportation spending to:
1. Align the state’s climate goals with transportation spending on planning, programming, and
mitigation to achieve the objectives of the State’s Climate Change Scoping Plan, where feasible.
2. Reduce VMT by strategically directing discretionary transportation investments in support of
housing production near available jobs, and in accordance with the state’s smart growth principles.
3. Reduce congestion through innovative strategies designed to encourage people to shift from cars to
other modes of transportation.
4. Fund transportation options that contribute to the overall health of Californians and reduce GHG
emissions, such as transit, biking, and other active modes, and
5. Mitigate increases in transportation costs to lower income Californians.
The Executive Order also calls for CARB to:
1. Develop new criteria for clean vehicle incentive programs to encourage manufacturers to produce
clean, affordable cars.
2. Propose new strategies to increase demand in the primary and secondary markets for zero emissions
vehicles, and
3. Consider strengthening existing or adopting new regulations to achieve the necessary greenhouse
gas reductions from within the transportation sector.

U.S. EPA Threatens Highway Sanctions.

On September 23, 2019 Trump administration officials threatened to withhold federal highway
funds from California, arguing that California failed to show what steps it is taking to improve its air
quality. The letter suggests the state “has failed to carry out its most basic tasks under the Clean
Air Act,” and needs to either update its plans [SIPs] to tackle air pollution or risk losing federal
highway funds.

In response CARB issued the following statement:
“The letter from the EPA contains multiple inaccuracies, omissions and
misstatements. EPA has unclean hands: It sat on these documents for years and is
now pounding the table about paperwork issues of its own creation.
We will continue to do work with EPA on its [SIP] backlog, but EPA also needs to
do its job and protect air quality. California and other states had to go to court,
repeatedly, to get the EPA to implement the strict smog standards it claims to be
worried about.
California has met federal standards in the past and we are working hard to meet
the current ones. But we cannot get there until the federal government addresses
emissions of federally regulated mobile sources, including heavy-duty trucks,
locomotives, planes and ships. This letter appeared only days after EPA attacked
our state authority on cars, increasing air pollution while at the same time limiting
our ability to reduce it. If the Trump administration is serious about air pollution
it will reconsider revoking our waiver, and while they’re at it, why not also fund
the EPA to review submitted documents in less than a decade.”
What Does This Mean for Transportation?
The letter requests CARB withdraw un-approvable SIPs by October10, 2019, if CARB does not, U.S.
EPA will begin the SIP disapproval process. The disapproval process would trigger statutory clocks
for sanctions, including highway sanctions after 24 months. Additional information on highway
sanctions can be found here. Additional information on the status of this issue will be provided in
CALCOG’s next update.

Feinstein Calls for Investigation into U.S. EPA Highway Sanctions Threat.

On September 27, 2019, Senator Feinstein sent a letter to U.S. EPA Inspector General requesting
an investigation into whether there was inappropriate political interference in the September 23,
2019 threat from U.S. EPA to withhold transportation funding from California.
In the letter, Senator Feinstein expresses concern that California is being unfairly treated, and that
the threat of highway sanctions in nothing more than a pretext to attack California, rather than a
good faith effort to help improve California’s air quality. She also requests that the Inspector
General determine whether there are other states that also have open reports but have not been
similarly threatened with sanctions, while highlighting the known answer – U.S. EPA has identified
three dozen counties in other states that do not meet air standards as of August 31.

What’s Next?

The California Transportation Commission and California Air Resources Board will discuss the SAFE
Vehicles Rule at their regularly scheduled October 10th Joint Meeting. The agenda for the meeting
can be found here.

CALCOG Website Provides Continuing Updates.

Please visit the CALCOG Policy Tracker (www.calcog.org/policytracker) for up to date
information regarding the status of the SAFE Vehicles Rule (Part 1 and Part 2).

Attachment 2
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

September 24, 2019

THE ADMINISTRATOR

Ms. Mary D. Nichols
Chair
California Air Resources Board
1001 I Street, P.O. Box 28 15
Sacramento, California 95812
Dear Ms. Nichols:
The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and California Air Resources Board play a
critical role in protecting public health through implementing National Ambient Air Quality
Standards under the federal Clean Air Act. In particular, the state of California facilitates the
submittal of State Implementation Plans from its 35 local air districts with Clean Air Act
responsibilities.
A SIP is a collection of regulations and documents used by a state, territory or local air
district to reduce air pollution in areas that do not meet NAAQS. Failure to carry out this SIP
responsibility correctly, including submitting timely and approvable plans to assure attainment of
the NAAQS, can put at risk the health and livelihood of millions of Americans. As part of our
fundamental Clean Air Act responsibilities, I have recommitted the EPA to act quickly to approve
or disapprove SIPs and to dramatically reduce the backlog of SIPs nationally.
Since the 1970s, California has failed to carry out its most basic tasks under the Clean Air
Act. California has the worst air quality in the United States, with 82 nonattainment areas and 34
million people living in areas that do not meet National Ambient Air Quality Standards - more
than twice as many people as any other state in the country. As evidenced by the EPA's recent
work on interstate air pollution issues as well as analysis accompanying its rulemakings,
California's chronic air quality problems are not the result of cross-state air pollution or this
Administration 's regulatory reform efforts.
In addition, the state of California represents a disproportionate share of the national list of
backlogged SIPs, including roughly one-third of the EPA's overall SIP backlog. California' s total
portion of the SIP backlog is more than 130 SIPs, with many dating back decades. Most of these
SIPs are inactive and appear to have fundamental issues related to approvability, state-requested
holds, missing information or resources. For example, these SIPs include key ozone NAAQS
attainment plans for the following areas:
•

Coachella Valley for 1997 and 2008 ozone NAAQS

Internet Address (URL) • http://www.epa.gov
Recycled/Recyclable • Prinled wilh Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Postconsumer. Process Chlorine Free Recycled Paper

•
•
•

Sacramento Metro for 2008 ozone NAAQS
Western Nevada County for 2008 ozone NAAQS
Ventura County for 1997 and 2008 ozone NAAQS

We recommend that California withdraw its backlogged and unapprovable SIPs and work
with the EPA to develop complete, approvable S[Ps. In the event California fails to withdraw them,
the EPA will begin the disapproval process consistent with applicable statutory and regulatory
requirements.
As you know, if the EPA disapproves a SIP, that triggers statutory clocks for:
•
•
•

Highway funding sanctions, which could result in a prohibition on federal transportation
projects and grants in certain parts of California;
New Source Review permitting sanctions; and
A deadline for the issuance of a Federal Implementation Plan.

We certainly want to avoid these statutory triggers, but our foremost concern must be ensuring
clean air for all Americans. That is our goal.
To ensure that we are making progress on improving air quality in California, we request
a response from CARB by October 10 indicating whether it intends to withdraw these STPs.

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
MEETING OF REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG BOARD ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA
Dial +1 (312) 878-3080
Access Code: 586-617-702

WEDNESDAY
November 6, 2019
1:30 P.M.
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702

I.

ROLL CALL:

II.

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may ask
a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for factual information or request staff to report
back to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES.
PLEASE STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
Disabled individuals who need special assistance to attend or participate in a meeting of the
Regional Planning Advisory Committee may request assistance at 1401 19th Street, Suite 300;
Bakersfield CA 93301 or by calling (661) 635-2910. 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 at least three (3) working days in advance
whenever possible.

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY
A. RPAC Meeting of September 4, 2019

IV.

UPDATE: SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM PASSENGER
VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP (Ball)
Comment: The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4-years and
contains a long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous policies and
regulations including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality conformity,
congestion management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction
targets.
Action: Information.

V.

RHNA/HOUSING ELEMENT PROCESS UPDATE (Invina)
Comment: The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity as the state-designated
Regional Planning Agency, prepares the state mandated Regional Housing Needs Assessment
(RHNA), which includes a forecast of low-income housing need to be included in local housing
element updates due in 2023.
Action: Information.

VI.

INFORMATION ITEM: 2019-2050 GROWTH FORECAST – PROJECT UPDATE (Raymond)
Comment: Progress update of the Kern COG 2019-2050 Growth Forecast.
Action: Information.

VII.

KERN ADVANCED TRANSPORTATION TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM STATUS REPORT (Urata)
Comment: To help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early deployment of
alternative fuel vehicle technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles and compressed natural gasfueled vehicles. This report describes activities from June through August 2019.
Action: Information.

VIII.

FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY LAPSE MAY DELAY PROJECTS
IN KERN (Ball)
Comment: In September the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) took two actions that
will likely result in extended delays to delivering capacity increasing transportation projects
statewide.
Action: Information.

IX.

FEDERAL SAFETY PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT (PM1) “TOWARD ZERO” 2020 TARGET
UPDATE (Flickinger)
Comment: Required federal process to annually monitor transportation safety performance
measure progress, including encouragement of member agencies to improve safety on our streets
with their transportation expenditures.
Action: Information.

X.

ANNOUNCEMENTS
•

Kern COG 2022 RTP Survey
Kern Council of Governments is interested in your opinions about how Kern County will
grow over the next 20 to 30 years. Your input is extremely valuable to our process.

PLEASE FOLLOW THE LINK BELOW AND CLICK
ON "TAKE THE SURVEY" - IT'S SHORT AND FUN.
https://www.kerncog.org/
XI.

MEMBER ITEMS

XII.

ADJOURNMENT
The next scheduled meeting will be December 4, 2019.

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE
KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA

WEDNESDAY
September 4, 2019
1:30 P.M.

Chairman Perez called the meeting to order at 1:32 p.m.
I.

II.

ROLL CALL
MEMBERS PRESENT:

Mark Staples
Asha Chandy
Ted James
Lorena Mendibles
Suzanne Forrest
Robert Mobley
Craig Murphy
Ricardo Perez
Christine Viterelli

City of Taft (phone)
Community Member
Community Member
Caltrans
Shafter
Wasco
County of Kern
GET
Arvin (phone)

STAFF:

Becky Napier
Ben Raymond
Linda Urata
Rob Ball
Ed Flickinger

Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG
Kern COG

OTHERS:

Yolanda Alcantar
Alexa Kolosky
Johanna Commado
Jasmene del Aguila
Dave Dmohowski
Ryan Starbuck
Warren Maxwell
Paul Candelaria
Joshua Champlin

Kern County Public Works
Kern County Public Works
TDH Associates Int.
Leadership Counsel
Home Builders Assoc.
City of Bakersfield
Kern County Public Works
Kern County Public Works
Kern County Public Works

PUBLIC COMMENTS: This portion of the meeting is reserved for persons to address the
Committee on any matter not on this agenda but under the jurisdiction of the Committee.
Committee members may respond briefly to statements made or questions posed. They may
ask a question for clarification; make a referral to staff for information or request staff to report
to the Committee at a later meeting. SPEAKERS ARE LIMITED TO TWO MINUTES. PLEASE
STATE YOUR NAME AND ADDRESS FOR THE RECORD PRIOR TO MAKING A
PRESENTATION.
None

III.

APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARIES (This Item was taken after Item VII)
Committee Member Forrest made a motion to approve the discussion summaries of March 6
and May 1, 2019; seconded by Committee Member James with all in favor.

IV.

SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITY GRANTS AND KERN COG ASSISTANCE REQUESTS (Ball)
EMAIL REQUESTS DUE TO KERN COG FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 2019

Mr. Ball explained that the 2018 Regional Transportation Plan includes a strategy to provide
sub-regional feedback on SB 375 travel reduction goals and provide technical assistance and
grant writing assistance to help sub-areas of the county that need it most. Mr. Ball stated that
technical assistance request from member agencies are due to Kern COG by September 20,
2019.
This was an information item.
V.

UPDATE: SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM PASSENGER
VEHICLES AND SADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP (Ball)
Mr. Ball stated that the Regional Transportation Plan is required to be updated every four years
and contains a long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous policies
and regulations including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality conformity,
congestion management and Senate Bill 375 per capita greenhouse gas reduction targets. Mr.
Ball also highlighted the August 28, 2019 letter received from Mary Nichols, Chairwoman of the
California Air Resources Board. Mr. Ball answered questions from the Committee.
This was an information item.

VI.

2019-2050 GROWTH FORECAST – PROJECT UPDATE (Raymond)
Mr. Raymond discussed the status of the 2019-2050 Growth Forecast project. The project kick-off
meeting was held August 12th. The consultants presented their initial data collection and shared
development progress on the Oil and Agriculture Employment Sectors white paper. The working
draft version of the white paper is now available for review and comment and in included in the
packet. The consultant team continues to make progress on updating the growth forecast model.
The Kern COG Transportation Modeling sub-committee and the Regional Planning Advisory
Committee (RPAC) will provide oversight during the growth forecast update.
Committee Member Murphy asked why oil and ag were the only two sectors focused on; Mr.
Raymond explained that those were the two sectors that were the most difficult in the 2018 Regional
Transportation Plan go identify exactly were employees were located. Committee Member Craig
provided staff with the 2019 Oil & Gas In California Report and asked that it be sent to the consultant
to compare to his information. Committee Member Craig also asked that the report be sent to the
Farm Bureau, WSPA (Western States Petroleum Association), CIPA (California Independent
Petroleum Association) and IOPA (Independent Oil Producers Association for review.
This was an information item.

VII.

KERN ADVANCED TRANSPORTATION TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM (Urata)
Ms. Urata stated that to help meet more stringent air standards, Kern COG promotes early
deployment of alternative fuel vehicle technologies such as plug-in electric vehicles and
compressed natural gas-fueled vehicle. Ms. Urata discussed the following:
•
•
•
•

LiveSmart Fair in Bakersfield, September 14, 2019 at Urners
LiveSmart Fair in Tehachapi, October 13, 2019 during the Apple Festival
EV Workshop: A Guide to Installing Public Charger – Fresno, September 25, 2019
Valley Go!

This item was for information only.
VIII.

ANNOUNCEMENTS:
Committee Member Mendibles announced that Caltrans will hold a workshop on Monday for the
Community Planning Grant Program. If anyone is interested in attending she will be happy to email
the information.

IX.

MEMBER ITEMS
1. Chairman Perez announced that the GET Microtransit Service, RYDE, began April 7 and the
numbers have been climbing every month. He stated that the Pilot will be extended until
January before a decision is made to continue it or not.
2. Mr. Flickinger discussed modeling that is being done at the request of Tehachapi, Stantec,
Peter’s Engineering and Dewalt Engineering.

X.

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 2:10 p.m. The next scheduled meeting of the RPAC is October
2, 2019.

IV.
RPAC
November 6, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
By: Rob Ball,
Deputy Director/Planning Director

SUBJECT:

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: IV.
UPDATE: SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM
PASSENGER VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP

DESCRIPTION:
The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is required to be updated every 4-years and contains a
long range 24-year transportation expenditure portfolio fulfilling numerous policies and regulations
including but not limited to public involvement, social equity, air quality conformity, congestion
management, and Senate Bill (SB) 375 per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction targets.
DISCUSSION:
This periodic update report chronicles, in reverse order, development and implementation of the
SB 375 process in Kern with recent activity listed first. The report also includes a timeline with
upcoming events.
October 14- November 3, 2019 – 12 public workshops/events were held in 8 outlying communities
with transit operators (Arvin, Lost Hills, McFarland, Shafter, Wasco, Taft, Tehachapi, and
Ridgecrest) on the Long-Range Rural Transit Plan where participants were invited to also provide
input on 2022 RTP/SCS principles using an online survey tool open till Nov. 8 at www.kerncog.org
. The Plan will be used in development of the RTP/SCS to identify new rural transit projects such
as Miocar – rural car sharing, EV intercity/dial-a-ride service, “Uber/Lyft” style micro transit and a
new volunteer driver program.
October 10, 2019 – At a joint meeting of the California Air Resources Board (ARB) and the
California Transportation Commission (CTC) in Modesto, Kern COG and Valley MPOs presented
an update on the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Implementation in the Valley. View
webcast recording online at: https://catc.ca.gov/meetings-events/joint-carb-meetings . Time stamp:
2:34-3:30 – Kern COG and Valley MPOs presentation (related Q&A in afternoon session as well).

October 1, 2019 – Fresno COG received their SCS Technical Evaluation from ARB which
“accepted” Fresno COG’s determination that their SCS would meet the 5 and 10 percent reduction
targets compared to 2005 levels, when fully implemented. The Technical Evaluation is posted
online at https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/fresno-council-governments-fcog . Kern COG’s SCS Technical
Evaluation will be posted on line at https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/kern-council-governments-kerncog when
ARB has completed it. At the time of the writing of this staff report the 2018 Technical Evaluation
for Kern was still under review by ARB management.
September 18-27, 2019 – Outreach booth at the Kern County Fair promoted an interactive online
survey on the transportation planning principles for the 2022 RTP/SCS and has received over
200 respondents. The online survey is open from Sept. 18 – Nov. 8 ( www.kerncog.org ).
September 5, 2019 – Met with ARB staff in Modesto to discuss new SB 375 Sustainable SCS
guidelines requirement for a plan over plan analysis for the 3 largest Valley MPOs along with the
4 largest state MPOs. Since that meeting ARB revised the guidelines to require the plan over
plan analysis for all Valley MPOs regardless of size even though some Valley MPOs are smaller
than small MPOs outside the Valley that are not required to do this analysis. Note that these
guidelines are administrative and will not be adopted by the ARB. Final Draft Evaluation
Guidelines are now available online at - https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/scs-evaluationresources .
August 21, 2019 – ARB Technical Evaluation of Kern’s 2018 SB 375 SCS is currently being
reviewed by ARB management. As soon as they have an update on timeline they will let us know.
Fresno COG is at about the same place and staff has indicated that they both appear to be
passing. Note: SCS technical reviews are administrative and not adopted by ARB. Kern COG’s
evaluation will be posted online at https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/kern-council-governments-kerncog .
August 19, 2019 – Indication is that ARB will still require the plan over plan analysis for the 3
largest MPOs in the Valley, San Joaquin, Fresno and Kern.
June 3, 2019 – Kern COG staff met with Mary Nichols in Modesto to discuss issues with several
new requirements under the guidelines including: 85% elasticity threshold and a new requirement
for plan-over-plan analysis.
May 1, 2019 – Kern Transportation Foundation hosted an industry outreach event in Bakersfield
on goods movement, garnering input on freight projects in Kern to help inform development of the
2022 RTP/SCS. The event was attended by 90 business/industry stakeholders.
February 25, 2019 – Kern COG staff’s third conference call with California Air Resources Board
(ARB) staff on Kern COG’s December 11, 2018 submittal of the 2018 RTP technical evaluation
data requested by ARB for making their determination whether the SCS, if implemented, would
meet the ARB GHG reduction targets set back in 2011. ARB is still reviewing the data and asking
questions after two months and three conferences calls. The previous two calls were on January
14 & 29, 2019. The seven other Valley COGs are seeing similar levels of examination from ARB
staff. ARB has two months to make their determination after they deem the submittal complete.
February 14, 2019 – San Diego Association of Governments announces they can NOT meet their
new SCS GHG targets and ask for two more years to develop their 3rd cycle SCS.

https://www.voiceofsandiego.org/topics/government/san-diego-cant-hit-state-climate-goals-without-majortransportation-changes/ .

February 7, 2019 – ARB Deputy Exec. Ofc. Steven Cliff, met w/ the eight San Joaquin Valley
COG directors on concerns about the Draft ARB SB 375 SCS Evaluation Guidelines
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/scs-evaluation-resources.
January 31, 2019 – Valley COG directors met with ARB member Alexander Sherriffs on the nonresponsiveness of ARB staff about Valley comments on the SB 375 SCS Evaluation Guidelines.
January 3, 2019 – The Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) and the Transportation
Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) were presented this update on SB 375 implementation in
Kern along with a copy of the SB 375 data submittal to ARB.
December 11, 2018 - Kern COG staff submitted the technical evaluation data requested for
making a determination whether the SCS, if implemented, would meet the ARB targets set back
2011. The data request took nearly 4 months to fulfil.
December 4, 2018 - Kern COG Executive Director Ahron Hakimi provided verbal comments on
the SB 150 report to a joint meeting of ARB and the California Transportation Commission (CTC)
http://www.catc.ca.gov/meetings/ (video not posted yet at the time this staff report was written). The
report shows that although SCS targets are being met, overall emissions per capita from gasoline
sales are on the rise. For more info on SB 150 report go to:
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2018-11/Final2018Report_SB150_112618_02_Report.pdf

On December 3, 2018, Kern COG received federal approval of the 2018 RTP air quality conformity
analysis concurring that planned RTP expenditures will NOT delay air district attainment plans.
October 9, 2018 - Kern COG submitted comments on the Draft SCS Evaluation Guidelines.
August 20, 2018 - Kern COG staff had a conference call with ARB staff on the process for ARB’s
SCS evaluation and began preparing the requested data.
August 15, 2018 - the Kern COG Board adopted the 2018 RTP/SCS and associated documents.
Table 1 – 2011 & 2018 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/
2020
Targets for 2014 & 18 RTP/SCS (set in 2011 by ARB)*
-5%
2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018)*
-12.5%
Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by
n.a.
ARB, effective October 1, 2018)

2035
-10%
-12.7%
-15%

*Note: as required by ARB, the target demonstration methodology changed significantly between 2014 and
2018 even though the targets remained the same as allowed under SB 375. This makes comparison of
the 2014 target demonstration results (not reported here) incompatible with these 2018 results. For a full
explanation of this issue see the discussion on pages B79-84 of ARB’s 2022 SB 375 Target setting staff
report Appendix B. https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf

March 22, 2018 - ARB adopted new SB375 Targets for the third cycle RTP/SCS to be effective
October 1, 2018. Next ARB target setting will be during the 2022-2026 window.

June 13, 2017 - ARB released proposed targets that were 2 percentage points higher than what
Kern COG recommended for 2035. The related ARB documents are available online at
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm . Kern COG’s April target recommendation letter is
located on page B-143 of the ARB 2022 target setting staff report at
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf . Kern COG and
the 8 San Joaquin Valley COG’s prepared individual letters and a joint comment letter.
April 20, 2017 - the Kern COG Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC)
recommendation to ARB was unchanged from the December 2016 submittal at -9% and -13%
reduction in per capita GHG consistent with the RPAC recommendation.
Preliminary Adoption Timeline 2022 RTP/SCS
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

August 15, 2018 – Adopted 2018 RTP/SCS
October 1, 2018 - Effective Date for 3rd Cycle SCS Target (-15%/capita reduction by 2035)
Spring 2019 to Spring 2022 – Annual Community Phone Surveys - Ongoing
Spring 2019 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS - Complete
Spring 2019 – Spring 2022: RTP/SCS Public Outreach Process
Fall 2019 – Adopt Regional Growth Forecast Update
October 14 – November 3 – Rural Long Range Transit Plan & RTP/SCS Workshops
Fall 2019 to Fall 2021 – Fairs/Festivals/Farmer’s Market Outreach
January 22, 2020 (tent.) – 1st stakeholder roundtable sessions to vet outreach and
performance measures process.
March 2020 – 2nd stakeholder roundtable session to review adjustments to outreach and
performance measure process
Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) update process
Fall 2020 to Spring 2021 – Mini-Grant Stakeholder Hosted Workshops
Spring 2021 – U.S. Census population voting district file available
Winter 2021/22 – Release of RTP/SCS environmental document
Spring 2022 – Publicly agendized meetings with all 11 City Councils and the County Board of
Supervisors
Summer 2022 Adopt RTP/SCS, RHNA, environmental document and associated documents

ACTION: Information

V.
RPAC
November 6, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director

By:

Rochelle Invina, Regional Planner

SUBJECT:

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: V.
RHNA/Housing Element Process Update

DESCRIPTION:
The Kern Council of Governments, acting in the capacity as the state-designated Regional
Planning Agency, prepares the state mandated Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA),
which includes a forecast of low-income housing need to be included in local housing element
updates due in 2023.
DISCUSSION:
RHNA/RTP/SCS
Legislative changes have linked the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Sustainable
Communities Strategies (SCS) and the RHNA. The RHNA is updated every 8 years relative to
the RTP update. The next RHNA, the 6th Cycle, is due with the 2022 RTP which is tentatively due
in Summer 2022. The RHNA process will begin at least one year before the RTP and RHNA due
date.
Housing Element and Annual Progress Reports
The Housing Element update will be due to Housing and Community Development (HCD) within
18 months of the RTP adoption. Each jurisdiction must prepare an Annual Progress Report (APR)
and submit to HCD on the jurisdiction’s statues and progress in implementing its housing element.
If jurisdictions do not submit their annual APRs, they may not be able to be eligible for housing
grants and other funding.
More information on RHNA, Housing Element and APRs can be
http://www.hcd.ca.gov/community-development/housing-element/index.shtml

found

here:

Funding Availability
Because many jurisdictions in the state that are falling behind in meeting their housing needs for
the current cycle, Governor Brown signed a 15-bill housing package in 2007 aimed at addressing
the state’s housing shortage and housing costs. In addition, Governor Newsom has signed $1.7
billion housing “trailer bill” which included provisions to revamp the existing RHNA process. A
couple of the planning grant programs aimed at directly helping local and regional jurisdictions
are:
SB 2 Planning Grants – established one-time funding and ongoing technical assistance to all
eligible local governments in California to adopt, and implement plans and process improvements
that streamline housing approvals and accelerate housing production. Total available maximum
grant amounts for Kern County jurisdictions is $2,850,000 and amounts are based on population.
Large jurisdictions can apply for $625,000 (population over 200,000 people) and $160,000 for
population less than 60,000 people. A Technical Assistance team is available to help local
jurisdictions apply for funding (Page 11 of Attachment 1).
Attachment 1 is the presentation given by the Technical Assistance team on SB 2 to Kern
agencies in June 2019.
Local Government Planning Support Grants Program – established for the purpose of
providing regions and jurisdictions with one-time funding, including grants for planning activities
to enable jurisdictions to meet the sixth cycle of RHNA and spur affordable housing production.
An allocation will go directly to jurisdictions depending on the population of the jurisdictions (Page
7 of Attachment 2). For the San Joaquin Valley (SJV) COGs, about $20.3M will be available
(includes an additional $8M for SJV COGs). A SJV Multiagency Working Group must be formed
and the regional working group will conduct what will be planned and administered through the
Program. The regional working group must be formed by November 1, 2019.
Attachment 2 is the presentation given by SJV COG Directors panel on MPO Housing Planning
Grant Funds during the SJV Housing Summit in September 2019.
More information on available housing grants and funding
http://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/get-funding/index.shtml

can

be

found

ACTION: Information.
Attachments:
Attachment 1 – SB 2 Planning Grants: Regional Technical Assistance Kick Off Meeting
Attachment 2 – Local Government Planning Support Grants

here:

Attachment 1: SB 2 Planning Grants

Kern Council of Governments
SB 2 Planning Grants:
Regional Technical Assistance
Kick Off Meeting

Introductions
HCD

SB 2 Planning Grants Team

• Sohab Mehmood, Technical Assistance Lead
• California Department of Housing and Community Development

OPR

Helen Campbell, Natalie Kuffel

• Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

PlaceWorks Sara Allinder, Regional Liaisons
Provided by:
• Department of Housing and Community Development
• Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
• PlaceWork’s, Inc. (Technical Assistance Consultants)

• Chelsey Payne, Technical Assistance Lead
• Technical Assistance Consultants

June, 2019

Presentation Outline
01 SB 2 Planning Grant Program NOFA

02 Application Overview
03 Technical Assistance Overview
04 One-on-one Technical Assistance

Senate Bill 2, 2017
Established a permanent source of funding intended
to increase the affordable housing stock in California.
The legislation set-aside 50 percent of the first-year
revenue to establish a one-time program that
provides financial and technical assistance to local
governments to update a variety of planning
documents and processes that streamline housing
approvals and accelerate housing production.
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SB 2 created the

Program Goals

• First permanent source of funding dedicated to
affordable housing development
Accelerate
housing
production
50% Planning Grants
5% for Technical
Assistance

Year 1

Year 2
and beyond

70% Affordable Housing

Streamline
approval of
housing

Facilitate
housing
choices and
affordability

50% Homeless Programs
State
t
planning and
other
planning
priorities

15% middle-income rental
5% production incentive
10% farmworker housing

Ensure
geographic
equity

Support local
govts.
through TA

Maximum Grant Amounts

Program Highlights

Over-the-counter
process

Noncompetitive

8-month
application
window

Grant amounts
based on
population
categories

Priority Policy
areas

Technical
assistance

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Kern County: $625,000
Arvin: $160,000
Bakersfield: $625,000
California City: $160,000
Delano: $160,000
Maricopa: $160,000
McFarland: $160,000
Ridgecrest: $160,000
Shafter: $160,000
Taft: $160,000
Tehachapi: $160,000
Wasco: $160,000

Minimum grant amount of
$25,000

TOTAL FOR ALL COUNTY
JURISDICTIONS: $2,850,000
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Important dates
Events

Dates

NOFA release

March 28, 2019

NOFA Application Workshops/Webinar

April 1 – May 1, 2019

Final due date for OTC applications

November 30, 2019

Housing Element adoption
Housing Element compliance

By date of submission of the application
By the time of award

Annual progress report submissions

By date of submission of the application

Anticipated end of grant term
(expenditure dates)

June 30, 2022

Technical Assistance Program

March 28, 2019 – June 30, 2021

Eligible Applicants
• Local governments i.e., cities and counties
– Local governments may partnership via legally
binding agreements w/other local entities such as
regional governments, housing authorities,
school districts, special districts, community
based organizations, or any duly constituted
governing body of an Indian Reservation or
Rancheria.

Eligibility Considerations and
Priority Policy Areas

Eligible Applicants
• Note: Applicants must pass individual
threshold criteria.
– To ensure compliance, all applicants, including
those in partnerships, must submit separate,
complete application packages (with appropriate
resolutions) in order to be awarded funds.
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Threshold Requirements

Policy Priority Areas (PPAs)

1) Housing Element (HE) compliance
– Refer to HCD website for compliance status

• Rezone to permit by-right

2) Annual Progress Report (APR) Submittal
– 2017 or 2018

• Specific plans or Form based codes coupled with CEQA
streamlining

3) Demonstrate a nexus to accelerating housing production
– Exception: Applicants utilizing Priority Policy Areas
(PPA) automatically prove the nexus

• Objective design and development standards

• Accessory Dwelling Units (ADU) or other low-cost building
strategies
• Expedited processing (speeding up approvals and permit
processing)

4) Certify consistency with State or Other Planning Priorities
– Self-certification

• Housing Related Infrastructure Financing and Fee Reduction
Strategies

Applications and PPAs

Eligible activities include,
but are not limited to

• Applicants proposing PPAs are automatically deemed
to accelerate housing production without any further
documentation or demonstration to the Department
(unless mixing with activities that are not
considered PPAs).

• Updates to general plans, community plans,
specific plans, local planning related to
implementation of sustainable communities
strategies, or local coastal plans

– Streamlines the approval process

• Updates to zoning ordinances

– Applicants not utilizing PPAs must demonstrate their
activity’s nexus to accelerating housing production

• Environmental analyses that eliminate the need for
project-specific review

Attachment 1: SB 2 Planning Grants

Eligible activities include,
but are not limited to
• Local process improvements that improve and
expedite local planning
• Pre-approved site plans
• Regional housing trust fund plans

• Other activities that demonstrate a nexus to
accelerating housing production

Eligible Uses
• Costs of preparing and adopting the proposed
activity
• May not be used for administrative costs of persons
employed by the grantee for activities not directly
related to the proposed activity
• Maximum of five percent may be used for
administrative costs

Application and Forms

Application and Forms

The Guidelines, NOFA, Application, Taxpayer ID, and
Grant Amounts can be downloaded from HCD’s SB 2
Planning Grants webpage:
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Application Information

Application Attachments

Packaging Instructions
Section A. Applicant Information

Section B. Applicant Certification

Attachment 1: Planning Priorities Certification

Section C. Threshold Requirements

Attachment 2: Nexus to Accelerating Housing Production

Section D. Proposed Activities Checklist

Attachment 3: Sample Resolution

Section E. Project Description

Appendix A and B (for additional information)

Section F. Project Timeline and Budget
Section G. Legislative Information

Packaging
The package must contain the following:
1. Original signed application and
a. Attachment 1 (all applicants must provide)
b. Attachment 2 (only if not utilizing PPAs)
2. Fully executed resolution
3. Government Agency Taxpayer ID Form
4. Copy of legally binding partnership agreement
(if applicable)
5. Other documentation as necessary to prove nexus
(letters of support, plans, studies, etc.)

Section A: Applicant Information

Attachment 1: SB 2 Planning Grants

Partnering With Other Entities
Partnerships are allowed via legally binding agreements.
Please include a copy of the agreement and the names
of all partners in Section A, if applicable.

Partnering With Other Entities
Identify responsibilities, deliverables, and whether the
activity aligns with a PPA in Section F.

Section C: Threshold
Requirements

Section F: Project Timeline
and Budget
Denote
responsible
party

Question 3, utilizing PPAs: be sure to provide
Attachment 2 if not utilizing PPAs.
Complete

Is the
deliverable a
PPA?
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Attachment 1:
Planning Priorities Certification

Section F: Example

All applicants must self-certify their jurisdiction’s status
for meeting State Planning Priorities or Other
Planning Priorities.
Choose
date action
was taken

Attachment 2: Nexus to
Accelerating Housing Production
• If using both PPA(s) and regular activities, you must
submit Attachment 2 and *document the nexus.
*Documentation such as letters of support, plans,
studies, etc., may be required to support your case.

Summarize the action taken

Attachment 3:
Sample Resolution
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Attachment 3:
Sample Resolution
The attesting officer cannot be the person authorized
in Section 4 as the authorized signor.

Final Close-Out Report
Not part of the application; just a reminder!
Pursuant to Section 604 of the Guidelines, each
jurisdiction must submit a close-out report summarizing
the following aspects of the project(s):

•
•
•
•
•
•

Brief Summary
Lead Agency and Partnerships
Drivers
Engagement Process
Challenges
Outcomes

Regional
g
Technical Assistance Program

Technical Assistance

Maj Goals:
Major
- Access and Geographic Equity
- Priority Policy Areas
- Regionally Focused
- Flexibility and Innovation
- Ongoing Expertise
- Complimenting SB 2 Activities
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Regional Technical Assistance
Program
Application Assistance Activities
–
–
–
–
–

Regional Technical Assistance
Program
Ongoing Assistance Activities: Toolkits

Grant writing (limited)
Review of ideas and draft applications
Identification of eligible activities
Housing element compliance
Annual progress reports

-

Regional Technical Assistance
Program
Ongoing Assistance Activities: Direct Assistance
-

On-line training for priority policy areas
Topic specific workshops
Peer learning facilitation
Coordination with other planning programs
Others?

By right housing ordinances
Objective design standards
Model ordinances and codes
Web based tools (ADU and fee calculators)
Incentive zoning programs
Others?

Regional Technical Assistance
Program
Ongoing Assistance Activities: Regional Collaboration
-

Regional sites inventory
Other regional housing element efforts
Annual progress reporting
Job, housing, transportation linkages
Collaborative approaches to other elements of the general
plan
SCS Implementation/climate mitigation
Climate adaptation
Intra-regional opportunities
Nexus studies to develop affordable housing fees
Others?
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Regional Technical Assistance
Program
• PlaceWorks Technical Assistance Team
– Made up of PlaceWorks, Ascent, Provost and &
Pritchard, ILG and Policy Link
• All city and county governments grouped into 11
statewide regions
• Each region has its own liaison(s)
• Liaisons provide technical assistance for their
region and bring in experts for additional assistance

OPR: Specific Tools
• General Plan Guidelines Update 2017
• Technical Advisory on CEQA Review of Housing
Projects
– opr.ca.gov/ceqa/technical-advisories.html
• In Progress
– CEQA Streamlining Map
– Update of Specific Plan Guidance Document
– Technical Advisory on Tiering from Plan-level
EIRs

Contacts
Sohab Mehmood
Sohab.Mehmood@hcd.ca.gov
Sara Allinder
sallinder@ppeng.com

HCD SB2 Planning Grants Team
sb2planninggrant@hcd.ca.gov
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BACKGROUND
In August 2019, the Governor signed the $1. 7 billion housing "trailer bill" as part of the 20192020 budget.
The Local Government Planning Support Grants Program was established for the purpose
of providing regions and jurisdictions with one-time funding, including grants for planning
activities to enable jurisdictions to meet the sixth cycle of the regional housing need
assessment, and to spur affordable housing production.
$250,000,000 million was allocated to this program.
$125,000,000 was allocated to Council of Governments (MPOs)
$125,000,000 was allocated to Cities and Counties
An estimated $20.3 million will be available to San Joaquin Valley Council of
Governments, which includes an additional allocation from the state legislature for the San
Joaquin Valley.
The Local Government Planning Support Grants Program will be Administered by the
Housing and Community Development Department (HCD) of the State of California.
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RHNA "REVAMPED"
The Housing Trailer Bill included provisions to revamp the existing regional
housing needs allocation process (RHNA)
HCD and OPR will go through a stakeholder process and make recommendations by the end of

2022
Create a fair, transparent, and objective process
Strategically plan for housing growth according to statewide priorities
Encourage increased development to address housing affordability

Housing Element non-compliance - Some of the biggest news in the Housing Package is that a
local agency could be fined for non-compliance up to $10,000 a month, which could grow to $600,000
per month, and finally result in a city's housing policy being placed in the hands of a receiver (think
failing school district) for substantial noncompliance.
Cities can challenge these findings, and the court must consider mitigating factors and good faith
efforts of the agency.
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SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY
MULTIAGENCY WORKING GROUP
The planning and administration of the Local Government Planning Support Grants
Program shall be conducted through the to-be-formed San Joaquin Valley
Multiagency Working Group consisting of the:
•

Fresno Council of Governments

•

Merced County Association of Governments

•

Kern Council of Governments

•

San Joaquin Council of Governments

Kings County Association of Governments

•

Stanislaus Council of Governments

Madera County Transportation Commission

•

Tulare County Association of Governments

•

SAN JOAQUIN VALLEY
MULTIAGENCY WORKING GROUP
The San Joaquin Valley Multiagency Working Group shall consist of the
following members:
•

One County representative from each county.

•

Two city representatives from each county appointed by the city selection
committee for that county.

•

The city representatives shall include one representative of a larger city within the
county, and one representative of a smaller city within the county.

•

Of the three representatives from each county serving on the multiagency working
group, one of the representatives shall also be a member of the governing body of
the applicable council of governments representing the county.

•

The San Joaquin Valley multiagency working group shall be formed by November
30, 2019.
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SAN IOAt)_UIN VALLEY

IMMEDIATE NEXT STEPS
Form Regional Working Group (by November 30, 2019)
At least one member per county must serve on COG board
The San Joaquin Valley Regional Planning Agencies Policy Council is "hosting" the
Regional Working Group as a Standing Committee.

Notify all member cities and counties
Select a COG to be fiscal Agent
Fresno COG has volunteered to be the fiscal agent

Conduct outreach and seek input from San Joaquin Valley housing
stakeholders

APPLICATION TO HCD
Until January 31, 2021, the San Joaquin Valley Multiagency Working Group may
request an allocation of funds by submitling an application lo HCD that includes the
following information:
•

An allocation budget for the funds.

•

The amounts retained by the council of governments, regional entity, or county, and
any suballocations to jurisdictions.

•

An explanation of how proposed uses will increase housing planning and facilitate
local housing production.

•

Identification of current best practices at the regional and statewide level that promote
sufficient supply of housing affordable to all income levels, and a strategy for
increasing adoption of these practices at the regional level, where viable.

•

An education and outreach strategy to inform local agencies of the need and benefits
of taking early action related to the sixth cycle regional needs allocation.

HCD shall approve the initial application within 30 days and award funding.
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REGIONAL PRIORITIES AND FUNDING
The region shall establish priorities and use funding to increase housing
planning and accelerate housing production, as follows:
•

Developing an improved methodology for the distribution of the sixth cycle regional
housing need assessment.

•

•

Suballocating moneys directly and equitably to jurisdictions or other subregional
entities in the form of grants, to accelerate housing production in a way that aligns
with state planning priorities, housing, transportation, equity, and climate goals.
Providing jurisdictions and other local agencies with technical assistance, planning,
temporary staffing or consultant needs associated with updating local planning and
zoning documents, expediting application processing, and other actions to
accelerate additional housing production.

•

Covering the costs of administering any programs.

SUBALLOCATION ACTIVITIES
An entity (city of county) that receives a suballocation of funds shall only use that
suballocation for housing-related planning activities, including, but not limited to,
the following:
Technical assistance in improving housing permitting processes, tracking systems, and
planning tools ,
Facilitating technical assistance between jurisdictions.
Establishing regional or countywide housing trust funds for affordable housing.
Performing infrastructure planning, including sewers, water systems, transit, roads, or other
public facilities necessary to support new housing and new residents.
Performing feasibility studies to determine the most efficient locations to site housing.
Performing feasibility studies for affordable housing projects on surplus properties owned by
school districts of county offices of education.
Covering the costs of temporary staffing or consultant needs associated with the activities
described above.
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ANNUAL REPORTING
The Regional Working Group shall submit a report to be made publicly
available on its internet website, by April 1 of the year following the
receipt of those funds, and annually thereafter until those funds are
expended, that contains the following information:
•

The status of the proposed uses listed in the entity's application for funding and the corresponding
impact on housing within the region.
A summary of building permits, certificates of occupancy, or other completed entitlements issued
by entities within the region.
A city or county that receives program funds shall provide the information as part of its annual
progress report.

No later than December 31 , 2024, each council of governments, other regional entity, or county that
receives an allocation of funds shall submit a final report on the use of those funds to the department.
The report shall include an evaluation of jurisdiction actions taken in support of the entity's proposed
uses of those funds, as specified in the entity's application, including which actions had greatest
impact on housing production.

ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS OF THE
HOUSING TRAILER BILL - PROHOUSING
One of the most powerful parts of the Governor's bill may be the provision that authorizes HCD to
identify communities as "Prohousing." To earn the "Prohousing" label, a local agency must adopt a
combination of policies listed in the accompanying box. Those communities will then get preference in
funding programs like Affordable Housing Sustainable Communities, Transformative Climate
Communities, and Infill Infrastructure Grants. Other state agencies (e.g., like California State
Transportation Agency and California Transportation Commission) are also encouraged to provide
priority points.

EXAMPLES OF "PRO-HOUSING" ACTIONS
•
•
•
•

Have fiscal incentives to encourage housing
Reduced parking for residential sites
Use by right for residential and mixed use
Exceed RHNA requirements

•
•
•
•

Reduce barriers for AD Us
Reduce permit processing time
Use objective development standards
Reduce impact fees

L.

Create Workforce Housing Opportunity Zones
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ADDITIONAL PROVISIONS OF THE
HOUSING TRAILER BILL - DIRECT
ALLOCATIONS TO CITIES AND COUNTIES
The Housing Trailer Bill also included an allocation of $125,000,000 million directly
to jurisdictions (cities and counties) to conduct housing planning activities.
The maximum amount a jurisdiction may receive under this program is:
•
•
•

$1,500,000 - population greater than 750,000
$750,000 - population from 300,000 to 749,999
$500,000 - population from 100,000 to 299,999

•
•
•

$300,000 - population from 60,000 to 99,999
$150,000 - population from 20,000 to 59,999
$65,000 - population less than 19,999

Applications will be accepted until July 1, 2020. Eligible activities include:
• Rezoning, general plans, specific plans
• Associated environmental clearance
•
•
•
•
•

Establishing workforce opportunity zones
Infrastructure planning
Surplus property identification
Accessory dwelling unit ordinances
Staffing and consultant cost

L

QUESTIONS

?•

Mod orator·
Bill Higgins, Executive Director
California Association of Councils of Governments
bhiggins@calcog.org

Panel:

RPhipps@fresnocog.org

Michael Sigala, Principal
Sigala Inc.
michael@sigalainc,com

Ben Kimball, Deputy Director
Tulare County Association of Governments
BKimball@tularecog.org

Paul McDougal
Housing and Community Development
Paul.McDougall@hcd .ca.gov

Robert Phipps, Deputy Director
Fresno Council of Governments
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VI.
RPAC
November 6th, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Ben Raymond, Regional Planner
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VI.
INFORMATION ITEM: 2019-2050 GROWTH FORECAST – PROJECT UPDATE

DESCRIPTION:
Progress update of the Kern COG 2019-2050 Growth Forecast.
DISCUSSION:
Updates
The draft forecast/methodology report is complete and ready for review; the consultant team has
completed the draft forecast model which Kern COG staff will review and present to the RPAC.
Background
The Regional Growth Forecast Defined - The Kern COG regional growth forecast is a longrange projection for countywide total population. The population total is used to develop housing,
employment, school enrollment, and income forecasts. The forecast is used for local
transportation and air quality planning as well as by the member agencies for a variety of long
range planning activities. This forecast revision will be used in development of the 2022 Regional
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy. The forecast is used as a control target
by the modeling committee and RPAC for distribution of socio-economic data throughout the
county sub areas. The forecast is based on Census Data and California Department of Finance
(DOF) estimates for the base year. If the growth forecast is more than 1.5% outside of DOF
projections, Kern COG will need to provide a detailed explanation why the forecasts differs and
work with DOF to agree on the forecast methodology.
Review Requirements – The Kern COG Policy and Procedure Manual states:

1

“Socio-Economic Forecast Data – Countywide forecasts for households, employment and other
socio-economic data shall be updated not less than 3 years from the time of the Socio-economic
forecast. A minimum of three years between Countywide forecast revisions is needed to allow
responsible state and federal agencies time to complete their review of large environmental
documents without major changes to transportation circulation modeling results...“
The Kern COG adopted Public Policy and Procedure manual requires an advertised notice of public
meetings/workshops regarding the regional growth forecast and 30-day public comment period.
Additional, extensive opportunities for public comment on the forecast will be provided as part of the
2022 Regional Transportation Plan adoption.
Committee Oversight – The Kern COG Transportation Modeling sub-committee and the
Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) will provide oversight during the growth forecast
update. The committees currently meet together and are also responsible for sub-area distribution
of the growth forecast following the adoption. The regional growth forecast will be presented to
the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) concurrently, and then to the
Transportation Planning Policy Committee/Kern COG Board for final adoption.
Revised Growth Forecast Timeline – The following schedule is anticipated for forecast
adoption:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

August 12th, 2019 –Project Kickoff Meeting & review initial data inputs and status update
September 4th, 2019 - Draft white paper on Oil and Ag employment review by RPAC
November 2019 - Draft growth report sent to TTAC & RPAC members for review and
comments
December 2019 - 30-day public comment period notification (display adds/flyers/draft report
to be available at www.kerncog.org)
December 2019 - Public Workshop on Growth Forecast
January 2019 - Kern COG Board reviews draft forecast for information and comments
January 2019 - Close of 30-day public review period
February 2020 - RPAC and TTAC review report and public comments and make
recommendation to Kern COG board.
February 2020 - Kern COG Board considers adoption of the regional growth forecast.

ACTION: Information
ATTACHMENTS: Kern COG Forecast Update Methodology
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Kern COG Forecast Update Methodology

Forecasting Population, Employment, and School Enrollment
By Mark Schniepp

Draft October 1, 2019

1. The Development of the Population Forecast
The population forecast is an identity of the form:
Population (t) = Population(t-1)+Births(t)-Deaths(t)+NIP(t)
where NIP = net in-migration populations or Gross in-migrants less gross out-migrants.
And where t = annual time
Births
The critical component in the economic model for forecasting births is the size of the
fertile age population cohort. Ninety-five percent of all births occur to women between 20
and 45.1 Consequently, the convenient age cohorts in our model: 22 to 24 and 25 to 44
years old, represents the best predictors of births for the region.

Source: Department of Finance 2018 estimates
See: https://kernpublichealth.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/Births-by-Mothers-Age_-2000-2013.pdf
and https://data.chhs.ca.gov/dataset/births-by-age-of-mother
1

The births forecast is shown here. It was generated from the regression equation that
includes these population cohorts.2 The blue line (CEF) is our forecast. The red line is the
Department of Finance forecast of births for Kern County. The CEF forecast is more
consistent with the birth rate forecast for the entire state.
To see this, our forecast for births as a ratio to the 25 to 44 year old (fertile) population
(blue) more closely aligns with the statewide forecast than does the DOF forecast for
Kern County (red).
Birth&rate:&Births&per&Population&aged&25&to&44
Kern&County
Kern&County
year
CEF
California
DOF
2020
2021
2022
2023
2024
2025
2026
2027
2028
2029
2030
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&&&&&&0.045
&&&&&&0.045
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&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&0.043
&&&&&&0.043

&&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&&0.044
&&&&&&&0.044

&&&&&&0.051
&&&&&&0.051
&&&&&&0.050
&&&&&&0.050
&&&&&&0.049
&&&&&&0.049
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&&&&&&0.048
&&&&&&0.048
&&&&&&0.048

The regression results are presented in Appendix A
2

Deaths
The forecast for deaths is shown presented. Our forecast is slightly higher than the DOF
forecast. It was generated from a log-liner regression equation of the form:
Log(deaths) = c + B*log(age75+) + D*dum18on
where c, B, and D are the estimated coefficients or “weights.”
deaths = kern county deaths,
age75+ = Kern County aged population 75 and over
dum18on = add factor that adjusts the predicted values to match the actual in 2018 and
2019.3

3

The statistical results are presented in Appendix A
3

The forecast is consistent with the forecast of deaths to population aged 75 and over for
all of California. While both our forecast and the statewide forecast (from UCLA) is the
result of declining death rates for the 75+ population over time, the DOF forecast has
fewer deaths in the outer years implying an even lower death rate for this age cohort
between 2025 and 2050.

4

Natural Rate of Population Increase (births less deaths)
The DOF forecast has a lower rate of births and a lower rate of deaths. Our forecast has
a higher rate of births and a higher rate of deaths. Based on these forecasts, the forecast
for the natural increase in population is quite different:

The implied DOF forecast of the natural increase rises suddenly over time, peaking in
2032 and then declining. The CEF forecast continues the smooth trend that has been in
place since 2008 reaching a minimum in 2035 and then rising due to a higher rate of
deaths because of the rising elderly population. The CEF forecast is more consistent
with the UCLA statewide forecast of the natural increase in population:

5

The principal explanation for the increase in the natural increase in Kern County from
2040 to 2050 is the growth of the 25 to 44 year old population, relative to the rest of
California.

California data adjusted for scaling purposes

Net Migration
The DOF historical (actual) series of estimated net in-migration for Kern County has
demonstrated diminishing numbers during the last 11 or 12 years.
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This trend is both curious but also consistent with the statewide trend in net in-migration
over the last decade:

Factors for declining Net In-Migration
Even amidst an economic expansion that has created 3+ million jobs in California over
the last 8 years, net in-migration in California has been relatively austere, and
inconsistent with previous economic expansions that have attracted hundreds of
thousands of net migrants to the state.
Here are the principal factors that are
responsible for the muted response of
migration into the state.
High home prices in California
and rents for rental units
This is not necessarily the case for
Kern County but for the entire state.
Median home selling prices in
California are now 2.2 times the
median home selling price for homes
nationwide. Rents are twice as high in
7

California versus the rest of the U.S. The lack of housing due to a lack of new
construction is the principal reason for higher home prices in the state. This combined
with non-trivial impact fees on housing by municipalities have created an environment
where only 30 percent of households in California can afford the median priced home. 4
Oil prices
They declined sharply in 2014 which negatively impacted the crude oil extraction sector
which is highly concentrated in Kern County. Job loss (more than 4,000 between 2013
and 2015) and out-migration accelerated as a result.
Higher cost and taxes
Over the last ten years, California voter referendums have resulted in higher state income
taxes, higher gasoline taxes, and higher vehicle registration fees. Furthermore, there are
higher electricity costs, worker’s compensation costs and more rigorous compliance
standards for air and water quality. And due to the 2012 to 2017 drought, there are
substantially higher water costs now in place, for both residents and businesses.
With more regulations threatened on businesses in California by the state legislature, it is
unlikely that net migration will materially increase as part of the forecast.
An aging population
Older populations don’t move as much as younger populations.5 Older populations are
no longer motivated or compelled to relocate due to work opportunities or schools for
their children relative to 18 to 45 year old populations. These later age cohorts are more
often moving for job relocations or to afford housing or to raise their families.
The move to urban locations
Millennials (the largest population age cohort in the country) are principally showing
preference for urban locations in California, due to the abundance of job opportunities
that have been created during the strong economic expansion indicative of the 2014 to
2019 period in California and the nation.6 Also, more rental housing is being built in
urban centers like Los Angeles, San Francisco, San Jose, San Diego, Anaheim and
Irvine, and Sacramento, and this has also been a principal attraction for Millennials.
See https://www.car.org/en/aboutus/mediacenter/newsreleases/2019releases/2qtr2019affordability
See https://medium.com/migration-issues/who-migrates-part-i-young-educated-professionals5f46cf2840d6
6 See Lee, Lee and Shubho, “Urban revival by Millennials? Intrurban net migration patterns of young
adults, 1980-2010, Journal of Regional Science, Volume 59, issue 3, June 2019
(https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/abs/10.1111/jors.12445)
See also: https://www.citylab.com/life/2018/06/millennials-are-happiest-in-cities/563999/
4
5

8

Net migration by age
Net migration is categorized into 4 age cohorts with the intent of forecasting each series
in the Kern County macro-econometric model.
The 4 age categories are:
0 to 24
25 to 44
45 to 64, and
65 and over7

Age categories (in years):
0 to 24 is in blue
25 to 44 is in red
45 to 64 is in green
65 and over is in pink
7

The derivation of the age cohorts for net in-migration is presented in Appendix B.
9

The only positive in-migrant age groups are the under 24 and 65 and over. The 25 to 44
age group did produce positive in-migration for the 2017 to 2019 period, due principally to
the growing job opportunities that increased in Kern County during those years.
Each age cohort series was modeled stochastically using causal factors from the regional
economy.8
We will provide a more detailed explanation of the theoretical modeling framework for the
net migration equations in the final forecast report, probably in an appendix. The
forecasts by age cohort are shown below.
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The regression results are presented in Appendix C
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Forecasts for the four categories were summed to produce a total net migration forecast
for Kern County. It is presented below (in blue) along with the most recent Kern County
forecast for net migration by the Department of Finance (in red).
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The forecast shows that after rising in 2019 and 2020, the level of net in-migration in the
following year or two declines, which is consistent with the economic cycle because the
economy is expected to slow.
Net in-migration then picks up with the recovery and reaches the highest levels since the
early 2000s. The DOF forecast is made irrespective of the business cycle and appears
to be wildly optimistic.
Total Population
With all components of the population now forecast, the identity equation first presented
on page 1 of this report can be solved.
The sum of births, net in-migration and the subtraction of deaths each year yields the
following population forecast for the 2020 to 2050 time period

By 2050, the population in Kern County is forecast at 1,233,814. The Department of
Finance forecast for Kern County in 2050 is 1,604,371. It has been overstated, principally
by optimistic net migration estimates and a higher birth rate that is inconsistent with the
forecast birth rate for the rest of the state.
12

2. Employment Forecasts
Our updated employment forecasts for the 14 NAICS sectors are presented in the
following charts. All of these forecasts are direct outputs from the Kern County economic
model. Therefore, all forecasts are for Kern County.
The model was updated during the month of September with revised history for 2017 and
2018, and available history for the 2019 calendar year. We are now assuming that 2019
is an actual year and that the forecast begins in 2020.
The model uses the exogenous U.S. and California forecasts by the UCLA Anderson
Forecast from June 2019.
The forecast is projected through the year 2050.
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Modifications to the Employment Block of the Econometric Model
to accommodate requirements by KERN COG
Professional Business Services
The Professional Business Services Sector was categorized into 3 two-digit NAICS subsectors:
Professional, Technical and Scientific Services (54)
Management Services (55)
Administrative and Waste Management (56)
The sum of these sectors is equal to the broader Industrial classification.
Management services was not found to be strongly correlated with general business
activity but with general management employment throughout California.

Professional, Technical, and Scientific Services (PTS) is the principal category of the
broader Professional Business Services in Kern County and includes Legal services,
accounting services, architectural services, engineering services, computer and technical
design and consulting, scientific research, and advertising and public relations.

19

Legal services are largely correlated with total business activity which itself is strongly
influenced by population.
Business activity is typically represented in regional systems by the expansion and
contraction of total employment, since employment is a proxy for output which itself is
largely unavailable at the regional level.

Administrative Support and Waste Management also includes remediation services.
Abbreviate this AW. This sector represents janitors, cleaners, laborers and material
movers, landscaping and grounds-keeping workers, office clerks, and security guards.
Administrative Support and Waste Management varies with business activity and is
largely represented by temporary employment agencies that provide contract
administrative work to businesses as needed. The causal factors include general
employment conditions in the county, the local unemployment rate and relative real
wages for the Kern County economy (vis a vis California).

20

Education and Healthcare
Separate categories for each were developed. Education is private education services
(NAICS 61) and Healthcare and Social Assistance (62) is a broad category which
includes all conventional and non-conventional jobs in healthcare and healthcare related
fields.
Private educational services moves with public educations services, which is largely
represented by State and local government because it includes all K-12 public schools
the community colleges, and Cal State Bakersfield.
Healthcare employment is correlated with the population. However, the correlation is
even stronger with an aging population, since older age populations demand healthcare
more than younger age populations.
Leisure and Hospitality
This sector now includes two components instead of one:
Arts, Entertainment, and Recreation (71), and
Accommodations and Food Ser4vices (72)
The former category of employment in leisure services would vary with the demand by
residents and visitors for entertainment and recreation. The latter category will vary with
21

the demand by visitors---both business visitors and vacation visitors---and residents who
purchase food away from home. Consequently, firms in NAICS 72 will require more
workers when there are more hotels and motels and restaurants and bars including
microbreweries.
Arts and Entertainment employment is limited in Kern County. Of the broader Leisure and
Hospitality sector, the Arts/Entertainment/Recreation subsector accounts for just 2,340
workers, or just 8.6 percent. This leaves the accommodation and food services sector
with nearly 25,000 workers and 91.4 percent of all Leisure and Hospitality jobs.

Testing of the equation with alternative theoretical designs yielded a forecasting equation
with total employment explaining the most variation in NAICS 71. Leisure services in
California plus the population of Kern County structured as a partial adjustment model
produced a 99.3 percent R-square for the equation explaining accommodation and food
services employment.
However, more work on this specification may be required because the growth rates over
the forecast are much slower than during the most recent 8 years. Consequently, further
testing during the month of October is forthcoming before a final forecast of the
arts/entertainment/recreation series is accepted for this assignment.

22

Financial Activities
Real Estate
The extent of home sales in Kern County is the principal driver of financial activities
related to real estate. Home sales are forecast in the model and this forecast is used
to determine employment in real estate activity related to the rent, lease or purchase
of homes.

23

Finance and Insurance
Most of the finance is lending for home mortgages. Most of the insurance activity is for
residential homes but also includes all insurances. This sector which is comprised of
banking, lending and insurance sectors has, as a result of rapid changes in technology
and the internet, become substantially labor intensive over time. Workers have been
reduced by substantial merger activity in this industry, and have been replaced with
ATMs, online internet agents, and more austere customer service at financial institutions.
Consequently, regional financial activity has undergone serious consolidation over the
last ten years.

24

3. School Enrollment
The forecast update calls for a forecast of enrollments for:
K-12 schools
Cal State Bakersfield, and
The Community Colleges and Trade Schools
The principal driver for the forecast of K-12 student enrollment is the size of the 5 to 17
year old population in the county.9 The principal drivers for Cal State Bakersfield and the
community colleges enrollments is the 18 to 21 year old population. Other factors were
also introduced into the equations to predict student enrollment.
In past research assignments with the California community colleges, we developed
statistical evidence that showed enrollments were influenced by the business cycle,
proxied by the regional unemployment rate. Sure enough, the variation in student
enrollment within both the community college system in Kern County, and at Cal State
Bakersfield is significantly correlated with the Kern County unemployment rate.
The forecasts for the three student enrollment series’ are presented below:

9

In fact, the age cohort explains 99.57 percent of the variation in student enrollment.
25

80 percent of students enrolled at Cal State Bakersfield in 2018 were under 25 years old.
Consequently enrollments should be highly correlated with the 18 to 21 year old and the
22 to 24 year old population in the County. We found a very strong statistical correlation
with 18 to 21 but not with 22 to 24.

The 2017 Student Age Demographics for the Kern Community College District
(Bakersfield, Cerro Coso, and Porterville) are reported here:

There is a higher proportion of older aged students within the CCs in Kern County than at
the 4 year university. Nevertheless, combined student enrollments at all 3 campuses plus
the trade schools was principally correlated with the 18 to 21 year old population within
26

the County. In fact, the unexplained variation in enrollment was 3 times as high with
either the age 22 to 24 or age 20 to 29 age cohort, than with the 18 to 21 year old age
group.
Unlike the CSUB regression equation, the unemployment rate exerted a positive
influence on student enrollments at community colleges.10 This is consistent with past
research that we have conducted on the factors affecting community college student
enrollment. When the economy softens and the unemployment rate rises, job
opportunities are more scarce prompting more high school graduates to enter 2 year
colleges which have no cost of tuition. The Kern County unemployment rate is forecast
to rise over the next several years, in tandem with a softening U.S. and California
economy. This will produce higher enrollment at community colleges throughout
California including Kern County.

10

See Appendix D for the regression results of the community college system enrollment.
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Appendix A
Regression Results for: Deaths, Births, Net Migration Age Groups
Dependent Variable: LOG(DJUL)
Method: Least Squares
Date: 09/30/19 Time: 11:11
Sample (adjusted): 1971 2019
Included observations: 49 after adjustments
Variable

Coefficient

Std. Error

t-Statistic

Prob.

C
LOG(AGE75)
DUM18ON

2.689630
0.566809
0.003405

0.114404
0.011486
0.025596

23.50998
49.34865
0.133026

0.0000
0.0000
0.8948

R-squared
Adjusted R-squared
S.E. of regression
Sum squared resid
Log likelihood
Durbin-Watson stat

0.983401
0.982679
0.033543
0.051755
98.37173
1.077461

Mean dependent var
S.D. dependent var
Akaike info criterion
Schwarz criterion
F-statistic
Prob(F-statistic)

8.346967
0.254865
-3.892724
-3.776898
1362.594
0.000000

Dependent Variable: LOG(BIRTHS)
Method: Least Squares
Date: 10/01/19 Time: 11:00
Sample (adjusted): 1970 2019
Included observations: 50 after adjustments
Variable

Coefficient

Std. Error

t-Statistic

Prob.

C
LOG(AGE2544+AGE2224)
DUM06ON
DUM15ON
DUM19ON
LOG(BIRTHS(-1))

-0.041601
0.157618
-0.001174
-0.054430
-0.002017
0.799721

0.313669
0.095723
0.017362
0.027954
0.045207
0.104319

-0.132628
1.646603
-0.067607
-1.947105
-0.044620
7.666149

0.8951
0.1068
0.9464
0.0579
0.9646
0.0000

R-squared
Adjusted R-squared
S.E. of regression
Sum squared resid
Log likelihood
Durbin-Watson stat

0.984213
0.982419
0.039442
0.068449
93.89544
1.211149

Mean dependent var
S.D. dependent var
Akaike info criterion
Schwarz criterion
F-statistic
Prob(F-statistic)
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9.285367
0.297464
-3.515818
-3.286375
548.6217
0.000000

Appendix B
Derivation of Net In-migration by age
Our internal database contains Kern County population by single-age-year. Using this
data on population by age, along with data on deaths by age group (collected from the
Centers for Disease Control), we estimated net migration by age group.
This calculation was performed as follows, using the age cohort of 15 – 24 year olds as
an example:
Net migration for age group 15–24 in 2017 = (Population for age group 15–24 in 2017) –
(Population for age group 14–23 in 2016) – (Deaths among age group 15–24 in 2017)
We made these estimates for 1999 – 2017 for the following age groups:
Under 5 years old
5-14 years old
15-24 years old
25-34 years old
35-44 years old
45-54 years old
55-64 years old
65-74 years old
75-84 years old
85 years and older
To reduce data estimation error and improve forecast accuracy, we collapsed these
groups into the following categories:
under age 25
ages 25 to 44
ages 45 to 64
age 65 and over
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Appendix C
Regression Results for net in-migration population by age equations
Dependent Variable: NIPJUL024
Method: Least Squares
Date: 10/01/19 Time: 11:42
Sample (adjusted): 1999 2019
Included observations: 21 after adjustments
Variable

Coefficient

Std. Error

t-Statistic

Prob.

C
RHP/RHPCA
UR/URCA
NIPJUL2544
DETWS(-1)+DETWS

8986.960
-18638.09
-606.9812
0.843453
95.05861

4310.859
7962.508
1254.410
0.132086
28.09542

2.084726
-2.340731
-0.483878
6.385622
3.383420

0.0535
0.0325
0.6350
0.0000
0.0038

R-squared
Adjusted R-squared
S.E. of regression
Sum squared resid
Durbin-Watson stat

0.782624
0.728281
1387.781
30814979
1.301127

Mean dependent var
S.D. dependent var
Akaike info criterion
Schwarz criterion
Prob(F-statistic)

2461.905
2662.322
17.51306
17.76175
0.000036

Dependent Variable: NIPJUL2544
Method: Least Squares
Date: 10/01/19 Time: 11:52
Sample (adjusted): 1999 2019
Included observations: 21 after adjustments
Variable

Coefficient

Std. Error

t-Statistic

Prob.

C
RHP/RHPCA
DETWS(-2)
UNITS
DUM19ON
RYEPW/RASALCA
D(EPST)

1316.165
-85.13299
69.59237
0.726254
-256.6323
-3.793141
2034.932

10677.94
6764.134
43.52170
0.123324
1302.151
13.45284
576.2419

0.123260
-0.012586
1.599027
5.889012
-0.197083
-0.281958
3.531386

0.9037
0.9901
0.1321
0.0000
0.8466
0.7821
0.0033

R-squared
Adjusted R-squared
S.E. of regression
Sum squared resid
Durbin-Watson stat

0.817378
0.739112
1205.248
20336722
1.242687

Mean dependent var
S.D. dependent var
Akaike info criterion
Schwarz criterion
Prob(F-statistic)
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1486.048
2359.658
17.28796
17.63613
0.000172

Dependent Variable: NIPJUL4564
Method: Least Squares
Date: 10/01/19 Time: 12:05
Sample (adjusted): 1999 2019
Included observations: 21 after adjustments
Variable

Coefficient

Std. Error

t-Statistic

Prob.

C
-29000.53
SFU
0.243182
ELEISURE/ELEISURECA 1629796.
DUM11ON
-1810.944
NIPCA
6.872668
RYPPCCA/RYPPC
4260367.

12975.47
0.074445
811745.4
294.9618
3.255513
2468978.

-2.235027
3.266603
2.007768
-6.139588
2.111086
1.725559

0.0411
0.0052
0.0630
0.0000
0.0520
0.1050

R-squared
Adjusted R-squared
S.E. of regression
Sum squared resid
Log likelihood
Durbin-Watson stat

0.867584
0.823445
504.9210
3824179.
-156.9772
3.056604

Mean dependent var
S.D. dependent var
Akaike info criterion
Schwarz criterion
F-statistic
Prob(F-statistic)

-439.5238
1201.666
15.52164
15.82007
19.65588
0.000004

Dependent Variable: NIPJUL65
Method: Least Squares
Date: 10/01/19 Time: 12:06
Sample (adjusted): 1999 2019
Included observations: 21 after adjustments
Variable

Coefficient

Std. Error

t-Statistic

Prob.

C
UNITS
RHP/RHPCA
RHP
DUM15ON
DENSITY
DUM18ON

19914.35
0.004982
-310.1356
0.002781
-78.17609
-5739.006
412.1494

6318.977
0.094271
3620.939
0.003951
358.8354
1891.428
396.4513

3.151515
0.052843
-0.085651
0.703775
-0.217861
-3.034219
1.039596

0.0071
0.9586
0.9330
0.4931
0.8307
0.0089
0.3161

R-squared
Adjusted R-squared
S.E. of regression
Sum squared resid
Log likelihood
Durbin-Watson stat

0.536629
0.338042
416.7007
2430953.
-152.2201
2.681041

Mean dependent var
S.D. dependent var
Akaike info criterion
Schwarz criterion
F-statistic
Prob(F-statistic)
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1443.571
512.1639
15.16382
15.51199
2.702231
0.058800

Appendix D
Regression Results for community college enrollment regression equation

Dependent Variable: ENROLLCC
Method: Least Squares
Date: 10/01/19 Time: 14:22
Sample (adjusted): 1993 2019
Included observations: 27 after adjustments
Variable

Coefficient

Std. Error

t-Statistic

Prob.

C
AGE1821
D(UR)
DUM18ON

23427.74
0.595801
3108.425
2040.140

7608.382
0.154333
979.7879
5444.692

3.079201
3.860485
3.172549
0.374703

0.0053
0.0008
0.0042
0.7113

R-squared
Adjusted R-squared
S.E. of regression
Sum squared resid
Log likelihood
Durbin-Watson stat

0.572992
0.517295
6880.626
1.09E+09
-274.7313
0.612642

Mean dependent var
S.D. dependent var
Akaike info criterion
Schwarz criterion
F-statistic
Prob(F-statistic)
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51979.33
9903.468
20.64676
20.83874
10.28773
0.000173

This report was prepared by the California Economic Forecast during the month of
September 2019.
The report is a draft, submitted to the Kern Council of Governments for their initial
comments. It is part of their long term 2020 to 2050 Demographic Forecast Update.
word count:

3,603

draft completed:

October 1, 2019

33

VII.
RPAC
November 6, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director
By:

SUBJECT:

Linda Urata
Regional Planner

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VII.
Work Element 603.3: Advanced Transportation Demand Management

DESCRIPTION:
The purpose of this work element is to promote advanced transportation technologies in public and private
fleets and infrastructure operations throughout the Kern region to reduce emissions, promote sustainable
travel modes and maximize system efficiency. This report covers July through October 2019
DISCUSSION:
This report covers both Kern COG staff activities and related data from other programs for the period July
through October 2019.
Electric Vehicle and Infrastructure Activities: Two Best Drive EVer electric vehicle test drive events were
hosted by the San Joaquin Valley Electric Vehicle Partnership in this reporting period. During National Drive
Electric Week at Urner’s in Bakersfield on September 14th and during the Tehachapi Apple Festival on
October 13th. Kern COG sponsored the MioCar booth at the Bakersfield event. Kern COG supported these
events through a sponsorship and advertising campaigns on KGET TV 17 and Spectrum Reach digital
advertising. Together the campaigns reached over 170K people with more than 5,000 engagements and 132
event site visits. The National Drive Electric Week event featured 5 vehicles, 8 EV Owners, and at least 25
ride and drives. The Tehachapi Apple Festival featured 4 vehicles, 3 EV Owners, and 80 ride and drives.
Kern EV Charging Station Blueprint: Kern COG staff and the consultant CSE drafted and submitted the final
project report to the California Energy Commission. Outreach conducted at Best Drive EVer events above.
Natural Gas Vehicle Activities: Kern COG sponsored the Trucking with Clean Fuels Conference –
Compressed, Liquefied, and Renewable Natural Gas held at the Ford Theater in Shafter on August 13, 2019.
The event was organized by Project Clean Air, the San Joaquin Valley Clean Cities Coalition working group
the San Joaquin Valley Natural Gas Partnership. Dealerships and trucking fleets displayed vehicles in the
venue parking area. Vendors were also inside answering questions and providing free resources. A 3person panel, individual speakers, and a keynote speaker presented from 10am to 2pm. Kern COG staff
spoke during the event and had a booth space. The event drew 75 attendees from transportation fuel
companies, large- and small-scale trucking, fleet managers and mechanics, state and federal elected
representatives, and local city of Shafter council members. Outreach efforts were accomplished through
media press releases, PSAs on local radio stations, posting fliers at 10 truck stops and gas stations located in
the southern part of the Central Valley, newspaper ad in the Shafter Press, local TV news station (KERO
Channel 23), and through e-blasts from the planning committee and Project Clean Air Staff Members.

Other activities: Kern Cog staff moderated an EV Listen and Learn Session in July. Kern COG staff attended
committee meetings as a member of the public for the AB 617 Shafter Community Emission Reduction
Program. Kern COG staff spoke at the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District Governing Board
meeting on September 19, 2019 to note areas where the agency could support the local community efforts.
Documents may be found here: http://community.valleyair.org/selected-communities/shafter
ACTION: INFORMATION

Trucking with Clean Fuels Conference, Shafter, CA August 13, 2019

Spectrum Reach Campaign Ads

Tehachapi Apple Festival, Tehachapi, CA October 13, 2019

VIII.
RPAC
November 6, 2019
TO:

Transportation Technical Advisory Committee
Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
By: Rob Ball,
Deputy Director/Planning Director

SUBJECT:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee Agenda Item: VIII.
Federal Transportation Air Quality Conformity Lapse May Delay Projects in Kern

DESCRIPTION:
In September the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) took two actions that will likely
result in extended delays to delivering capacity increasing transportation projects statewide.
DISCUSSION:
EPA Action 1
On September 30, 2019, California Council of Governments Association (CALCOG) issued a
summary (Attachment 1) of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in the federal
register final titled “The Safer Affordable Fuel-Efficient (SAFE) Vehicles Rule Part One: One
National Program” (53 pages). The action withdraws the EPA 2013 Clean Air Act waiver allowing
California to set their own vehicle emission standards. The rule will likely result in a federal air
quality conformity lapse effective November 26, 2019 and may last a minimum of 6 months.
The lapse would be triggered by a need to change the air quality modeling assumptions that
assume California’s cleaner vehicle emission standards.
Under a lapse, transportation capacity increasing projects are not allowed to be advanced to the
next phase until the conformity lapse is corrected. This will likely delay federally funded capacity
projects in the project delivery process from advancing from environmental/design to right of way,
or to construction phases. Funding for phased construction projects currently underway such as
the Centennial Corridor would not be affected. The following projects may be delayed:

Kern Projects that may be Delayed
• SR 46 IN AND NEAR LOST HILLS: WIDEN FROM TWO TO FOUR LANES (SEGMENT 4B) - $31,900,000
• SR 14 NEAR RIDGECREST: CONVERT 2-LANE CONVENTIONAL HWY TO 4-LANE EXPRESSWAY
(SEGMENT 2) - $3,250,000
Additional projects could be delayed if the lapse is not resolved in 6 months. ARB has already
filed a lawsuit related to this action.
EPA Action 2
On September 23, 2019, EPA issued a letter (Attachment 2) to the California Air Resources Board
that requests the withdraw up to 130 backlogged and un-approvable federal air quality State
Implementation Plans (SIPs) and requests ARB work with EPA to develop complete and
approvable SIPs. The EPA states that if it must disapprove a SIP, that triggers the following
statutory sanction clocks for:
•
•
•

Highway funding sanctions, which could result in prohibition of federal transportation projects
and grant in certain parts of California
New Source Review permitting sanctions; and
A deadline for issuance of a Federal Implementation Plan where the federal government
directs spending in a region’s Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) to meet national air
quality standards. The process may take several years and would likely re-direct funding for
capacity projects to air quality improvement measures such as transit and shoulder paving.

No timeline was given to ARB on when they might disapprove some or all of the 130 SIPs. ARB
issued a 9-page response letter to EPA (attachment 3).
Timeline
•

•
•

October 10, 2019 – ARB and CalCOG provided an update on the impacts SAFE Rule to a
joint ARB/CTC meeting in Modesto, and Kern COG and Valley MPOs presented an update
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Implementation at that same meeting. View
webcast recording online at: https://catc.ca.gov/meetings-events/joint-carb-meetings . Times:
- 0:15-0:52 – ARB presentation/pannel on SAFE Rule
- 2:34-3:30 – Kern COG and Valley MPOs presentation (more Q&A in afternoon session)
November 26, 2019 – Kern COG may enter a federal conformity lapse due to revocation of
SAFE rule by EPA.
Spring 2020 – First projects could be delayed in Kern. Kern COG staff is working with member
agencies to avoid the need for amendments that could trigger a delay.

Attachments
ACTION: Information

Attachment 1

SAFE VEHICLES RULE UPDATE
SEPTEMBER 2019

Final Rule (Part 1) is Here – Effective November 26th.

On September 19, 2019, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) issued a final action entitled One National Program Rule. This
action finalizes parts of the proposed SAFE Vehicles Rule by withdrawing the 2013 California Clean
Air Act Waiver, invalidating EMFAC and making clear that federal law preempts state and local
tailpipe Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions standards as well as Zero Emissions Vehicle Mandates.
EPA and NHTSA continue work to finalize the remaining portions of the Proposed SAFE Vehicles
Rule (Part 2) - proposed revisions to CAFE standards and GHG vehicle emissions standards. Part 2
of the rule is anticipated to be finalized before the end of the calendar year. A three-page fact
sheet for the final rule can be found here.
The final rule does not contain a grace period for transportation conformity.

California Sues (with 22 States, the District of Columbia and 2 Cities).

On September 20, 2019, California in coordination with 22 states, the District of Columbia, and two
cities filed suit in U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia requesting the court grant
permanent injunctive relief by declaring the preemption portion of the final rule unlawful. The suit
does not address the withdrawal of the 2013 California Clean Air Act Waiver. The brief does not
request temporary injunctive relief. The rule will be implemented during litigation. Litigation is
anticipated to reach the Supreme Court.
California’s suit against NHTSA and U.S. EPA can be found here.
What Does This Mean for Transportation?
Once the rule is effective (November 26, 2019), the rule will be implemented. Projects exempt
from conformity requirements will not be impacted. Projects subject to transportation conformity,
that are consistent with the RTP/FTIP, can move forward unless an MPO region lapses (Please see
the FHWA website for lapse information). Please, contact your MPO, County Transportation
Commission, or Caltrans for project specific questions.

The following planning, programming, and project delivery impacts may occur (impacts will vary by
region due to varied RTP/SCS update schedules):
•
•
•
•

•
•

Non-attainment MPO regions will be unable to adopt new RTP/SCSs
Non-attainment MPO regions will be unable to adopt new FTIPs
Non-attainment MPO regions will be unable to adopt RTP/FTIP amendments that are not
exempt from transportation conformity (see 40 CFR 93.126 and 93.127 for a list of projects
exempt from transportation conformity)
Projects in non-attainment regions requiring EMFAC modeling will be impacted
o Projects in non-attainment regions in NEPA that require project level conformity
determinations using the EMFAC model will be unable to complete the NEPA process
until U.S. EPA approves an EMFAC model update reflective of the SAFE rule (Part 1,
and if finalized Part 2) or CARB wins its litigation.
o Caltrans will be unable to sign NEPA reevaluations in non-attainment regions that
require the use of the EMFAC model until U.S. EPA approves an EMFAC model
update reflective of the SAFE (Part 1, and if finalized Part 2) rule or CARB wins its
litigation.
Some non-attainment regions may be unable to compete for SB 1 TCEP and SCCP
o These programs require an RTP/SCS that CARB has determined meets the target.
The STIP requires project consistency with the RTP. Projects that require RTP/TIP
amendments that are not exempt from conformity will be delayed.

When Can Transportation Planning, Programming, and Project Delivery Return to Normal?
Impacted regions will return to normalcy when one of the following three things occurs (whichever
occurs first).
1. California wins its litigation. Initial estimates indicate it may take up to six months, or more,
for an initial ruling. It is anticipated this case will reach the Supreme Court. Updates will be
provided as additional information becomes available.
2. EPA approves an updated EMFAC model that incorporates the SAFE Rule (Part 1, and if
finalized Part 2) - If you can demonstrate transportation conformity with the updated
model. If you cannot demonstrate conformity, you will need EPA approved SIP updates
before returning to normal planning, programming, and project delivery.
3. Approval of federal legislation that stops the SAFE Rule's implementation or grants a
transportation conformity grace period – current likelihood, slim.

Gov Newsom Calls for Alignment of Transportation Funding and Climate Goals.

Finalization of the rule increases criteria pollutant emissions as well as GHG emissions. On
September 20, 2019, in the face of inaction on climate change from the federal government,
Governor Newsom, through Executive Order N-19-19 calls for CalSTA to leverage $5 billion in
annual transportation spending to:
1. Align the state’s climate goals with transportation spending on planning, programming, and
mitigation to achieve the objectives of the State’s Climate Change Scoping Plan, where feasible.
2. Reduce VMT by strategically directing discretionary transportation investments in support of
housing production near available jobs, and in accordance with the state’s smart growth principles.
3. Reduce congestion through innovative strategies designed to encourage people to shift from cars to
other modes of transportation.
4. Fund transportation options that contribute to the overall health of Californians and reduce GHG
emissions, such as transit, biking, and other active modes, and
5. Mitigate increases in transportation costs to lower income Californians.
The Executive Order also calls for CARB to:
1. Develop new criteria for clean vehicle incentive programs to encourage manufacturers to produce
clean, affordable cars.
2. Propose new strategies to increase demand in the primary and secondary markets for zero emissions
vehicles, and
3. Consider strengthening existing or adopting new regulations to achieve the necessary greenhouse
gas reductions from within the transportation sector.

U.S. EPA Threatens Highway Sanctions.

On September 23, 2019 Trump administration officials threatened to withhold federal highway
funds from California, arguing that California failed to show what steps it is taking to improve its air
quality. The letter suggests the state “has failed to carry out its most basic tasks under the Clean
Air Act,” and needs to either update its plans [SIPs] to tackle air pollution or risk losing federal
highway funds.

In response CARB issued the following statement:
“The letter from the EPA contains multiple inaccuracies, omissions and
misstatements. EPA has unclean hands: It sat on these documents for years and is
now pounding the table about paperwork issues of its own creation.
We will continue to do work with EPA on its [SIP] backlog, but EPA also needs to
do its job and protect air quality. California and other states had to go to court,
repeatedly, to get the EPA to implement the strict smog standards it claims to be
worried about.
California has met federal standards in the past and we are working hard to meet
the current ones. But we cannot get there until the federal government addresses
emissions of federally regulated mobile sources, including heavy-duty trucks,
locomotives, planes and ships. This letter appeared only days after EPA attacked
our state authority on cars, increasing air pollution while at the same time limiting
our ability to reduce it. If the Trump administration is serious about air pollution
it will reconsider revoking our waiver, and while they’re at it, why not also fund
the EPA to review submitted documents in less than a decade.”
What Does This Mean for Transportation?
The letter requests CARB withdraw un-approvable SIPs by October10, 2019, if CARB does not, U.S.
EPA will begin the SIP disapproval process. The disapproval process would trigger statutory clocks
for sanctions, including highway sanctions after 24 months. Additional information on highway
sanctions can be found here. Additional information on the status of this issue will be provided in
CALCOG’s next update.

Feinstein Calls for Investigation into U.S. EPA Highway Sanctions Threat.

On September 27, 2019, Senator Feinstein sent a letter to U.S. EPA Inspector General requesting
an investigation into whether there was inappropriate political interference in the September 23,
2019 threat from U.S. EPA to withhold transportation funding from California.
In the letter, Senator Feinstein expresses concern that California is being unfairly treated, and that
the threat of highway sanctions in nothing more than a pretext to attack California, rather than a
good faith effort to help improve California’s air quality. She also requests that the Inspector
General determine whether there are other states that also have open reports but have not been
similarly threatened with sanctions, while highlighting the known answer – U.S. EPA has identified
three dozen counties in other states that do not meet air standards as of August 31.

What’s Next?

The California Transportation Commission and California Air Resources Board will discuss the SAFE
Vehicles Rule at their regularly scheduled October 10th Joint Meeting. The agenda for the meeting
can be found here.

CALCOG Website Provides Continuing Updates.

Please visit the CALCOG Policy Tracker (www.calcog.org/policytracker) for up to date
information regarding the status of the SAFE Vehicles Rule (Part 1 and Part 2).

Attachment 2
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

September 24, 2019

THE A0MJNISIHA10A

Ms. Mary D. Nichols
Chair
Cali fom ia Air Resources Board
100 1 1 Street, P.O. Box 28 15
Sacramento. California 958 12
Dear Ms. Nichols:
The U.S. Environmental Pro1cc1ion Agency and Califomia Air Resources Board play a
critical role in protecting public health through implementing National Ambienc Air Quality
Standards under the federal Clean Air Act. In particular, the state of California facilitates the
submittal of State Implementation Plans from its 35 local air districts wich Clean Air Ac1
responsibilities.
A SIP is a collection of regulations and documents used by a state, territory or local air
district to reduce air pollut ion in areas chat do not meet NAAQS. Failure to carry out chis SIP
responsibility correelly, including submitting timely and approvable plans to assure attainment of
the NAAQS, can put at risk the health and livelihood of millio ns of Americans. As part of our
fundamental Clean Air Ac, responsibilities, I have recommitted the EPA to act quickly to approve
or disapprove S ll's and to dramatically reduce the backlog ofSIPs nationally.
Since the 1970s, California has failed to carry out its most basic tasks under the Clean /\ir
Act. California has the worst air qual ity in the Uni ted States, wi th 82 nonattainrncnt areas and 34
million people living in areas that do not meet National Ambient /\ir Quality Standards - more
than twice as many people as any other state in the country. As evidenced by the E PA 's recent
work on interstate air pollution issues as well as analysis accompanying its rulcrnakings,
California' s chronic air quality problems are not the result of cross-state air pollution or this
Adm inistration's regulatory rcfonn efforts.
In addi tion, the state of Cali fornia represents a disproportionate share of the national list of
backlogged S! Ps. including roughly one-third of the EPA ·s overall S IP backlog. California's total
portion of the SIP backlog is more than 130 SI l's, with many dating back decades. Most of these
SIPs arc inactive and appear to have fundamental issues related to approvability, state-requested
holds. missing information or resources. For example, ihese Sll's include key ozone NAAQS
allainment plans for the following areas:
•

Coachella Valley for 1997 and 2008 ozone NAAQS

lnlomot Addf&SS (UAL) • hltp:/JW\•...w.epa.9011
Aecycled/R~cJoblo • Printed 'Mth Vegesable 0.1 8.'1$Cd Ink$ on 10()% PoMCOtl$uMCr. P,oco~ Cl'l&onno Froo Rccytl,od P.'lpcr

•
•
•

Sacramento Metro for 2008 ozone NAAQS
Western Nevada County for 2008 ozone NAAQS
Ventura County for 1997 and 2008 ozone NAAQS

We recommend thm Ca lifornia withdraw its back logged and unapprovable S!Ps and work
with the EPA to develop complete, approvable S IPs. In the cvelll Cal ifornia fai ls to wi thdraw them.
the EPA will begin the disapproval process consistent with applicable statutory and regulatory
requirements.
As you know. if the EPA disapproves a SIP, that triggers statutory clocks for:
•
•
•

I lighway funding sanctions, whi ch could resu lt in a prohibition on federal transportation
projects and grants in certain parts of California;
New Source Review permitting sanctions; and
A deadline for the issuance of a Pederal Implementation Plan.

We certainly wam to avoid these statutory triggers, but our foremost concern must be ensuri ng
clean air for all Americans. T hat is our goal.
To ensure that we are making progress on improving air quality in California, we request
a response from CARJ3 by October 10 indicating whether it imends to withdraw these S IPs.
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Attachment 3
October 9, 2019

Andrew R. Wheeler, Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20460
Dear Administrator Wheeler:
As you requested, I am responding to your letter dated September 24, 2019. The
California Air Resources Board (CARB) is happy to assist the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) in clearing its State Implementation (SIP) backlog and, in
particular, to withdraw SIPs for which U.S. EPA action is no longer needed. Indeed, as
you may not have been aware in writing your letter, CARB has been helping U.S. EPA
to resolve its administrative backlog for years. In 2014, U.S. EPA reached out to
California asking for help with this backlog, and U.S. EPA, CARB, and local air districts
agreed on a four-year plan to review, act on, or withdraw SIP submittals for each
nonattainment area. Pursuant to this model collaborative process, U.S. EPA, CARB,
and local air districts have worked together and cleared over 200 district rules and four
attainment SIPs from U.S. EPA’s backlog. CARB looks forward to continuing such
productive cooperation with U.S. EPA, which is in the interests of U.S. EPA, CARB, the
relevant stakeholders, and the public in general.
I am compelled, however, to point out that your letter contains many inaccuracies and
misleading statements. Contrary to the letter’s suggestion, California has been
working diligently for decades to protect its residents from the harmful effects of
smog, particles, toxics, and climate-warming pollution as required by the Clean Air
Act. Moreover, the SIP backlog discussed in your letter consists of SIPs awaiting
action by Regional U.S. EPA staff, and the multi-year delays in acting on California’s
SIPs are the result of staff shortages, competing administrative priorities, and a lack of
clear guidelines emanating from headquarters bureaucracy. Happily, as detailed
below, none of your agency’s administrative delays have had any impact whatsoever
on public health because California has moved ahead with implementation in the
absence of U.S. EPA action. Under these circumstances, your sanctions threat is at
best unfounded.
CARB was established years before U.S. EPA came into existence. Since then, CARB
has led the nation in setting aggressive, effective, and cost-effective emissions
standards for cars and trucks, with Congress repeatedly reaffirming its authority as an
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innovator and driver of clean air technologies. To reduce emissions for light duty
vehicles, California set a hydrocarbon tailpipe emission standard in 1966 and an oxides
of nitrogen (NOx) emission tailpipe standard in 1971, ahead of U.S. EPA. Other
regulations lowering emissions from light-duty vehicles that California has pioneered
include the On-Board Diagnostic regulation beginning in 1988, the Low-Emission
Vehicle and Zero-Emission Vehicle programs established in 1990, and the
Reformulated Gasoline regulation beginning in 1992.
To reduce emissions from heavy-duty vehicles, California implemented the Clean
Diesel Fuel program in 1992, and set low-NOx tailpipe emissions standards from
heavy-duty diesel engines beginning in 1994. California anti-idling regulations
lowered NOx emissions near schools and other populated destinations beginning in
1998. Solid waste collection vehicle and drayage truck rules, in 2008 and 2010
respectively, lowered emissions from specific occupational vehicles. In 2010, CARB
adopted the groundbreaking Truck and Bus Regulation requiring all heavy-duty trucks
to be equipped with a 2010 or newer engine by 2023. As Regional Administrator
Mike Stoker recognized earlier this month, “Heavy-duty trucks can emit drastically
higher levels of pollution when not equipped with required emissions controls.
Transport companies must comply with California’s rule to improve air quality and
protect adjacent communities from breathing these toxic pollutants.” 1 “The California
Truck and Bus Regulation has been an essential part of the state’s federally
enforceable plan to attain cleaner air since 2012.” 2
Your letter incorrectly refers to 82 nonattainment areas in the state, apparently
counting a single area repeatedly if it is not in attainment for multiple increasingly
stringent standards and pollutants. For example, the letter counts the greater Los
Angeles area as nonattainment for ozone four times and once more for fine particulate
matter. It also included two tribal areas for which U.S. EPA—not California—is
responsible under the Clean Air Act, and these two areas were counted six times. In
fact, California has 20 nonattainment areas in total for ozone and fine particulate
matter. We still have much work to do, but there is no point in making the task look
harder than it already is.
The letter further suggested that most of the SIPs in U.S. EPA’s backlog have
fundamental approvability issues, state requested holds, missing information or
resources. On the contrary, based on our preliminary review, for almost two-thirds of
the SIPs U.S. EPA has the information it needs and we are awaiting U.S. EPA’s action.
Less than 20 items require additional action by CARB or local districts before U.S. EPA
U.S. EPA settles with six companies over California trucking rules, Oct. 2, 2019. News Release,
https://www.epa.gov/newsreleases/us-epa-requires-trucking-companies-reduce-air-pollution-near-losangeles-schools.
2
Ibid.
1
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can act. That work is underway, but is hindered by the lack of clear and consistent
U.S. EPA guidelines. For example, many of the SIPs were complete and approvable
when submitted, but in 2016 while the SIPs sat with U.S. EPA a court directed U.S.
EPA to change its requirements for contingency measures. Because U.S. EPA has yet
to complete that task and provide clear directions on contingency measures, many
SIPs that were approvable when submitted remain incomplete. Finally, we have also
identified about two dozen SIPs that are candidates to withdraw.
The specific examples identified in your letter bear out this analysis. CARB already has
asked that one of the six SIPs identified in the letter, the Ventura County SIP for the
1997 8-hour ozone national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS), be withdrawn.
CARB made this request on September 16, 2019 and is awaiting U.S. EPA action to
remove the SIP from its backlog. Two other SIPs are complete. In September 2019, at
U.S. EPA’s request, CARB submitted the air district’s formal commitment to adopt
required contingency measures for the Coachella Valley SIP for the 2008 8-hour ozone
NAAQS, and U.S. EPA staff informed CARB that U.S. EPA now has all the information
it needs to approve the SIP. Similarly, in August 2019, at U.S. EPA’s request CARB
provided technical clarifications and a contingency measure commitment for the
Ventura County SIP for the 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS.
The remaining three SIPs identified in your letter are all complete but for the
contingency measures required by the 2016 court ruling. On July 24, 2017, one SIP,
the Coachella Valley SIP for the 1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS, which was submitted in
2007, was approved except for the contingency element affected by the 2016 court
ruling, which U.S. EPA did not take action on. The two remaining SIPs, the
Sacramento Metro SIP for the 2008 8-hour NAAQs and the Western Nevada County
SIP for the 2008 8-hour ozone NAAQS, were determined to be complete (on June 14,
2018 and June 2, 2019 respectively), and CARB is working with U.S. EPA and the local
air districts to provide the contingency measure commitment letter, which is the only
remaining element needed to facilitate approval and is expected to be ready in the
first quarter of 2020.
Thus, far from showing any pending SIPs with fundamental defects, the examples cited
in your letter confirm that CARB has been working with U.S. EPA to resolve its
backlog, including the problems created by changes in the law that have occurred
while SIPs await action by U.S. EPA.
California Takes Its Responsibility to Implement the Clean Air Act Seriously
In addition to mischaracterizing U.S. EPA’s backlog, your letter accuses California of
failing to carry out its duties under the Clean Air Act. That is simply false. Since the
creation of CARB in 1967, our primary focus has been to reduce air pollution and
protect the health of the citizens of California. California has endeavored to fulfill this
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responsibility and continues to make significant progress lowering emissions from the
largest source of these emissions: mobile sources. Despite an approximately
30 percent increase in the state’s vehicle population and vehicle miles traveled since
1990, air quality in the state has dramatically improved:
•

In 1990, the entire South Coast region exceeded the 80 parts per billion (ppb)
8-hour ozone standard. Today, we have slashed emissions by over half, ozone
concentrations have declined 40 percent, and the number of days when
pollution levels exceed the 80 ppb ozone standard has declined by more than
60 percent.

•

In the San Joaquin Valley, the area with the most critical particulate matter
pollution problem in the nation, PM2.5 levels have dropped by approximately
30 percent since 2001, and the entire region now meets the 65 micrograms per
cubic meter 24-hour standard that was set in 1997.

This progress is in part the result of special authority given California under the Clean
Air Act. Over 50 years ago, Congress granted California the authority to regulate most
on-road mobile sources through a waiver from federal preemption based on the
severity of California’s air quality problems and the extent that emissions from these
sources contribute to air pollution in the State. Congress also made clear that CARB
and California air districts also have extensive authority over in-use regulations. (42
U.S.C. § 7543). Using this authority, CARB implemented the groundbreaking
regulations that I mentioned earlier.
We continue that tradition today with the long-term goal of eliminating harmful motor
vehicle emissions by transitioning light- and heavy-duty fleets in the State to zeroemission vehicles. Over the last decade, California has invested over $5 billion, with
nearly $1 billion in additional appropriations, in programs like the Low Carbon
Transportation and Carl Moyer Air Quality Standards Attainment Program, for
replacing the dirtiest vehicles and deploying the cleanest technologies, including zeroemissions cars and trucks. CARB also just adopted regulations targeting specific fleets
that will foster the growth in cleaner technology. These include the Innovative Clean
Transit Regulation, adopted by CARB in 2018, which will reduce NOx in transitdependent and disadvantaged communities, and the Zero-Emission Airport Shuttle
Bus Regulations, which will increase the penetration of zero-emission heavy-duty
technology.
And California is not stopping. In 2020, CARB will act on the Advanced Clean Trucks
regulation, which will accelerate the transition of heavy-duty trucks that operate in
urban centers with stop-and-go driving cycles to zero-emissions technology that will
reduce near-source high emission exposure to harmful pollution and cut costs. Also in
2020, we will be considering a new lower NOx standard for trucks. Over the next
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three years, California will be implementing the requirements of California Senate
Bill 1, which will withhold the registration of polluting trucks. Finally, California Senate
Bill 210 (Leyva), recently passed by the Legislature and signed by Governor Newsom,
requires CARB to establish a first-of-its kind inspection and maintenance program for
heavy-duty trucks.
In addition to the impressive work California has done to reduce mobile source
emissions, we’ve also made great strides in reducing emissions from stationary
sources. Many of our local air districts have the most stringent stationary source
regulations in the country and have achieved substantial emission reductions while
continuing California’s robust economic growth. For example, in the South Coast Air
Quality Management District, NOx emissions have fallen over 60 percent since 1990,
at the same time that region experienced a 30 percent increase in population.
However, while we continue to push for state-of-the art controls on stationary sources,
the fact of the matter is that further reducing stationary source emissions will pay
diminishing dividends absent action on the federal emission sources.
CARB is also pursuing strategies for regions facing especially severe air quality
problems. We are considering a number of additional actions to provide the
emissions reductions needed to meet the criteria pollutant standards in the South
Coast and the San Joaquin Valley creating the most stringent emissions standards in
the country, for instance:
1. A Tier 5 Off-Road Diesel Engine Standard, including more stringent standards
to reduce NOx and fine particulate emissions by up to 90 percent below the
current Tier 4 standards, as well as potential requirements to offer for sale
off-road vehicles with zero-emission technology.
2. A locomotive emissions reduction measure, requiring that Class 1 railroads set
aside funds each year to purchase Tier 4 or cleaner locomotives to address
in-use emission, idling, and maintenance activities.
3. Regional strategies to reduce vehicle miles traveled and NOx emissions.
4. An implementation framework to achieve co-benefits from the electrification of
buildings as grid electricity in California transitions to 100 percent clean energy
through incentives for early retirement or replacement and new installations of
residential and commercial water heating, space heating, and air conditioning
appliances with zero or near-zero emission technologies.
5. Integrating land and transportation strategies that through land conservation
protect soil-based carbon while providing simultaneous reductions in emissions
from transportation.
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6. A State green contracting policy—building on Governor Newsom’s recent
directive for State government to immediately redouble efforts to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and mitigate the impacts of climate change while
building a sustainable, inclusive economy—requiring that contractors purchase
the cleanest equipment available in order to be considered for these contracts
and that State agencies purchase the cleanest vehicles and equipment that are
available.
U.S. EPA Needs to Do Its Job and Protect Air Quality
As shown above, using its authority, including its waiver authority, California has been
doing its part to protect air quality. Sadly, U.S. EPA has not done its part.
The stark difference is clearly seen in the figure below. Using our regulatory authority
as preserved by Congress, we have reduced NOx emissions from mobile sources we
can regulate by approximately 70 percent since 2000. This reduction is projected to
grow to 85 percent by 2030. In contrast, due to weak action from U.S. EPA, pollution
from sources over which it has been given substantial responsibility—including aircraft,
locomotives, ocean-going vessels, and off-road equipment—has been increasing. If
this trend continues, by 2030 pollution from these sources will be greater than that
from California regulated sources and be responsible for nearly one third of emissions
in the South Coast.

Pollution from Sources for Which U.S. EPA Has Responsibility Is Increasing
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U.S. EPA recognized the need for federal action in 2019 when it approved California’s
2016 State Strategy for the State Implementation Plan. That SIP outlined specific
U.S. EPA actions that were necessary for the greater Los Angeles area to meet federal
clean air standards for ozone and particle pollution. These included:
•

A federal low-NOx engine standard, to provide 7 tons per day (tpd) of NOx
reductions in 2031;

•

More stringent locomotive standards achieving 2 tpd of NOx reductions in
2031;

•

A Tier 4 Ocean-Going Vessel standard or equivalent for new marine engines on
ocean-going vehicles and vessel efficiency requirements for the existing in-use
fleet to achieve 38 tpd of NOx reductions; and

•

Further deployment of cleaner technologies for aircraft achieving 13 tpd of
NOx reductions in 2031.

In total, the U.S. EPA-approved SIP made clear that we need a total of 60 tons per day
of NOx reductions in the South Coast alone from sources for which U.S. EPA has the
primary responsibility.
CARB and the South Coast Air Quality Management District are using all the tools and
authority at our disposal to achieve emissions reductions from these sources in the
absence of U.S. EPA action. But U.S. EPA should not hide behind California’s efforts
and avoid taking action to protect the health of the people you were established to
serve. Rather than mischaracterizing U.S. EPA’s backlog as the result of California’s
purported failure to implement the Clean Air Act and threatening to withhold
California’s transportation funds, it is imperative that U.S. EPA move quickly to do its
job and reduce pollution from the sources it has the responsibility to regulate.
California is prepared to coordinate with you in all efforts to focus on real actions to
reduce emissions and protect people exposed to unhealthful air.
U.S. EPA’s Backlog is the Result of U.S. EPA Failing to Take Timely Action
The California SIP backlog is made up of a mix of attainment plans to provide the
reductions needed to meet air quality standards, supported by the authority to
implement those plans. CARB submits attainment plans and regulations to U.S. EPA
for its review and approval. The Clean Air Act requires that U.S. EPA take action on
these submittals within 18 months after it receives them. U.S. EPA’s backlog of
attainment plans, regulations, and rules has been building for decades. U.S. EPA’s
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backlog is the result of its own failure to take timely action and the circumstances
surrounding each submittal, including:
•

Submitted rules that U.S. EPA has given lower priority for review based on its
limited resources (due, in part, to U.S. EPA staff cuts and hiring freezes);

•

Submitted rules that received no action before being later updated by an air
district, and so are out of date and no longer governing;

•

Submitted SIP elements that U.S. EPA has since concluded are not needed in
the SIP, but have taken a lower priority in response to more pressing issues;

•

Rules or attainment plans where U.S. EPA has delayed taking action because
there is concern over setting national precedent or where U.S. EPA has not yet
decided how to address recent court actions that impact the decision.

The average amount of time the remaining SIPs have been awaiting U.S. EPA action is
8 years.
I must emphasize, however, that U.S. EPA’s administrative failure has not impeded
California’s efforts to continue its march towards achieving clean air. Regardless of
U.S. EPA’s inaction on the SIP submittals, California has not waited to adopt and
implement cleaner emissions standards and programs to protect the health of its
residents while this process plays out. As evidence of our progress, since the
beginning of 2017, California has submitted 14 attainment plans to attain the 75 ppb
8-hour ozone standard and PM2.5 standards, and the air districts have submitted 117
rules to implement those plans.
California Will Continue to Help U.S. EPA Clear its Backlog
We encourage you to work with your dedicated regional staff to streamline your
internal procedures to work as efficiently and transparently as possible, so that staff
and external parties know what is expected. Much of the delay that you have now
acknowledged is a result of vague, confusing or nonexistent guidelines from
headquarters. It is past time for U.S.EPA to take seriously the Clean Air Act directive
to develop “cooperative” programs with the states to protect the nation’s air, and
promote “reasonable” federal and state actions, assisting local governments in
partnership. (42 U.S.C. § 7401).
As shown above, CARB has been a good partner to U.S. EPA. California has fully met
its obligations. In these circumstances—with a decades-long record of state
cooperation and innovation on SIPs, steadily improving air quality, and a backlog
problem solely of U.S. EPA’s making—a threat of disapproval and imposition of
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sanctions constitutes an abuse of U.S. EPA authority. As you are doubtless aware,
sanctions may be imposed only after extensive notice-and-comment processes and
formal disapproval. Even then, the Clean Air Act and controlling U.S. EPA regulations
generally direct that sanctions be imposed only after 18 months and if the state does
not cure the issue. As a result, since U.S. EPA has not even proposed any such
findings, sanctions would not apply until well after U.S. EPA’s backlog could be
cleared. Moreover, highway sanctions are a disfavored initial option in the rare cases
where sanctions are appropriate at all. Far better would be for our agencies to
continue to work together to resolve the issue as the sanctions would be wasteful and
a direct hit to construction jobs.
CARB remains committed to a partnership in resolving the backlog issue and is
prepared to accelerate the process already in place with U.S. EPA staff and the local
air districts. This includes devoting more CARB staff to the effort if needed. I have
directed CARB staff to review carefully each of the SIPs remaining in U.S. EPA’s
backlog to determine whether withdrawing any individual submission is appropriate.
Because these decisions are fact-specific, any such determinations will need to be
made on a case-by-case basis going forward. CARB staff has provided the results of
their preliminary review to U.S. EPA staff and is scheduling a meeting to review
CARB’s assessment and agree on a path to clear U.S. EPA’s backlog quickly.
We look forward to working with your staff to develop rules to control sources under
your authority, resolving U.S. EPA’s backlog in our ongoing pursuit of clean air, and
pursing a cooperative relationship for achieving what must be our shared goal of clean
air for all.
Sincerely,

Mary D. Nichols
Chair
cc:

The Honorable Diane Feinstein
United States Senate
331 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20510
Richard W. Corey
Executive Officer

IX.
RPAC
November 6, 2019
TO:

Regional Planning Advisory Committee

FROM:

Ahron Hakimi,
Executive Director
By: Ed Flickinger,
Regional Planner

SUBJECT:

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: IX.
FEDERAL SAFETY PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENT (PM1) “TOWARD ZERO”
2020 TARGET UPDATE

DESCRIPTION:
Required federal process to annually monitor transportation safety performance measure progress,
including encouragement of member agencies to improve safety on our streets with their
transportation expenditures.
DISCUSSION:
Background - On February 15, 2018, the Kern COG Transportation Planning Policy Committee
approved their first federal “Toward Zero” deaths and accidents safety targets using the federal
recommended methodology that employs a 5-year running average, consistent with the methodology
recommend by Caltrans Division of Traffic Operations staff at that time.
On August 24, 2018 Caltrans management changed the state methodology using a more aspirational
method that uses a fixed target dubbed “Vision Zero” where the target assumes a steady decline to
zero accidents using set percentages per year. The state method is soon to be made available on
line at: https://dot.ca.gov/programs/traffic-operations/shsp/target.
Kern COG staff is recommending continued use of the 2018 “Toward Zero” target method adopted
by Kern COG in 2018 which is consistent with the federal rule methodology but different than the
current state method. Maintaining the same method allows for better comparability with prior targets
with minimal consequences.
Consequences of not meeting the targets – Consequences of roadway accidents can be
catastrophic to those who are involved. Everyone agrees that all appropriate countermeasures to
reduce accidents should be taken. In addition, minor regulatory and funding consequences exist if
the federal targets are not achieved. However, consequences of not adopting, monitoring, and
encouraging progress toward the target, in accordance with federal rules, can ultimately result in loss
of all federal transportation funding to the region though de-certification of the agency.

1

Under the requirements of the recent federal transportation spending bills, states and metropolitan
planning organizations (MPOs) like Kern COG are required to annually monitor safety performance
measure progress through the statewide and metropolitan planning process. Failure to meet safety
targets set by the state and/or MPO could result in the minor consequence of redistribution of Caltrans
Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding at the state level into the federal Highway Safety
Improvement Program (HSIP). Many of the projects in the ATP program improve safety for bike and
pedestrians, and would likely still be eligible under HSIP.
The Federal Highways Administration (FHWA) will review how MPOs are working to achieve their
targets, in accordance with the federal rules, as they conduct MPO Certification Reviews every 4
years. Failure to adequately address target performance measure requirements could eventually
result in loss of the MPO’s federal certification along with access to federal transportation funds. The
2018 Kern COG federal target compliance documentation is available here (
http://www.kerncog.org/federal-performance-measures/ ) and was accepted at the federal
certification review.
Rules and guidance for federal performance measure targets are still being established by FHWA
(see https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/hsip/spm/policy_and_guidance.cfm ). A couple of workshops have
been given by Caltrans over the past 2 years and a draft statewide target has been submitted to
FHWA (see https://dot.ca.gov/programs/traffic-operations/shsp/target ). MPOs that do not submit a
safety target update by February 27, 2020, will be required to adhere to the 2020 state target which
is NOT consistent with the methodology proposed by Kern COG staff.
The “Toward Zero” methodology - The attached presentation demonstrates the Kern COG
“Toward Zero” methodology which is consistent with the original 2018 state safety target methodology
originally recommended by Caltrans Division of Traffic Operations engineers. In addition, the Kern
methodology was prepared under the supervision of a certified engineer. The methodology uses
California Highway Patrol (CHP) historical accident data for Kern County. The data is extrapolated
using a 5 year running average to forecast future accidents and fatalities. In addition, we use travel
model data to tie the forecast to local assumed growth. Targets are essentially being set to show
improvement over the previous 5 year accident data. As accidents improve, the targets will improve
automatically with each annual update on a trajectory “Toward Zero.”
Countywide monitoring results summary
2012-2018 7-Year Change in 5-Year Running Average Accident Rates
1% decrease in vehicle related fatality rates from 1.62 to 1.6 per 100M miles traveled.
7% increase in vehicle related serious injury rates from 3.61 to 3.86 per 100M miles traveled.
32% increase in combined bike and pedestrian related injury/fatality rates from .000082 to
.000108 per 1000 population.
2017-2018 1-Year Change in Annual Accident Rates
30% decrease in vehicle related fatality rates from 2 to 1.54 per 100M miles traveled.
33% increase vehicle related serious injury rates from 3.77 to 5 per 100M miles traveled.
No Change in combined bike and pedestrian related injury/fatality rates from .000011 to
.000011 per 1000 population.
Source: 2009-2018 CHP SWITRS data which only contains accidents reported to the CHP.
Longer term historic trends show that vehicle accidents track with economic fluctuations. In Kern,
recent temporary rebound in oil prices are resulted in an increase in both the economy and roadway
accidents. The recent drop in bike and pedestrian accidents in the last year of the data may be in
part due to extensive investment in safer bike and pedestrian facilities identified in recent
bike/complete street plans adopted for the region back 2012, as well as the 2017 Active
2

Transportation Plan.
What your agency can do to accelerate attainment of the federal safety targets - Kern COG’s
member agencies are encouraged to promote projects and policies that will help the region to perform
better than the targets proposed for our region. The Caltrans Strategic Highway Safety Plan
proposes four countermeasures to improve safety: engineering, education, enforcement and
emergency services. Projects such as countdown pedestrian signals, buffered bike lanes,
roundabouts, and establishing extra safety corridor patrols where spikes in accident activity occur,
should be considered wherever appropriate. Since 2007 the Kern Region has seen over $20M
invested in the HSIP program alone (see Attachment 2). In addition, state and federal programs as
well as Kern COG’s project delivery policies give extra points for projects that improve safety,
including:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Highway Safety and Improvement Program (HSIP) – local & state road safety projects
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) – state highway safety projects
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) – local road maintenance & safety projects
Active Transportation Program (ATP) – (58%-78% pts. for safety & need depending on size)
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) – (50% of points safety/congestion)
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) – (40% of points for safety/congestion)
Kern Motorist Aid Authority (KMAA) – Travel info., safety roadside cleanup, safety corridors

Zero fatalities on our streets is everyone’s goal and it is anticipated that emerging safety technology
standards such as autonomous vehicles will eventually help drive down these safety targets “Toward
Zero.” This report will be updated annually.
Attachment
1) Presentation – Towards Zero: Draft Safety Performance Target Update - Kern Region
2) Kern HSIP Projects 2007-2018
ACTION:
Information
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FEDERAL Requirements: MPOs Evaluated During 4-Vear Review

• Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) will be held
accountable for safety progress through the statewide and
metropolitan planning process. FHWA will review how MPOs are
addressing and achieving their targets (or assisting the State in
achieving targets) as they conduct Transportation Management
Area (TMA) 4-year Certification Reviews (only for large MPOs
with more than 200,000 population). The TMA Certification
Review requires the Secretary to certify whether the metropolitan
planning process of an MPO serving as a TMA meets
requirements, including the requirements of 23 USC 134 and
other applicable Federal law.
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FEDERAL Requirements: State Failure= More HSIP Safety Funding

• If a State DOT does not meet or make significant progress
toward meeting its HSIP targets. the State shall use obligation
authority equal to the HSIP apportionment for the fiscal year prior
to the target year only for HSIP projects and submit an HSIP
Implementation Plan to FHWA. For example, if a State DOT does
not meet or make significant progress towards meeting its 2019
safety targets, in Fiscal Year (FY) 2022, the State DOT must use
obligation authority equal to the FY 2018 HSIP apportionment
only for HSIP projects and submit an HSIP Implementation Plan
by June 30, 2021 .

Five Performance Targets Under New Federal Regulations +1
Motorized Vehicles
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Reported Vehicle Only Accidents in Kern 2014-18
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Reported Vehicle Only Accidents in Metro 2014-18
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Reported Bike/Ped Accidents in Kern 2014-18
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Reported Bike/Ped Accidents in Central Metro
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Countywide Accident Rate Monitoring Results
2011-2018 7-Year Change in 5-Year Running Average Accident Rates
~

1% decrease in vehicle related fatality rates from 1.62 to 1.6 per 100M miles
traveled.
7% increase in vehicle related serious injury rates from 3.61 to 3.86 per lOOM miles
traveled.
32% increase in combined bike and pedestrian related injury/fatality rates from
.000082 to .000108 per 1000 population.

2017-2018 1-Year Change in Annual Accident Rates
30% decrease in vehicle related fatality rates from 2 to 1.54 per lOOM miles traveled
33% increase vehicle related serious injury rates from 3.77 to 5 per lOOM miles

traveled.
No change in combined bike and pedestrian related injury/fatality rates from
.000011 to .000011 per 1000 population.

SAi-i ,:'i \ PLRM>l{M'°INCJ·. M \1'AGJ .Mt:N J' l"ARGl•.l'SJ.J I I "JG

Statewide

Economic Determini sm (1998-2016)
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PRELIMINARY

Forecast 2019·2024
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Forecast years assu.m e base year fatality rates per m ile of travel (VMT} stay same.
Target :issumc-s we will do better t han the base yc:,r model rntc.
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Forecast years assume base year fatality rates per m ile of travel (VMT) stay same.

Ta et assumes we will do better t han the base year model rate.
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PRELIMINARY

Kern
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PRELIMINARY

2020 FEDERAL TARGETS UPDATE - Statewide & Kern

Statewide
Five Perform ance Targets
~ Number of Fatalities =
~ Rate of Fatal ities per I 00 Mi llion VMT =

New
Old
for 2020 {5-vr)
for 2019 (5-vr)
35 18
3445.4
1.023
0.995
,6lilt, Number of Serious I,tj uries •
13740.4
12.688. 1
~ Raie of Serious litjuries per 100 Million YMT = 3 994
3.661
Number of Non-Motorized Fatalities and Non-Motorized Serious htj uries
3949.8
(Ricyclcs and Pedestrians) ~
4 147.4

ofo,;.
Kern

Fh·e Perfomrnnce Targets
for 2020 (5-vr)
for 201') (5-vr)
~ Number of Fatalities 154 (4.<1%of thc State•)
165
~ Rate of Fatalities per 100 Million VMT 1.64
1.85
.-. Number of Serious Trtjuries =
405 (2.9% of the State*)
336
~ Rate of Serious lnjuri(;S per 100 Million YMT - 4.31
3.77
ofoli Number of Non-Motorized Fatal ities and Non-Motorized Serious Injuries
(Bicycles and Pedestrians) 103 (2.5% of the Slate• •) 99
•Kern accovnt.s for 2.7% of the state VMT in 20 17.

- "

°Kcrn accounts for 2.3% of the state population in July 2017.

Toward Zero - What your agency can do:
The Caltrans Strategic Highway Safety Plan proposes four countermeasures to
improve safety: engineering, education, enforcement and emergency services.
Projects such as: cou ntdown pedestrian signals, buffered bike lanes,
roundabouts, and establishing extra safety corridor enforcement, where spikes
in accident activity occur, should be considered where appropriate. In addition, state
and fede ral funding programs as well as Kern COG's project delivery policies give
extra points for projects that improve safety, including:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Highway Safety and Improvement Program (HSIP)- local & state road safety projects
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) - state highway safety projects
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) - local road ma intenance & safety projects
Active Transportation Program (ATP) - (58%-78% pis. for safety & need depending on size)
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) - (50% of points safety/congestion)
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) - (40% of points for safety/congestion)
Kern Motorist Aid Authority (KMAA)- Travel info., safety roadside c leanup, safety corridors

"
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2007-2018 Highway Safety and Improvement Program (HSIP) – Kern Region
At,-.cney

U:-niquc
Project ID

Name

I.Aml

2018

H9-06-001

I

Prui«t

lorralion,of W.orll.

CO.I;

ln$1l,D new$ "ped ~~Ui;m ,~wtJlls. !ilQP ~ ~ping 311d e few' 5
OJlb ramos,

~ ~i;..g 1111 eise,:;tion l"oe!I~ lhrougJvio.l1 111e 1Ci!y or Alvfn wl(h
an ~ s ~ IOcallOl'IS ad'".,aconl lo,pa.1<s and :!IChOOllS

20 ,a
2018

H9-06-00::Z

.Federal !Funds I

lnsliill ·lrnffie ~JialS..

·toa0 crossings., Ul)Qtad Mil iilSl:all new

~ en(, ~riping,~rnd

p;wement 1n9ti;e~

I

Calloway Driv.e .-. rrmt or Norris. Middle Schodl a, exisoog ~
Mt1' MamatlM Ori'l'tl Manno, Street ,n rron1 of Ptit.111 e ~

1s

ilnl'l ng ye1row- i:eacons nNr (t(lsswt!lli.S.

$

246.100

$

I $.

124,400

$

111 ,,

I .,

:211 ,200

$

190 ,08~

s

'194,000

s

174,eot:

$

168,000

s

School at ,Bllisling crosswalk near l<yner Avenue.

Fifi.~ n (571 slgna!i.u:<1 I n ~ 'Wilhin Iha nonn wcsl potlion of I RClnOIIO e::,:isting l)CdCSl/ian wa.ll<f00111 wall< signal·IM!i!!II$
·
alild fl\$tall
l!he Cil')r of B11ke1$efiekL

201G

HS-06-002

i;,ew

E;.iN• " t(88). l;n . liUd it:il rsed!ons\oUhln tn .·~'We$t i,ortiorl
11he Cii)r Of BakeriJiekL

pedeslria

oou

d,;,,m lime, rncxi~ tor 1111 pl;ldasiri11n c r r ; l ( l ~

ofl Ret!IOve !r.1:•s.llng pede.slrian W31k.ldon'l ""31k signal~
lil8W pede&1J'ia oou d ~

J'ld '

tall.

limi!f niod1M& tor all 1j)lllde&.:irian crois~

"'

2015
·- -

I.~·~

·-

1:;-" - "·- ·

2015

HSIP7'..()6..(M)S

2013

HSlf6..-06:..002
HSJPS.06.001

----- --

---

- -

patano

20,s

Delano

20 1::l

DeJano.

$190,000
$129,000

~~ti2}ero

2018

H9.oll.011

Tno ·111to,socuans Of Rabot1s Laoo at S0q.u0ia1O!i'Yo, H0tl'ls at t,tar,or,
sod Manoi al China Gr.ada,L"""'.

2018

H9-06-013

:20,a

~.Q07

2016

H8-06-008

20,a

HS-08-009

201,s

HB-06-010

1n'I. l"S6Cbons.

l'OUOMl.11 tlMI Ul'lsloorpol"a

aat,:ersfi~~. Oilda'le, ~ e r Rt~ Lake t,,ai:Jel

~

and Rosemond

Sail DiegQ S1reet lleme,en Hall Road and ~
·Avenue. mlhe
un,ncol'l)()rated CO!M'IUniW cl Lamont l\effl Cou!l!.Y.

lntef'Sactioo al Ai!ip(ll1 Or at Noni& Rel

VliliOOll!I ioGalion!i throughout the Couniy of Kem.

Coostruc;I in.1en.ecllofl improvemer11e:. oci\Jding r;epl~ sig!l<II
hao~ 3-0 I n ~, ins _ g I
pav ment
maiters/s~ el 22 lnten;ections. am upgrading e:xisiing ADA

~»lbl.e,Cllrb r11~
I

Countv

20i2
20 12

I

iiS1P6-06-0t5

Patton Way

1·

Upgrade Billislirng g1111~als.

be1ween Hegeman Rd. and Snow Rd.

Rob rts. l:.nJOilda/e Ot"

" l111s1& two-way lelHllfll I
Coostrucl felt-tum lielll!!BC modify bafl'ic ~
~C!CMft lle:adls

1

loll

e

; lm,tall pede&1rian

437,9!00

s
$ 315,000

$

S.100,3(11)

$

$

787,600

$

11,S67.~

$

$

lnststl OQntlnenlal c;:l'OS,w.a1k:, aoo lighling at 1ci.s e!dsllng ID(:Olll!rolled I $

I
HSIPS-05,.014

$

$3:20.000

-strian ~ iireas.
COl'Wart signal to mast arm ror l'atllwfii bound lraffie oo Quincy st
and insta1
ooootdown skmal lill!ad!i
inm ll ~itlon;;il .~
h~d, al ROlilh.. WE!!i,t 41nd ~ t ~ dlreei.lons
on 1haMar side,ofltiie i n ~.

249,300

$35(),0()0

County.

20 15

Kem

$,

CE.ell AVE- ANO HIETT A\I\E, INTERSECilo:N

oommun, " oi Kl m Counl!/'.

.Kem
count¥

$ 171,000:
$116,000'

$4().100

_ _ .. _ajgni..
l111Staa pedestmin aei.uated warning s.yslems; IRstal ~l'I09d Yim
Malt:inas. and ln'1a:II ?edes.lrlan,Cros...,., Siaill$
I UllQrade !raffle signals.: lnslall 1
p rol:ld«l le1Mum phasin:I

Hrl,()tH110

H!l-06-012

BENTON STREET 1BETWEEN Mlf!fG A\IE. ANO WllSO.N RO.
lii!sta!I podest11a11 oroui~s. ,at un,:orilt(;ffe(I ~tiOCls; lmtll~~
la:msr inlE!raeciiom, wa[nl

2018

~ Sigli'lalimd

Coonl'lr

pede1, " n ODUll1dDW.11 heed a · each siglllil zed interaectioo

$126,000

Cecil Aw8/AfJ:Jano/ St
INSTAU.. TRAFFIC SIGNAt

2018

Kllittl

Ins

lnsbaB pedes1nan oourrtdown signal head&

HSIPs-o&-004
6375

Deta1110

1

- --

,'tloill'i n the,100th ~

IN<STAU. FLASI-IINO 8€.ACONS ANO CURB RAMPS.
Twenl)'•ooo (22.1 oooontfdled ~trian erosslnQ ~Uoris t!VOl.lQl'IO!.II
Iha Ciiv al

I

~

-

poction of the Cil:r o.f Ba~etSlietd
60 inlersections Um1uchoot ille Gilv ,a€ Bakersfield

20 11
63'10

Counw

----

Vtlri!til.ls Loa, Ions • 50 slgnel~ Im ~ .

I

:250,000

s

$

.21$, 10()

$

s

219,100

s

$

.272,000 $

s

·uoo.ooo

$

$

'1,1.34,300

$

5.120.~

.567,J
219.11>9

uoo.009

$100,000
$13'9,000

,s 09,ood
~mbe 12. 2()18

2007-2018 Highway Safety and Improvement Program (HSIP) – Kern Region
At,-.cney
Name
Kem

Coul'!tv
K9l,n

C~tv
~ntv

K8l1i
~oontv

Kern
Cooniv

Ve'a l'

U:-niquc
Project ID

2011

HS:IP4.()6.()13

Mount Vemctl AV(J. beiweetl'I ~ ntlJCky SI. and Nil s Pl.

200a

•1:1370

UPGRAD£ TRAFFIC $1GNAl$

2008

·6369'

UPGRADE TRAFFIC SIGHAL.S; CONSTRUCT CURB RAMi;>S

2008

837

UPGRADE T~FIC $!Gr-IA.LS; CONSl RUCT CURB :RAMPS

2007

5435

lorralion,o f W.orll.

Pruim

D~c:ripdQn of Wol"k
I Modify rais«t medlill!I&; 1'1lb:aie Cl'()stw.a · COl'lsttuci curb r-.i-mps

CO. I;

UPGRADE TRAFFIC S,tGNALS; RiE:I.IOVE FiX.EO OEIJECTS.
CONSTRUCT CURB RAMPS..

I

SOUTH UNION AV£. AND FAIRVIEW RO .. TER.S<E.CTION
IITTEJRSE()TION OF FLOWER ST..AHD HAUEY ST.

jefart nd

201G

Hll-06-0 2

Shafter
~fter

2015
2011

HS1P7-06-00II
HSIP4..()6..(l();j;

201a

1-1$,00.(113

Kefn Stree

I

!raft

cotira h ds LEO ~.oaclway l.uminanK. iM'l:all Radar- Sp,Nd Fffd
Beck Slgn51. re-deslsl;n pedei;1rians.crmswalks. rep.am aoo add

1st Slleell and t,h!!!ffli ~

rasco

2018

H9-06-0.21

V

wasco

20 16

He-06-0-1 5

VMOIJI local ions al'O(J!:'lcl Barker P

1

l!Oailions on IOelll ro.,dways INoughOi.11 w

20 15
20 10
2008

HS1P7-06409
HS1P3-06a041

Vanous. lo(:calions will:ln ·JM Wasco ,, ,_ littlll$
Pan Ave. between SR 46 ood 9th P1aoo

,6:)66

&iCYCl!.EIPEOESffllAN 1t.4PR.QVEMENTS

lw.aseo

2007

54~1

ltiiSTALL N-PAYeMENT CFl:OSSW,t,;LI( LIGHTS.

io/Va&ee

200F/'

H~2

INiSTAU. tN•PA~cNT CR.OSSWAI.IK UGHTS.

Was.co
;Wasoo

l,Na!ICO _
I.

$231 ,000

$~7,900

$165.,000

$

$231,000

$207.900

48,500 1

$273,2401

.212,400

$

1081 IIOO

$

I

212,4001
1 ,081

JU][

:$900,()()il)'.

$1,200,800

R.emove e1(1Wng ~ Y tum,ni.rlee. and · SUIIIIVcg'II~
~

00.

$

4$2,00()

$

432.000

s.

114,023

$

114,0~

178,800

$

160,~

143.900 $

'143,900
$ 184 000'
$211,59o

I

ffll!!leini:is.

I

$ 91,0001

$303,600

U~t.ldi :!91ing with nl!IW &llaJ' rla&flifl~ 1.1:D SIOp &iinS, 1:raflio
Vllllioos sl.ap coniro11ad Slleraecl:iom, eh:Hng,Ger:mli A"'8nue·, aJlld P.eoons striplng arod mar.king,. !o()laJ Speed l!.lmil.wamfng111a.-,hing, beacon
$
Ave and Slti Stred.
~ 'Mt'II rn<ta1 speed iecdbae Ct0$SW9Lk wi , rn~:,,warl'llng
linhts and 11oomde ADA curb ramm.
l.8fOO ................ bilifween JJ>i>nv Ave . .and Zet!ksr Rd,
lnsta.11 ouardrail
! $
lerdo tt,,,y, between Cllemi A~ tm.1 Or~ Rd
l11st11ll mediiln g1,1i1rd~L 11l1im1, ,.,r1p1n9, ilnd ~v.ememt ml!rkilng,.

I

I

$213,000

I

SOUTH UNION AVSNUE .611\l[I PACHECO RO

I BERNARD ST. ANOAJ::TA VISTA.OR. INTE:RSECTION

.Federal !Fum'lsl

Upgrade roadway~ al'ld variOut; i · ~a~ as reoommandiid iii
2017 Cit!' Q1 ~~ ,R ~ y $a(«y Signs.A1'!01I Projeet ~

11nst.aa Rectangular Repidl Flashing Beacons (RRF&), higl'l visibility
$
0!0$SW!!ik!l, ln1111 ~ t k, ~!lid AO.ti. «iftl rerrm.
Roactwav Se"""' ,..,.. Alld?. 8l'ld ...,... ,m<1r,1,:lelinS1ala:ion ,,..,;,,.,,
$
Coosl:rucl AOA como1iant Wlb. aut1er. sidew;,11: ilDd ourlb rilll105
i'.l'H smE~1 BETWEEN BFIOAD1NA'rf AND PAU.1 AVENUES
MID-BLOCK CROSSWALI< ON POSO DRIVE BETIM:EN GRIFFITH I
AVE. ANO POPlJ,.R AVE.
INIBRSECTIOH OF PALM AVE. AND 9TH PILACliL
HSIP• KcmToiit 2007•WJ.H

2

2ofl

S:232900

$235J00
SSS.000

I

~$49,5001

$111~.'l'OO

$ 170.~ .

.$20,20.$,523

S.19,.057,003

~mbe 12. 2()18

