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SPECIAL NOTICE 

 
Public Participation and Accessibility 

January 5, 2022, Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
and the Kern Council of Governments Board of Directors Meetings 

 
On September 16, 2021, Governor Gavin Newsom signed into law Assembly Bill (AB) 361 
which authorizes a local agency to use teleconferencing without complying with the 
teleconferencing requirements imposed by the Ralph M. Brown Act when a legislative body of a 
local agency holds a meeting during a declared state of emergency or when state or local health 
officials have imposed or recommended measures to promote social distancing. Based on 
guidance from the California Governor’s Office and Department of Public Health, as well as the 
County Health Officer, in order to minimize the potential spread of the COVID-19 virus, Kern 
Council of Governments hereby provides notice that as a result of the declared federal, state, 
and local health emergencies, and in light of the Governor’s signing of AB 361, the following 
adjustments have been made: 
 

• The meeting scheduled for January 5, 2022, at 1:30 p.m. will have limited public access 
to maintain social distancing. Masks will be required to attend the meeting in person. 

• Consistent with AB 361, Committee/Board Members may elect to attend the meeting 
telephonically and participate in the meeting to the same extent as if they were 
physically present. 

• The public may participate in the meeting and address the Committee/Board in person 
under Public Comments. 

• If the public does not wish to attend in person, they may participate in the meeting and 
address the Committee/Board as follows: 
 

o You may offer comment in real time via your phone or from your computer, 
tablet or smartphone (see below). 

o If you wish to submit a comment in advance of the scheduled meeting you may 
submit your comment via email to feedback@kerncog.org  by 1:00 p.m. January 
5, 2021 (this is not a requirement). 
 

Please join my meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone.  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702  

 
You can also dial in using your phone.  

United States: +1 (312) 878-3080  
 

Access Code: 586-617-702  
 

New to GoToMeeting? Get the app now and be ready when your first meeting starts:  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/586617702 

mailto:feedback@kerncog.org
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702
tel:+13128783080,,586617702
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/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 October 6, 2021. VOICE VOTE 

 
IV. REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION (RHNA) DEVELOPMENT UPDATE (Invina) 

 
Comment: The 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan is scheduled to be 
completed in July 2022. The Draft RHNA Methodology was submitted to California Department of 
Housing and Community Development (HCD) for review. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

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.  Over 7,000 Kern residents have participated in the 2022 RTP public involvement 
process.  This item is a regular update provided to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
(RPAC). 
   
Action: Information.  

 
VI. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
VII. MEMBER ITEMS 
 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 
The next scheduled meeting will be February 1, 2022.  



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
  

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                     WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                   October 6, 2021 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                              1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman Staples called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m. 
 

I. ROLL CALL: 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Loren Culp  Ridgecrest 

Suzanne Forrest Shafter 
     Mark Staples  Taft 
     Scott Lau  Caltrans 
     Keri Cobb  Wasco 
     Christine Viterelli Arvin 
     Kanika Kith  California City 
     Asha Chandy  Community Member 

  
KERN COG STAFF:  Ahron Hakimi  Becky Napier    
     Rochelle Invina  Rob Ball   
     Ben Raymond 
            
OTHERS:    Troy Hightower  TDH Associates  
     Susanna Komendi Bakersfield   

      Jeff Schwab  RGS 
     Thomas Pogue  University of Pacific 
     Nick Hill  KCBCC 
     Jacqueline Aguilar TDH Associates 
    

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 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 Forrest made a motion to approve the discussion summary of 
September 1, 2021, seconded by Committee Member Viterelli with all in favor. 

 
 

IV. REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION (RHNA) DEVELOPMENT UPDATE 
– DRAFT RHNA METHODOLOGY (Invina) 

 
Comment: The 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan is scheduled to 
be completed in July 2022. The draft RHNA Methodology framework report is attached for 
review.  
 
 



Thomas Pogue of the University of Pacific presented information to the Committee about 
RHNA Methodology. 
 
Mr. Pogue answered question concerning the RTP information used to develop the 
methodology – the 2022 RTP; pollution and high opportunity maps and their availability – yes 
the maps are available. 
 
Chairman Staples answered a question concerning Kern COG assistance to agencies in 
developing their housing elements. 

 
Action: This was an information item. 
 

V. 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 
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. This item is a regular update provided to the 
RPAC. 
 
Discussion ensued concerning the need for developers to build affordable housing, and what 
their capability is to build housing that is not single family and is infill. 
 
Action: This was an information item. 

 
VII. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

  
VIII. MEMBER ITEMS 

 
None. 
 

IX. ADJOURNMENT 
 

With no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 2:59 p.m. The next scheduled meeting 
of the RPAC is November 3, 2021.  



IV. 
RPAC 

 

 
 

January 5, 2022 
 

  
TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
  

By: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri, Regional Planner  
  
SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTE AGENDA ITEM: IV. 

REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION (RHNA) DEVELOPMENT UPDATE  
 
  
DESCRIPTION:  
 
The 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan is scheduled to be completed in July 
2022. The Draft RHNA Methodology was submitted to California Department of Housing and Community 
Development (HCD) for review. 
 
DISCUSSION:   
 
Background 
The California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) is required to allocate the 
region’s share of the statewide housing need to Councils of Governments (COG) based on Department 
of Finance (DOF) population projections and regional population forecasts used in preparing regional 
transportation plans. Kern COG has the responsibility of developing the state-mandated RHNA Plan. 
 
The RHNA process will identify the number of housing units that each local government must 
accommodate in the Housing Element of its General Plan (Government Code §65584). As part of the 
region’s planning efforts, Kern COG works with local governments and stakeholders on the RHNA Plan 
to identify areas within the region sufficient to house an 8.5-year projection of the regional housing need. 
Additionally, the RHNA allocates housing units within the region consistent with the development pattern 
included in the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), and is part of the Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP). The development of 6th Cycle RHNA Plan will happen in tandem with the Kern COG’s 2022 
RTP/SCS. The 6th Cycle RHNA Plan is scheduled to be completed in July 2022. 
 
Activities 
Feb. 2021 - Commence 6th cycle RHNA development 
June 2021 - Kern COG began the RHNA determination consultation with HCD 

Kern Council 
of Governments 



July 2021 - Kern COG contracted with Regional Government Services Authority (RGS), Rincon 
Consultants, Inc. and Mintier Harnish Planning Consultants to assist with the development 
of the 6th Cycle RHNA Plan.  

August 2021  - Staff presented the RHNA development timeline and RHNA objectives during the 
RTP/SCS Community Stakeholder Meeting #2, Kern COG requested an early RHNA 
determination from HCD, and the Member Jurisdiction Survey was emailed to member 
agencies (Attachment 3)  

 - Kern COG receives final RHNA Determination from HCD 
Sept. 2021 - Staff and RHNA consultants begin draft RHNA methodology consultation with HCD 

- Staff and RHNA consultants presented an overview of the RHNA methodology during 
the RPAC meeting  

October 2021 - Staff and RHNA consultants presented the preliminary Draft RHNA Methodology to 
RPAC and TPPC 

 - Continue draft RHNA methodology consultation with HCD 
Nov. 2021  - Staff and RHNA consultants presented the Draft RHNA Methodology during the 

RTP/SCS Community Stakeholder Meeting #3 on November 3rd 
 - 30-day Public Comment Period on the Draft RHNA Methodology from November 8 – 

December 9, 2021 with Public Hearing on November 18th  
 - Community Stakeholder Survey (Attachment 4) 
Dec. 2021  - Kern COG submits Draft RHNA Methodology to HCD for their 60-day review process  
 
Kern COG RHNA development updates and information is available on RHNA webpage: 
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/ If you have any questions or comments regarding the 
RHNA process, please contact Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri at rinvina@kerncog.org.  
 
Draft RHNA Methodology Development 
One of the RHNA statutory tasks Kern COG is responsible for is to develop and propose a RHNA 
methodology for distributing the existing and projected housing regional housing need to the cities and 
counties within the region. There were several recent legislation changes in the development of the 
RHNA for this 6th cycle. One includes the addition of the 5th objective, the requirement of the RHNA 
plan to “affirmatively further fair-housing.” Which means “taking meaningful actions, in addition to 
combating discrimination, that overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities free 
from barriers that restrict access to opportunity based on protected characteristics… transforming 
racially and ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into areas of opportunity, and fostering and 
maintaining compliance with civil rights and fair housing laws,” (Government Code 65584(e)).   
 
Kern COG, with input from elected officials, local staff, and stakeholders, must develop a methodology 
that quantifies and distributes the number of housing units assigned to each local government to meet 
the total regional housing need. During the September 1st RPAC meeting, Thomas Pogue of the 
University of the Pacific, presented an overview of the draft RHNA methodology and discussed the 
objectives and factors for this RHNA cycle. On the October 6th RPAC meeting, the preliminary Draft 
RHNA Methodology Framework report was presented and discussed. The report provides the detailed 
steps and explanation of the factors applied in the draft RHNA methodology. The report also includes 
the final RHNA determination by HCD. The Kern COG Final Regional Determination for Cycle 6 RHNA 
(2024-2032) is 57,650 units. That final RHNA Determination was received on August 31, 2021 and 
includes adjustments for vacancy, replacement, overcrowding, and cost burden as required by state 
law. 
 
In addition, Kern COG hosted Public Roundtable Meetings on August 3rd and November 3rd to seek 
community stakeholder input. Staff has received input from local member agencies, public and private 
industries and community organizations such as Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability and 

https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/
mailto:rinvina@kerncog.org


Center on Race, Poverty and the Environment. During the November Roundtable meeting, Kern COG 
hosted a housing panel discussion that involved representatives from a local city, San Joaquin Valley 
government agency consultant, Kern Home Builder’s, and Housing Authority of Kern. During this meeting 
the City of Bakersfield staff expressed concerns with the City’s initial draft RHNA. The City would be 
allocated a large part of the region’s share along with a significant share of the low-income allocation. 
Kern COG staff and the City of Bakersfield staff met to further discuss these concerns and potential 
solutions.  
 
Draft RHNA Methodology Review Process 
The public comment period for the Draft RHNA Methodology began November 8, 2021 and ended 
December 9, 2021 with a Public Hearing held during the November 18th Kern COG Board Meeting. There 
were no comments received during the Public Hearing. There was one comment received submitted by 
the City of Tehachapi (Attachment 2).   
 
ACTION: Information 

 
Attachment 1: Draft RHNA Methodology Report  
Attachment 2: City of Tehachapi Comment  
Attachment 3: Kern Member Jurisdiction Survey Summary and Results  
Attachment 4: Kern Community Stakeholder Survey Summary and Results  
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Glossary of Acronyms 

ACS  American Community Survey 

AFFH  Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing 

CHAS  Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy 

COG  Council of Governments 

GIS  Geographic Information System 

HAMFI  HUD Area Median Family Income 

HCD  California Department of Housing and Community Development 

HUD  U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 

RHNA  Regional Housing Needs Allocation 

RHNA Plan   Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan 

TCAC  California Tax Credit Allocation Committee 
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Introduction 

Overview 
The Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) is a state-required process that seeks to ensure cities and counties are 

planning for enough housing to accommodate all economic segments of the community. The process is split into 

three steps: 

1. Regional Determination: The State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) provides 

each region a Regional Determination of housing need, which includes a total number of units split into four 

income categories. Kern COG received its Final Regional Determination for Cycle 6 RHNA (2023-2031) in 

August of 2021. 

2. RHNA Methodology: Councils of Governments are responsible for developing a RHNA methodology for 

allocating the Regional Determination to each jurisdiction in the region. This methodology must further a 

series of State objectives. 

3. Housing Element Updates: Each jurisdiction must then adopt a housing element that demonstrates, among 

other things, how the jurisdiction can accommodate its assigned RHNA number through its zoning. The state 

reviews each jurisdiction’s housing element for compliance. 

This document describes a Draft Methodology Framework for Kern County’s 2023-2031 RHNA Cycle 6. The Kern COG 

Final Regional Determination for Cycle 6 RHNA (2023-2031) is 57,650 units. That final RHNA Determination was 

received on August 31, 2021, and includes adjustments for vacancy, replacement, overcrowding, and cost burden as 

required by state law. In development of this Draft Methodology Framework, efforts on other Cycle 6 Methodologies 

were reviewed and incorporated as their demonstration of best practices warranted. To these ends, particular focus 

was given to the Cycle 6 RHNA Methodology used by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) and that 

under development by Fresno COG.   

Implications of RHNA for Local Governments 
California requires that all local governments (cities and counties) adequately plan to meet the housing needs of 

everyone in the community. The RHNA quantifies the need for housing at all income levels and informs local land use 

planning in addressing existing and future housing needs resulting from population, employment, and household 

growth. As such, in addition to the total overall housing need number of 57,650 units, the Final RHNA Determination 

includes units required to meet housing needs across four income categories which are defined in terms of area 

median household income (AMHI). These housing needs by income level are reported in Table 1. 

Table 1 Final HCD RHNA Determination for Kern COG 

Income Category  Income Limits  Percent 
Housing 
Unit Need 

Broad 
Income 
Category 

Income 
Limits  Percent 

Housing 
Unit Need 

Very Low   <50% AMHI  25.4%  14,658  Lower 
Income 

<80% 
AMHI 

41.6%  23,986 
Low  50%-80% AMHI  16.2%  9,328 

Moderate  80%-120% AMHI  16.1%  9,299  Higher 
Income 

>80% 
AMHI 

58.4%  33,664 
Above Moderate  >120% AMHI  42.3%  24,365 

Total    100.0%  57,650      100.0%  57,650 
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Kern COG, with input from elected officials, local staff, and stakeholders, must develop a methodology that quantifies 

and distributes the number of housing units assigned to each local government to meet the total regional housing 

need. The allocation must meet statutory objectives identified in California Housing Element Law (Government Code 

§§ 65580-65589.11) and be consistent with the forecasted development pattern from the Regional Transportation 

Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) (e.g., see Government Code § 65584.04(m)). The RHNA 

methodology allows for some discretion; however, state law, such as in Government Code § 65584(d) and 

Government Code §65584.04(e), requires Kern COG to further a series of objectives and to consider and include 

several additional factors to the extent that sufficient data is available and so long as either the factor is specifically 

listed in 65584.04(e) or 1) Kern COG specifies which objective(s) from 65584(d) each additional factor is necessary to 

further or 2) none of the factors undermine the objectives in 65584(d), the factors are applied equally across all 

income levels, and Kern COG makes a finding that any factors not already listed in 65584.04(e) are necessary to 

address significant health and safety conditions. This draft Methodology Framework Report develops that RHNA 

methodology, presenting a Draft RHNA Methodology for RHNA Cycle 6 that addresses the statutory objectives while 

considering the other factors as well. 

Following the development and adoption of the RHNA methodology, the Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan 

(RHNA Plan) formalizes the RHNA process into a planning document, establishing the total number of housing units 

that each city and county must plan for within the eight-year planning period. California Housing Element Law 

requires local governments to adopt plans and regulatory systems that provide opportunities for, and do not unduly 

constrain, housing development. Following the adoption of the RHNA Plan, each local jurisdiction must then update 

the housing element of its general plan to demonstrate how zoning will accommodate its share of RHNA (e.g., see 

Government Code § 65583(a)(3)). 

If a jurisdiction does not take actions consistent with its adopted housing element, HCD may revoke housing element 

compliance (e.g., see Government Code § 65585(i)(1)(B)). If noncompliance is determined a range of penalties and 

consequences are possible. These include finding, because of its noncompliant housing element, that the 

jurisdiction’s General Plan is inadequate and is therefore invalid, in which case the jurisdiction can no longer make 

permitting decisions. Jurisdictions with noncompliant housing elements are also vulnerable to litigation from housing 

rights’ organizations, developers, and HCD, which may lead to mandatory compliance orders, suspension of local 

building control, and court approval of housing developments.  

RHNA Objectives 
State statute requires Kern COG to demonstrate how its methodology “furthers” the five RHNA objectives shown 

below. This not only requires consistency, but proactive inclusion of each objective into the methodology. Each 

objective in Government Code § 65584(d) is described below.1 

OBJECTIVE 1. INCREASE HOUSING SUPPLY AND MIX OF HOUSING TYPES 
Increasing the housing supply and the mix of housing types, tenure, and affordability in all cities and counties within 

the region in an equitable manner, which shall result in each jurisdiction receiving an allocation of units for low- and 

very low-income households. 

 
1 Descriptions are taken from: 
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=65584.&lawCode=GOV accessed on 
8/31/2021. 
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OBJECTIVE 2. PROMOTE INFILL, EQUITY, AND ENVIRONMENT 
Promoting infill development and socioeconomic equity, the protection of environmental and agricultural resources, 

the encouragement of efficient development patterns, and the achievement of the region’s greenhouse gas 

reductions targets provided by the State Air Resources Board pursuant to Section 65080. 

OBJECTIVE 3. ENSURE JOBS HOUSING BALANCE AND FIT 
Promoting an improved intraregional relationship between jobs and housing, including an improved balance between 

the number of low-wage jobs and the number of housing units affordable to low-wage workers in each jurisdiction.  

OBJECTIVE 4. PROMOTE REGIONAL INCOME PARITY 
Allocating a lower proportion of housing need to an income category when a jurisdiction already has a 

disproportionately high share of households in that income category, as compared to the countywide distribution of 

households in that category from the most recent American Community Survey.  

OBJECTIVE 5. AFFIRMATIVELY FURTHER FAIR HOUSING 
Affirmatively furthering fair housing means taking meaningful actions, in addition to combating discrimination, that 

overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities free from barriers that restrict access to 

opportunity based on protected characteristics. Specifically, affirmatively furthering fair housing means taking 

meaningful actions that, taken together, address significant disparities in housing needs and in access to opportunity, 

replacing segregated living patterns with truly integrated and balanced living patterns, transforming racially and 

ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into areas of opportunity, and fostering and maintaining compliance with 

civil rights and fair housing laws.  

Base RHNA Calculation 

The first step in the RHNA methodology is to determine each jurisdiction’s total RHNA before it is divided by income 

categories. The Draft RHNA Methodology determines each jurisdiction’s total RHNA number by multiplying the HCD 

RHNA Determination by the proportion of household growth attributed to a jurisdiction in the forecast for the 

RTP/SCS between 2023 and 2031.  

Table 2 Total RHNA Allocation by Jurisdiction 2023‐2031 

Jurisdiction 

A  B  C 

Household Growth (2023-2031)  Share of Growth  Base RHNA Allocation 

Arvin  398  2.04%  1,174 

Bakersfield  12,713  64.98%  37,461 

California City  145  0.74%  427 

Delano  633  3.24%  1,866 

Maricopa  4  0.02%  13 

McFarland  83  0.42%  244 

Ridgecrest  487  2.49%  1,436 

Shafter  1,118  5.71%  3,294 

Taft  171  0.88%  504 

Tehachapi  306  1.56%  902 

Wasco  369  1.88%  1,086 

Unincorporated  3,137  16.03%  9,243 

Total Kern County  19,564  100%  57,650 
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Table 2 reports the results of this process for Kern County. In Column A each jurisdiction’s household growth during 

Kern County’s 6th RHNA Cycle (2023-2031) is reported based on the RTP/SCS forecast.2 The associated jurisdictional 

shares (Column B) are then multiplied by the County’s total housing unit need, 57,650, to get the base total RHNA 

determination by jurisdiction in Column C.  

The second step determines the jurisdictional allocations by income category based on the existing distribution of 

household income and an Income Equity Adjustment Factor. The Income Equity Adjustment Factor directly furthers 

the first and fourth RHNA objectives by promoting a mixture of housing types, tenure, and affordability as well as 

regional balance across household income distributions. It does this by applying the adjustment factor to the 

difference between each jurisdiction’s household income distribution and the income distribution for the entire 

county.    

Table 3 illustrates how this process is applied in Kern County. In Columns A and B, the jurisdictions’ existing share of 

lower income and higher income households are reported.3 The difference between the regional share of lower 

income households (43%) and the jurisdiction’s existing share of lower income households (Column A) is then 

calculated in Column C. Similarly, the difference between the regional share of higher income households (57%) and 

the jurisdiction’s existing share of higher income households (Column B) is calculated in Column D. Those differences 

are then multiplied by the Income Equity Adjustment Factor (Column E), 150%, and then added to the existing 

proportions to get the equity adjusted shares of lower income (Column F) and higher income (Column G) households. 

Table 3 Calculation of Equity Adjusted Household Income Shares 
Jurisdiction   A  B  C  D  E  F  G 

Existing 
Lower HH 

(%) 

Existing 
Higher HH 

(%) 

Regional Lower 
HH Share (43%) 
less Jurisdiction 

Regional Higher 
HH Share (57%) 
less Jurisdiction 

Income Equity 
Adjustment 

Factor 

Equity Adj. 
Lower HH 

(%) 

Equity Adj. 
Higher HH 

(%) 

Arvin  65%  35%  -23%  23% 

150% 

32%  68% 

Bakersfield  36%  64%  7%  -7%  46%  54% 

California City  48%  52%  -6%  6%  40%  60% 

Delano  57%  43%  -14%  14%  36%  64% 

Maricopa  61%  39%  -18%  18%  34%  66% 

McFarland  69%  31%  -26%  26%  30%  70% 

Ridgecrest  35%  65%  8%  -8%  47%  53% 

Shafter  56%  44%  -13%  13%  36%  64% 

Taft  45%  55%  -3%  3%  42%  58% 

Tehachapi  42%  58%  1%  -1%  43%  57% 

Wasco  60%  40%  -17%  17%  34%  66% 

Unincorporated  47%  53%  -4%  4%  41%  59% 

Kern County  43%  57%  0%  0%  43%  57% 

When multiplied by the jurisdictions’ total RHNA allocations, these equity adjusted household shares give jurisdictions 

with a relatively high share of households in an income category a smaller allocation of housing units in that category 

and gives jurisdictions with low shares of households in an income category larger allocations of housing units in that 

category. It thereby directly balances disproportionate household income distributions and promotes a mixture of 

housing types.   

 
2 This report uses the Kern County RTP/SCS Forecast dated 10/13/2021 for these estimates.  
3 In this report, the percentage of lower income households is based on the number of households with median family 
income reported as 80% or less HUD Area Median Family Income (HAMFI) by jurisdiction in the U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development's Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data from the 2013-2017 American 
Community Survey 5-year average estimates. 



DRAFT

 

Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology: November 2021            Page 8 of 16 

Table 4 details the process of how these elements are applied to estimate the initial housing unit allocation by income 

category for Kern County. In Column A the jurisdictions’ Base RHNA Allocation is multiplied by their Equity Adjusted 

Lower Income Household share to get a base lower income RHNA determination in Column C. However, because of 

adjustments to the allocations, the sum of lower income RHNA housing units in Column C, 25,304, is more than the 

23,986 lower income housing units in the Final HCD RHNA Determination for Kern County. Therefore, that difference 

of -5.21% at the County level (Column D) is applied to each jurisdiction’s base lower income RHNA determination 

(Column D) to get in Column E the initial lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction calibrated to the Final 

HCD RHNA Determination for Kern County.  The share of higher income households (Column F) is then estimated by 

subtracting the Initial Lower Income allocation (Column E) from the Total Base RHNA (Column A).  

Table 4 Initial RHNA Allocation by Jurisdiction and Calibration to Final HCD RHNA Determination 

Jurisdiction 

A  B  C  D  E  F 

Base RHNA 
Allocation 

 Equity Adj. 
Lower HH (%) 

Lower 
RHNA 

% Adj Lower 
RHNA 

Initial Lower 
RHNA 

Initial Higher 
RHNA 

Arvin  1,174  32%  371  -5.21%  352  822 

Bakersfield  37,461  46%  17,376  -5.21%  16,471  20,990 

California City  427  40%  172  -5.21%  163  265 

Delano  1,866  36%  667  -5.21%  632  1,233 

Maricopa  13  34%  4  -5.21%  4  9 

McFarland  244  30%  72  -5.21%  69  175 

Ridgecrest  1,436  47%  673  -5.21%  638  798 

Shafter  3,294  36%  1,200  -5.21%  1,137  2,157 

Taft  504  42%  210  -5.21%  199  305 

Tehachapi  902  43%  390  -5.21%  369  533 

Wasco  1,086  34%  373  -5.21%  354  732 

Unincorporated  9,243  41%  3,797  -5.21%  3,599  5,643 

Kern County  57,650  43%  25,304  -5.21%  23,986  33,664 

Table 5 presents the draft jurisdictional allocations aligned to the Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination by 

broad income level.   

Table 5 Final RHNA Housing Unit Determination Calibrated to Jurisdictional Household Income Levels 

Jurisdiction 

A  B  C 

Lower Income (0-80%)  Higher Income (80+%)  Base RHNA Allocation 

Arvin  352  822  1,174 

Bakersfield  16,471  20,990  37,461 

California City  163  265  427 

Delano  632  1,233  1,866 

Maricopa  4  9  13 

McFarland  69  175  244 

Ridgecrest  638  798  1,436 

Shafter  1,137  2,157  3,294 

Taft  199  305  504 

Tehachapi  369  533  902 

Wasco  354  732  1,086 

Unincorporated  3,599  5,643  9,243 

Kern County   23,986  33,664  57,650 
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Using the RTP/SCS forecast as the basis for total RHNA calculations ensures consistency between these two planning 

efforts. Since the RTP/SCS forecast is built from local plans, it incorporates a variety of regulatory, market, and 

performance factors. The RTP/SCS growth forecast has also been thoroughly vetted by local planning staff and 

represents a County-wide agreement on growth and its path to attaining climate and quality of life goals. While the 

RTP/SCS forecast of household growth during the 6th RHNA cycle from 2023-2031 has been used in this Draft RHNA 

Methodology, the RTP/SCS also generates county-wide and jurisdictional forecasts of population. A range of elements 

in RTP/SCS forecast could potentially be employed as the basis for the total RHNA calculations. These include using 

the jurisdictional composition of population/households in 2031 and using the shares of population/household 

growth rates through the RTP/SCS forecast period of 2046. Although the 2023-2031 RTP household growth shares 

have been selected, an overview of some of these additional RTP/SCS base allocations by jurisdiction of the RHNA 

Determination are presented in Table 14 in the Appendix.     

 Lower Income Housing Units Adjustment Factors 

The framework for the RHNA methodology is oriented around furthering each of the statutory RHNA objectives.  

In Table 6, the five RHNA objectives are listed by row and the adjustment factors used to further those objectives 

are listed by column. As described above, the First, Second and Fourth objectives are furthered through the total 

RHNA calculation relying on the development pattern in the RTP/SCS (step one) and the Income Equity 

Adjustment Factor (step two). However, additional adjustment factors are needed to further the Third and Fifth 

RHNA objectives. This section describes those factors. 

Table 6 RHNA Objectives and Allocation Adjustment Factors 

RHNA Objectives (rows)/ RHNA Adjustment 
Factors (columns) 

Baseline 
RTP/SCS 
Forecast 

Affirmatively 
Furthering Fair 
Housing Factor 

Income Equity 
Adjustment 

Factor 
Jobs-Housing 
Fit Factor 

Increasing the housing supply and mix of 
housing types, tenure, and affordability 

Furthers  Supports Furthers  Supports 

Promoting infill development and 
socioeconomic equity, protecting environmental 
and agricultural resources, and encouraging 
efficient development patterns 

Furthers  Supports   Supports 

Promoting an improved intraregional 
relationship between jobs and housing 

Supports      Furthers   

Balancing disproportionate household income 
distributions 

   Supports  Furthers    

Affirmatively furthering fair housing    Furthers  Supports    

Adjustment Factor One: Jobs‐Housing Fit Factor 
This factor addresses the objective to improve the intraregional relationship between jobs and housing, including 

explicit consideration of the balance between the number of low-wage jobs and the number of units affordable to 

low-wage jobs in the jurisdiction. While the RTP/SCS addresses the overall jobs-housing balance, it does not separate 

the lower income work-housing balance issue. Therefore, this factor considers the existing ratio of low-wage workers 

to units affordable to low-wage workers. Jurisdictions with a higher-than-average ratio receive an upward adjustment 

of lower income RHNA units and those with a lower-than-average ratio receive a downward adjustment of lower 

income RHNA units.  
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Table 7 reports the jobs-housing fit adjustment factors by jurisdiction for Kern County. It uses the number of jobs by 

jurisdiction that pay $3,333 per month or less as the measure of low-wage jobs in Column B.4  Given that HCD 

considers households who spend more than 30% of their income on housing to be cost burdened, data on units for 

rent at less than $1,000 a month (30% of $3,333 income) are used to estimate the number of affordable housing units 

by jurisdiction in Column A.5 The percentage difference between the overall county ratio of 2.32 and the jurisdictions’ 

ratios (Column C) is then used to proportionally adjust the jurisdictions’ allocated affordable housing units in Column 

D. Through this process jurisdictions with higher ratios of low-wage workers to affordable housing units are 

encouraged to zone for more affordable housing. 

Table 7 Jobs‐Housing Fit Factor Jurisdictional Variance 

Jurisdiction 

A  B  C  D 

Affordable Housing 
Units 

Low-Wage 
Jobs         

Jobs-Housing Fit 
Ratio 

% Adjustment from County 
Ratio [2.32] 

Arvin  1,789  2,592  1.45  -37.5% 

Bakersfield  27,064  84,241  3.11  34.2% 

California City  1,564  734  0.47  -79.8% 

Delano  4,141  9,970  2.41  3.8% 

Maricopa  171  90  0.53  -77.3% 

McFarland  1,211  5,660  4.67  101.5% 

Ridgecrest  2,961  4,396  1.48  -36.0% 

Shafter  1,866  6,644  3.56  53.5% 

Taft  1,263  1,732  1.37  -40.9% 

Tehachapi  874  2,445  2.80  20.6% 

Wasco  2,116  3,217  1.52  -34.5% 

Unincorporated  30,796  54,155  1.76  -24.2% 

Adjustment Factor Two: Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Factor  
This factor addresses the objective to take meaningful actions to address disparities in housing needs and in access to 

opportunity, such as employment, higher performing schools, health care, and transportation.  Using the share of 

existing homes in higher opportunity areas, this factor seeks to open high opportunity jurisdictions to all economic 

segments of the community by giving jurisdictions with a higher-than-average share of high opportunity housing units 

an upward adjustment of lower income RHNA units and those with a lower-than-average share a downward 

adjustment of lower income RHNA units.  

Table 8 reports the Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) adjustment factors by jurisdiction for Kern County. It 

uses the number of housing units a jurisdiction has that are in higher opportunity areas (Column A) divided by total 

number of housing units in that jurisdiction (Column B) to estimate the share of higher opportunity areas (Column C).6  

The percentage difference between the overall county share of 31.1% higher opportunity units and the jurisdictions’ 

shares are then used to proportionally adjust the jurisdictions’ allocated affordable housing units in Column D. 

 
4 In this report, 2018 jobs by jurisdiction data are used from the U.S. Census Bureau’s Longitudinal Employer-Household 
Dynamics (LEHD) program. 
5 In this report, Contract Rent reported by jurisdiction in the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey Table# 
B25056, 2019 5-Year Estimates is used to estimate affordable housing units. 
6 In this report the census tracts identified as high and highest resource in the 2021 Statewide Summary Table of the 
TCAC/HCD Opportunity Area Maps are used to identify the higher opportunity areas by jurisdiction. The associated housing 
units in those census tracts are then estimated from the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey Table# DP04, 
2019 5-Year data.  
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Through this process jurisdictions with larger shares of higher opportunity housing units are asked to zone for more 

affordable housing. In so doing, this factor intends to open high opportunity jurisdictions to all economic segments.  

Table 8 Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Factor Jurisdictional Variance 

Jurisdiction 

A  B  C  D 

Housing Units in 
High/Highest Resource 

Areas 
Total Housing 

Units       
Higher 

Opportunity Share 
Adjustment from County 

Share [31.1%] 

Arvin  0  5,130  0%  -31.1% 

Bakersfield  60,872  124,478  48.9%  17.8% 

California City  0  4,836  0%  -31.1% 

Delano  2,293  12,518  18.3%  -12.8% 

Maricopa  0  462  0%  -31.1% 

McFarland  0  3367  0%  -31.1% 

Ridgecrest  11,006  12,403  88.7%  57.6% 

Shafter  0  5,383  0%  -31.1% 

Taft  0  3,504  0%  -31.1% 

Tehachapi  0  3,616  0%  -31.1% 

Wasco  0  6,469  0%  -31.1% 

Unincorporated  18,594  115,951  16.0%  -15.1% 

Application of the Adjustment Factors 
The third step applies the two adjustment factors to each jurisdictions’ lower income units according to their 

respective factor weights and then uses the sum of those factors to increase or decrease the jurisdictions’ total lower 

income units. The lower income allocations from Column A of Table 5 are included in Column A of Table 9, and they 

are then adjusted by the factors. Each of the adjustment factors is weighted equally, so each gets one-half of the 

initial lower income housing unit allocation. The jurisdictions’ adjustments for each factor are then applied and the 

sum of these adjustments gives the Factor Adjusted Lower Income Housing Unit Allocation.  

Table 9 Jurisdictions’ Lower Income Factor Adjustment Allocations 

Jurisdiction 

A  B  C  D  E  F  G  H 

Lower 
Income 
RHNA 

Factor 1 
Weight = 
50% 

Factor 1 
% 

Adjusted 

Factor 1 
Jobs-

Housing 

Factor 2 
Weight = 
50% 

Factor 2 
% 

Adjusted 

Factor 
2  

AFFH 

Factor Adjusted 
Lower Income 

RHNA 

Arvin  352  176  -38%  110  176  -31%  121  231 

Bakersfield  16,471  8,235  34%  11,050  8,235  18%  9,700  20,750 

California City  163  81  -80%  16  81  -31%  56  72 

Delano  632  316  4%  328  316  -13%  276  604 

Maricopa  4  2  -77%  1  2  -31%  1  2 

McFarland  69  34  101%  69  34  -31%  24  93 

Ridgecrest  638  319  -36%  204  319  58%  503  707 

Shafter  1,137  569  53%  873  569  -31%  392  1,264 

Taft  199  100  -41%  59  100  -31%  69  127 

Tehachapi  369  185  21%  223  185  -31%  127  350 

Wasco  354  177  -34%  116  177  -31%  122  238 

Unincorporated  3,599  1,800  -24%  1,364  1,800  -15%  1,528  2,892 

Kern County  23,986  11,993 
 

14,412  11,993 
 

12,918  27,330 

Note: Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided.   

Table 9 details the factor adjustment process for Kern County. First, each factor’s weight is multiplied by the lower 

income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction (Column A). Doing this results in unadjusted factor weighted lower 
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income housing units in Columns B and E for both factors. Next, both factor adjustments are applied. The percentage 

adjustment from Factor One, the Jobs-Housing Fit Factor, from Column D of Table 7 is reported in Column C. The 

value in Column C is multiplied by the unadjusted factor weighted units from Column B and then added to Column B 

to get the factor adjusted jobs-housing fit lower income housing unit allocation in Column D.  Next, the percentage 

adjustment from Factor Two, the Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) Factor, from Column D of Table 8 is 

reported in Column F and multiplied by the unadjusted factor weighted units from Column E and then added to 

Column E to get the factor adjusted AFFH lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction in Column G. The sum 

of Column D and G then form a factor adjusted lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction in Column H.    

Draft Factor Adjusted RHNA Determination  

The fourth and final step re-aligns the jurisdictional factor adjusted housing unit allocations to those specified in the 

Final RHNA Determination. If Kern County is to maintain the county-wide Draft RHNA Determination across each of 

the income categories, it is necessary to correct the factor adjusted housing units by income category. Like the 

calibration in Step Two, the percentage differences in the totals across the income levels are applied to each of 

the jurisdictional factor adjusted housing unit allocations to align the sum of the jurisdictional allocations to the 

Final Determination values. 

Table 10 Factor Adjusted Allocations Calibrated to Final HCD RHNA Determination  
A  B  C  D  E 

Jurisdiction 

Factor Adjusted 
Lower Income 

RHNA 

Lower Income 
RHNA % 

Adjustment  

Calibrated Factor 
Adjusted Lower 
Income RHNA 

Base Total 
RHNA 

Allocation 

Calibrated Factor 
Adjusted Higher 
Income RHNA 

Arvin  231  -12.24%  203  1,174  971 

Bakersfield  20,750  -12.24%  18,211  37,461  19,250 

California City  72  -12.24%  64  427  364 

Delano  604  -12.24%  530  1,866  1,336 

Maricopa  2  -12.24%  2  13  11 

McFarland  93  -12.24%  81  244  162 

Ridgecrest  707  -12.24%  620  1,436  816 

Shafter  1,264  -12.24%  1,110  3,294  2,185 

Taft  127  -12.24%  112  504  393 

Tehachapi  350  -12.24%  307  902  595 

Wasco  238  -12.24%  209  1,086  877 

Unincorporated  2,892  -12.24%  2,539  9,243  6,704 

Kern County  27,330  -12.24%  23,986  57,650  33,664 

Note: Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided.   

Table 10 details this adjustment process. In Column A, the jurisdictions’ factor adjusted lower income housing unit 

allocation from Column H of Table 9 is carried forward. Since the sum of lower income RHNA housing units in Column 

A, 27,330, is higher than the 23,986 in the Final HCD RHNA Determination for lower income housing units, it is 

necessary to adjust downward the allocations in Column A. Therefore, the percentage difference of -12.24% at the 

County level (Column B) is applied to each jurisdiction’s factor adjusted lower income housing unit allocation (Column 

A) to get the factor adjusted lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction calibrated to the Final HCD RHNA 

Determination for Kern County in Column C. Given these adjustments, it is necessary to make complementary 

adjustments to the jurisdiction’s higher income housing unit allocations. Those adjustments are made by subtracting 
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the calibrated factor adjusted lower income housing units (Column C) from the base total RHNA allocation (Column 

D), which results in calibrated factor adjusted higher income housing units in Column E.  

Table 11 Draft Factor Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination 

Jurisdiction 
Factor Adjusted Lower Income 

(0-80%) 
Factor Adjusted Higher 

Income (80+%)  Base RHNA Allocation 

Arvin  203  971  1,174 

Bakersfield  18,211  19,250  37,461 

California City  64  364  427 

Delano  530  1,336  1,866 

Maricopa  2  11  13 

McFarland  81  162  244 

Ridgecrest  620  816  1,436 

Shafter  1,110  2,185  3,294 

Taft  112  393  504 

Tehachapi  307  595  902 

Wasco  209  877  1,086 

Unincorporated  2,539  6,704  9,243 

Kern County   23,986  33,664  57,650 
Note: The Final RHNA Determination by income level and in total is reported in the Kern County row.   
Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided. 

Table 11 reorganizes the data in Table 10 to summarize the Draft Factor Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination 

by income level. Differences between the existing share of households by income and shares of factor adjusted RHNA 

unit allocations are reported in Table 12. It highlights the influence the Draft RHNA Methodology has in promoting 

transformative housing opportunities in Kern County.  

Table 12 Comparison of Existing Household Shares with Factor Adjusted Housing Unit Shares 

Jurisdiction 

Lower Income (0-80%)   Higher Income (80+%) 

Existing  Factor Adjusted  Difference  Baseline  Factor Adjusted  Difference 

Arvin  65%  17%  -48%  35%  83%  48% 

Bakersfield  36%  49%  13%  64%  51%  -13% 

California City  48%  15%  -34%  52%  85%  34% 

Delano  57%  28%  -29%  43%  72%  29% 

Maricopa  61%  13%  -48%  39%  87%  48% 

McFarland  69%  33%  -36%  31%  67%  36% 

Ridgecrest  35%  43%  8%  65%  57%  -8% 

Shafter  56%  34%  -22%  44%  66%  22% 

Taft  45%  22%  -23%  55%  78%  23% 

Tehachapi  42%  34%  -8%  58%  66%  8% 

Wasco  60%  19%  -41%  40%  81%  41% 

Unincorporated  47%  27%  -19%  53%  73%  19% 

Kern County  43%  42%    57%  58%   

Context regarding existing residential unit capacity and the Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination is 

presented in Table 13. Following a summary of existing housing units by jurisdiction, Table 13 compares existing 

medium, high, and mixed-use density residential unit capacity to the lower income Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit 

Determination. It then compares existing very low- and low-density residential unit capacity to the higher income 

Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination. The final two columns in Table 13 compare total existing 
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residential unit capacity to the total Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination for each jurisdiction. Those 

values illustrate that each jurisdiction in Kern County has enough existing residential unit capacity to meet their 

respective total Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination resulting from this Draft Methodology. 
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Table 13 Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination and Vacant Land Capacity for Housing Units 

Jurisdiction 

Existing 
Housing 

Units (2020) 

Residential Unit 
Capacity 
(Vacant): 

Medium, High, 
and Mixed-Use 

Density 

Lower Income 
Draft Factor 
Adjusted 
RHNA 

Allocation 

Residential Unit 
Capacity 

(Vacant): Very 
Low and Low 

Density 

Higher Income 
Draft Factor 

Adjusted RHNA 
Allocation 

Total 
Residential 

Units Capacity 
(Vacant) 

Total Draft Factor 
Adjusted RHNA 
Allocation = Base 
RHNA Allocation 

Arvin  4,884  536  203  1,025  971  1,561  1,174 
Bakersfield  132,697  27,524  18,211  64,870  19,250  92,394  37,461 

California City  5,196  48,354  64  34,947  364  83,301  427 
Delano  11,572  1,303  530  3,493  1,336  4,796  1,866 

Maricopa  3,412  0  2  253  11  253  13 
McFarland  432  82  81  449  162  531  244 
Ridgecrest  12,359  1,784  620  3,543  816  5,328  1,436 

Shafter  5,412  1,303  1,110  19,713  2,185  21,015  3,294 
Taft  2,596  1,065  112  4,289  393  5,354  504 

Tehachapi  3,784  460  307  2,305  595  2,765  902 
Wasco  6,366  242  209  3,029  877  3,272  1,086 

Unincorporated  301,009  229,230  2,539  147,711  6,704  376,940  9,243 
Kern County   112,299  311,883  23,968  285,627  33,664  597,511  57,650 

Note: The residential unit capacity was estimated by Kern COG using a GIS analysis of each jurisdiction's latest general plan information (2020) outside 
urban/built‐up areas and demonstrates sufficient existing capacity to accommodate a variety of density ranges to meet each jurisdiction's housing need. 
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 Appendix: Alternative Base Jurisdictional Allocations 

Table 14 Alternative Base Jurisdictional Allocations from RTP/SCS Forecast 

Jurisdiction  Base Allocation 1:  Base Allocation 2:  Base Allocation 3:  Base Allocation 4:  Base Allocation 5:  Base Allocation 6: 

 

RTP/SCS 
Population 
Growth to RHNA  
(2023-31) 

RTP/SCS 
Population in 
2031 

RTP/SCS 
Population 
Growth (2023-46) 

RTP/SCS 
Household 
Growth to RHNA 
(2023-31) 

RTP/SCS 
Households in 
2031 

RTP/SCS 
Household 
Growth (2023-46) 

Arvin  1,419  1,258  1,272  1,174  991  929 

Bakersfield  35,923  26,807  39,191  37,461  27,170  38,631 

California City  597  908  539  427  902  482 

Delano  2,755  3,201  1,932  1,866  2,240  1,546 

Maricopa  8  58  12  13  71  15 

McFarland  221  818  629  244  647  581 

Ridgecrest  1,224  1,708  1,485  1,436  2,216  1,743 

Shafter  3,023  1,474  3,627  3,294  1,260  3,584 

Taft  433  529  431  504  489  481 

Tehachapi  885  828  813  902  738  838 

Wasco  1,366  1,674  1,194  1,086  1,237  1,009 

Unincorporated  9,797  18,389  6,526  9,243  19,690  7,811 
Total  57,650 

Note: Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided. 
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Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri

From: Jay Schlosser <jschlosser@tehachapicityhall.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 1, 2021 12:32 PM
To: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri
Cc: Ahron Hakimi; Rob Ball; Phil Smith; Greg Garrett; Kim Burnell; Jay Schlosser
Subject: RHNA Process & Methods Review

Rochelle, 
 
Please accept this email on behalf of the City of Tehachapi.  We have reviewed the Draft 2023‐2031 Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation – Cycle 6 document circulated by the COG to its member agencies.  City Staff has reviewed this 
document and finds the methodology framework to be reasonable and well considered.  We also consider the resulting 
draft allocation to be reasonable considering the factors imposed upon us by the State of California.  The City of 
Tehachapi supports this document as presented and urges approval without changes. 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns. 

John (Jay) H. Schlosser, P.E. 
Development Services Director 
City of Tehachapi 
Office: 661‐822‐2200 ext 115 
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4 November 2021 

Overall, the Survey highlighted a significant concern for the balance of low-wage workers to 
affordable homes in the region. Demonstrating the importance of affordable housing for economic 
development, the most commonly cited impact of a shortage of affordable housing was the 
difficulty it creates for local employers to hire and/or retain workers. Beyond economic 
development, jurisdictions also realized negative impacts of longer commute times and high-cost 
burdens for residents. Despite the importance of jobs-housing fit, the majority of jurisdictions do 
not use it to inform policy decisions.  

In terms of constraints, jurisdictions cited construction costs and infrastructure limits, such as water 
and sewer, along with lack of suitable land available for development, as inhibiting the development 
of affordable housing. Despite data showing cost burden and overcrowding rates in all the 
jurisdictions, 38% of jurisdictions do not consider the impacts of costs on residents and 42% do not 
consider the impacts of overcrowding on residents.  

Most jurisdictions do not have an Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice or an 
Assessment of Fair Housing as required by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) in some circumstances. Further, only 10% of responding jurisdictions 
currently have an environmental justice/social equity element (or full integration of environmental 
justice/social equity) in their General Plan, per SB 1000 requirements. 

Jurisdictions frequently utilize publicly available datasets to assess fair housing issues. Further, most 
jurisdictions rely on public hearings for community outreach efforts to encourage participation in 
fair housing planning activities. Some of the greatest factors identified as contributing to fair housing 
issues include a “[l]ack of private investments in low-income neighborhoods and/or communities of 
color, including services or amenities,” as well as the lack of “[c]reation and retention of high-quality 
jobs” in the jurisdiction.  

A majority of responding jurisdictions cite infrastructure needs and constructions costs as significant 
impediments to the construction of a variety of types of affordable housing. Along with several 
other factors, 20% of responding jurisdictions cited residential steering and discrimination in the 
housing market as contributing to fair housing issues and acting as a barrier to affordable housing 
development. While 25% of responding jurisdictions recognized success in their prior efforts, 12.5% 
percent of responding jurisdictions stated that they were unsuccessful in achieving goals for 
overcoming historical patterns of segregation or removing barriers to equal housing opportunity 
through their past actions. 
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RHNA Member Jurisdiction Survey Results 

California Government Code requires that each Council of Government survey its member 
jurisdictions for information to inform development of the Regional Housing Needs Assessment 
(RHNA) Methodology and Plan. The survey utilized for this study [hereafter referred to as the 
Survey1] contained a series of forty-one questions intended to gather information related to five 
Objectives and fifteen Factors required for consideration. For reference, Government Code § 
65584(d) specifies the following five Objectives all RHNA Plans must further: 

1. Housing Affordability, Equity, Supply, and Mix: Increase housing supply and mix of 
housing types, with the goal of improving housing affordability and equity in all cities and 
counties within the region. 

2. Environmental Justice and Sustainability: Promote infill development and 
socioeconomic equity; protect environmental and agricultural resources; encourage efficient 
development patterns; and achieve greenhouse gas reduction targets. 

3. Jobs-to-Housing Balance: Improve intra-regional jobs-to-housing relationship, including 
the balance between low-wage jobs and affordable housing units for low-wage workers in 
each jurisdiction. 

4. Mixed-Income Communities: Balance disproportionate household income distributions 
(more high-income allocation to lower-income areas, and vice versa). 

5. Fair Housing and Inclusivity: Affirmatively further fair housing to promote fair housing 
choice and foster inclusive communities that are free from discrimination. 

Further, Government Code §65584.04(e) identifies many additional Factors to be considered when 
developing the RHNA methodology, including the following fifteen: 

1. Existing and projected jobs and housing relationship, particularly low-wage jobs and 
affordable housing. 

2. Lack of capacity for sewer or water service due to decisions outside jurisdiction’s control. 
3. Availability of land suitable for urban development. 
4. Lands protected from urban development under existing federal or state programs. 
5. Policies to preserve or protect land from urban development. 
6. Opportunities to maximize use of transit and existing transportation infrastructure. 
7. Policies directing growth toward incorporated areas. 
8. Existing or projected loss of units contained in affordable housing developments. 
9. High housing cost burdens. 
10. The rate of overcrowding. 
11. Housing needs of farmworkers. 
12. Housing needs generated by a university within the jurisdiction. 
13. Housing needs of individuals and families experiencing homelessness. 
14. Units lost during a state of emergency that have yet to be replaced. 
15. The region’s SB 375 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Targets. 

In order to effectively inform the development of the RHNA Plan, the Survey questions elicit 
information regarding actions, issues, and strategies that correspond to the abovementioned 
Objectives and Factors. Responses to the Survey not only help fulfill legal requirements, they also 

 
1 See the Individual Surveys Report for individual responses to the Survey. 
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enhance the ability to effectively identify and address barriers that negatively impact progress toward 
achievement of California’s housing goals. Indeed, the responses provide information to help make 
informed decisions to improve environmental sustainability, the character and quality of the 
community, people’s lives, and the realization of principles of fair housing, diversity, equity, 
inclusivity, and justice.  

Responses 

The Survey was distributed electronically to each of the twelve member agencies of Kern Council of 
Governments [hereafter Kern COG] in July 2021. The following ten members of Kern COG 
responded to the Survey between August and October 2021:2 

1. City of Arvin (2 responses) 
2. City of Bakersfield 
3. City of California City (3 responses) 
4. City of McFarland 
5. City of Ridgecrest 
6. City of Shafter 
7. City of Taft 
8. City of Tehachapi (2 responses) 
9. City of Wasco 
10. Kern County 

  

 
2 This study did not receive responses from the City of Delano or the City of Maricopa within the timeframe 
of the survey. If a jurisdiction submitted multiple survey responses, this study aggregated complete survey 
responses for the jurisdiction and discarded contradictory and duplicative responses from the same 
jurisdiction to individual questions. This study also discarded incomplete survey responses from any 
jurisdiction that also provided a complete survey response. As a result, this study discarded a total of three 
incomplete survey responses, including responses from California City, City of Arvin, and City of Tehachapi; 
however, since each of these jurisdictions submitted more than one response, this study utilized the complete 
survey response for those jurisdictions instead. Additionally, this study aggregated two complete survey 
responses for California City. 
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Summary of Results 

This section considers the responses to each of the substantive questions in the seven-section, forty-
one question Survey.  

Jobs and Housing 

The first section of the Survey, which included the first seven questions, focused on jobs and 
housing. Whereas the first two questions of the survey sought to gather information about the 
respondents, the third question assessed whether the jurisdiction’s Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio, which 
measures the number of lower-wage jobs (jobs with earnings less than $3,333/month) to affordable 
housing units (units with rent less than $1,000/month), matched the jurisdictions perceptions. 
Seventy-five percent (six of eight respondents to this question) indicated that the Jobs-Housing Fit 
Ratio matched the jurisdiction’s perceptions.3 

Figure 1: Concern Over Balance Between Low-Wage Jobs and Affordable Housing 

 

Following up on the third question related to the Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio, the fourth question asked, 
“How significant a concern is the balance of low-wage workers to homes affordable to low-wage 

 

3 The City of Arvin, City of Bakersfield, City of California City, City of McFarland, City of Ridgecrest, and 
City of Wasco indicated that the Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio matched the jurisdiction’s perceptions. Two 
respondents did not see an alignment between the Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio and related perceptions: the City of 
Shafter and the City of Tehachapi. The City of Shafter mentioned that “The general perception of the City is 
the core area which has older and less expensive housing which is more affordable to residents with low-wage 
jobs.” The City of Tehachapi mentioned that, when compared with perception, the ratio seemed high and 
that the “Number of low-wage jobs is relatively low.”  
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workers in your jurisdiction?” As seen in the figure below, one-third of respondents (three of nine) 
indicated that there was a very significant concern and another one-third of respondents indicated 
that there was a somewhat significant concern.4 Whereas six of nine respondents indicated some 
level of significant concern, only one respondent indicated a somewhat insignificant concern.    

In their responses to question five, jurisdictions cited a number of reasons for Jobs-Housing Fit 
Ratios indicating an imbalance between jobs and housing, including costs of housing, a historic lack 
of affordable housing, a competitive housing market, a lack of suitable properties, a lack of services 
needed for housing, a lack of staffing, a lack of housing development, a lack of jobs, a volatile job 
market, low rents, and rent increases.  

Figure 2: Impact of Balance Between Low-Wage Jobs and Affordable Housing 

 

Continuing the analysis of the jurisdictions’ Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio, question six asked jurisdictions 
to analyze the impacts of their ratio. The majority of jurisdictions, sixty percent (six out of ten 
respondents to this question), indicated that their Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio made it difficult for local 
employers to hire and/or retain workers. The second most common impact of the Jobs-Housing Fit 
Ratio, which forty percent of respondents cited, consists of long commutes to jobs outside of the 
jurisdiction. Thirty percent of respondents cited high rates of housing cost burden for residents and 
long commutes into the jurisdiction as impacts resulting from their Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio. The City 

 
4 The City of California City submitted two contradictory responses, “Somewhat significant” and “Somewhat 
insignificant,” which were excluded from this analysis as a result. 
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of Taft indicated that their Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio results in “New industries not related to oil and 
gas struggl[ing] to commit to develop in Taft and utilize the trained oil and gas workers for their 
needs.” Only one out of the ten respondents (ten percent), the City of Wasco, indicated that their 
Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio produced no significant impacts. 

When asked if jobs-housing fit data informs policy decisions in question seven of the Survey, the 
majority of respondents (six out of ten) indicated that it did not. 

Figure 3: Use of Jobs-Housing Fit Data to Inform Policy Decisions 

 

Housing Opportunities and Constraints 

The second section of the Survey, which consisted of questions eight through twelve, focused on 
housing opportunities and constraints. Question eight asked jurisdictions to identify the constraints 
and opportunities for the development of additional housing by 2032 in the jurisdiction. Overall, the 
greatest opportunities recognized by the jurisdictions consist of the availability of vacant land and 
the availability of schools, and the greatest constraints consist of construction costs, project labor 
agreements, and lands protected by federal or state programs. In addition to those, a majority of 
jurisdictions cited availability of parks, sewer capacity, and suitable land availability as opportunities 
or both opportunities and constraints. And a majority of jurisdictions cited availability of 
construction workforce, availability of public or social services, availability of surplus public land, 
financing/funding for affordable housing, impact of climate change and natural hazards, state 
requirements to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), and weak market conditions as constraints or 
both constraints and opportunities. 
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Figure 4: Housing Development Constraints and Opportunities 

Which of the following apply to your jurisdiction as an opportunity and/or a 
constraint for development of additional housing by 2032? 

  Opportunity Constraint Both Total # 
Availability of construction workforce 13% 63% 25% 8 
Availability of parks 63% 38% 0% 8 
Availability of public or social services 22% 67% 11% 9 
Availability of schools 75% 13% 13% 8 
Availability of surplus public land 14% 71% 14% 7 
Availability of vacant land 60% 10% 30% 10 
Availability of water suitable for consumption 44% 44% 11% 9 
Construction costs 0% 100% 0% 10 
County policies to preserve agricultural land 40% 40% 20% 5 
Financing/funding for affordable housing 40% 60% 0% 10 
Impact of climate change and natural hazards 33% 67% 0% 6 

Lands protected by federal or State programs 0% 57% 43% 7 

Project labor agreements 0% 67% 33% 6 
Sewer Capacity 56% 44% 0% 9 
State requirements to reduce VMT 20% 50% 30% 10 
Suitable land availability 56% 33% 11% 9 
Utility connection fees 29% 29% 43% 7 
Weak market conditions 14% 57% 29% 7 

When asked to identify the three greatest opportunities for the development of additional housing 
by 2031 in question nine, the jurisdictions selected the following eight opportunities: 

1. Land availability, including public, suitable, or vacant land (seven of ten respondents selected 
this) 

2. Sewer and/or water availability (five of ten respondents selected this) 
3. Availability of schools (three of ten respondents selected this) 
4. Financing/funding for affordable housing (two of ten respondents selected this) 
5. Availability of parks and recreation programs (one of ten respondents selected this) 
6. Competitive land costs (one of ten respondents selected this) 
7. Competitive utility connection fees (one of ten respondents selected this) 
8. County policies to preserve agricultural land (one of ten respondents selected this) 

Similarly, when asked to identify the three greatest constraints for the development of additional 
housing by 2031 in question ten, the jurisdictions selected the following eight constraints: 

1. Construction costs (five of ten respondents selected this) 
2. Infrastructure, sewer and/or water capacity limits (three of ten respondents selected this) 
3. Land availability, including locally-owned public land, vacant land, or land not owned by the 

federal government, oil companies, or private owners uninterested in development (three of 
ten respondents selected this) 

4. Distance to jobs for residents (two of ten respondents selected this)  
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5. Weak market conditions (two of ten respondents selected this) 
6. Funding (one of ten respondents selected this) 
7. Entitlement process, including CEQA review (one of ten respondents selected this) 
8. Policy (one of ten respondents selected this) 
9. Unavailability of parks and/or open space (one of ten respondents selected this) 
10. Unavailability of public or social services (one of ten respondents selected this) 

The responses demonstrate the significance of the availability of funding, land, and water. 

Six of the eleven respondents to question eight wrote in additional constraints and opportunities. 
The additional constraints include a need for technical assistance, including with identifying suitable 
land, low home values failing to attract developers, a lack of awareness of the jurisdiction among 
developers, building industry association inactivity in the jurisdiction, increased burdens on the 
jurisdiction’s general fund, which is exacerbated by new housing, and, finally, water supply and 
agricultural interests. As an additional opportunity, one jurisdiction highlighted the presence of 
entitled tentative tract maps available for development.  

Figure 5: Primary Affordable Housing Barriers 

 

Question eleven asked jurisdictions to identify the primary obstacles to meeting affordable housing 
goals. Similar to the constraints identified in prior responses, the greatest obstacles include a lack of 
infrastructure, including sewer and water (seventy percent), as well as a lack of funding (sixty 
percent) and a lack of local affordable housing development capacity (sixty percent). 
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Further, forty percent of respondents (four of ten) cited community opposition as a primary barrier 
toward the development of affordable housing. Finally, twenty percent cited other reasons, including 
being landlocked in the case of the City of Arvin and a lack of interested developers in the case of 
the City of Tehachapi. 

The final question of this section, question twelve, of the Survey related to housing opportunities 
and constraints asked jurisdictions to identify what land use policies or strategies they have 
implemented to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

Figure 6: Greenhouse gas emission reduction policies and strategies 

 

The two most commonly utilized strategies, which seven of ten respondents selected, include land 
use changes that encourage a diversity of housing types and/or mixed-use development, as well as 
investment in pedestrian, bicycle, and active transportation infrastructure. Sixty percent of 
respondents to this question (six out of ten) selected encouraging mixed-use development, which 
made it the third most commonly utilized strategy. Half of the jurisdictions responding to this 
question indicated that implementing energy efficiency standards in new construction or retrofits, as 
well as investment in maintaining or improving existing public transportation infrastructure, helped 
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their jurisdiction reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Forty percent of respondents selected 
encouraging development near transit and increasing local employment opportunities to reduce 
commute lengths for residents, and thirty percent selected implementing a Climate Action Plan. 
Whereas only ten percent of jurisdictions selected designating Priority Conservation Areas or 
investment in transit expansion, no jurisdictions selected designating Priority Development Areas. 
Additionally, ten percent of responding jurisdictions (one out of ten), the City of Arvin, selected 
“Other” and indicated that the city had implemented strategies to electrify its fleet and to expand the 
urban tree canopy. 

Housing Affordability and Overcrowding 

The third section of the Survey, which included questions thirteen and fourteen, focused on issues 
of housing affordability and overcrowding in the jurisdictions. Question thirteen presented 
information on the percentage of cost-burdened households in each jurisdiction and asked the 
jurisdictions to explain whether they considered the impacts of high housing costs, including 
mortgage, rents, and other costs associated with housing (e.g., utilities, taxes, insurance), and 
proportions of cost-burdened households. While most jurisdictions provided a yes or no response, 
some also provided additional information. Overall, of the eight jurisdictions that provided a yes or 
no response, five (sixty-two-and-a-half percent) replied yes and three (thirty-seven-and-a-half 
percent) said no.  

Figure 7: Consideration of Housing Cost Impacts on Residents 

The City of McFarland mentioned that the “City has increased their efforts to solve these issues. 
Efforts such as encouraging affordable housing, low-income housing, and applying for new-home 
buyer grant have all been done by the City.” The City of Taft stated that “The cost burden does not 
seem to be impacting our owner-occupied units much. The high percentage of renters paying more 
than 30% may be due to our significant 55+ resident population that is living off of social security 
checks but paying market rate rent.”  

The second and final question in this section, question fourteen, presented information regarding 
“overcrowded” households in each jurisdiction, and it asked the jurisdictions to explain whether 
they considered the impacts of overcrowding on residents in the jurisdiction. Overall, of the seven 
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jurisdictions that provided a yes or no response, four (about fifty-seven percent) replied yes and 
three (about forty-three percent) said no.  

The City of Arvin mentioned that “We are attempting to roll out an ADU program.” The City of 
McFarland stated that “The Census shows that a large percentage of McFarland households are 
made up of extended families and are therefore overcrowded. Affordable housing is encouraged to 
developers to resolve these overcrowding issues.” Further, the City of Taft responded that “Taft has 
always been below the state, county, and regional persons per household and overcrowding rates. 
Taft has never been above 3 persons per household on average.” 

Figure 8: Consideration of Overcrowding Impacts on Residents 

 

Housing Demand 

The fourth section of the Survey, which included questions fifteen through twenty-four, focused on 
issues related to housing demand in each jurisdiction. Question fifteen asked whether jurisdictions 
recognized a need for additional farmworker housing. Whereas two respondents recognized a need 
for additional farmworker housing over the next year, four respondents did not recognize such a 
need and three were unsure.5  

When responding to question sixteen, which only applied to jurisdictions that recognized a need for 
additional farmworker housing, the City of Arvin stated that the reasons for unmet demand of 
farmworker housing include “Seasonal farm worker increases” and that “There is also a lack of 
capacity within City Staff.” Further, the City of McFarland mentioned that unmet farmworker 
housing needs result from a lack of “Funding and land owners open to making their land available 
for future housing developments.” Of the jurisdictions unsure about the need for additional 
farmworker housing, some provided comments about the reasons for unmet need. The City of 
Bakersfield mentioned that “Bakersfield processes limited requests for farmworker housing,” and 
the City of California City cited “Housing and Apartment stock.” 

 
5 The City of California City submitted two contradictory responses, “Yes” and “No,” which were excluded 
from this analysis as a result. 
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Question seventeen asked jurisdictions to consider whether any currently unmet housing need 
resulted from postsecondary educational institutions. While one of the ten responding jurisdictions 
was unsure of whether such a need existed, the other nine recognized no such need. 

 
Figure 9: Recognized Need for Farmworker Housing 

 
Question eighteen asked respondents that recognized a currently unmet housing need from 
postsecondary educational institutions to explain the main reasons of the unmet demand. Since none 
of the jurisdictions recognized any such need, question eighteen did not apply. Still, the City of Taft 
noted that “We have a community college in Taft, but it is more of a commuter college for residents 
of Kern County.” 

Figure 10: Recognized Postsecondary Educational Institutions' Housing Needs 

 

Question nineteen asked jurisdictions about whether they collect data on homelessness and demand 
for transitional housing. Of the ten responding jurisdictions, two collected such data, six did not, 
and two were unsure. 

Question twenty-one asked jurisdictions to indicate whether or not they experienced any loss of 
units in assisted housing developments in the prior decade as a result of issues facing at-risk 
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affordable housing units. Eight of ten responding jurisdictions mentioned that they have not 
experienced such a loss, and the other two stated that they were unsure. 

Figure 11: Collection of Data on Homelessness and Transitional Housing Need 

 

Question twenty asked jurisdictions to provide an estimate for the local homeless population and 
corresponding need for transitional housing if the jurisdiction collected such data. The City of Arvin 
stated that “We have about 25 homeless people in the community.” Further, the other jurisdiction 
collecting such data, Kern County, reported “over 1700 unhoused individuals with over 18,000 
people on waiting list for permanent housing.” Finally, the City of Wasco mentioned that “The City 
of Wasco does not collect data on homelessness within the jurisdiction. However, the City 
participates in the annual point in time homeless census count. The 2020 point in time count 
identified a total of 9 homeless individuals in Wasco.” 

Figure 12: Experience of Loss of Assisted Housing Developments in Prior Decade 

 

Question twenty-two asked jurisdictions that experienced a loss of units in assisted housing 
developments in the prior decade to estimate how many such units were lost. Since no jurisdictions 
indicated that they had lost any such units, question twenty-two did not apply.  
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Question twenty-three asked jurisdictions to indicate whether they anticipate any loss of assisted 
housing development units in the next decade. Eight of ten responding jurisdictions mentioned that 
they do not anticipate such a loss, one does anticipate a loss, and one was unsure. 

Question twenty-four asked jurisdictions that anticipated a loss of units in assisted housing 
developments in the next decade to estimate how many such will be lost and why. The one 
jurisdiction that anticipated a loss, Kern County, indicated that it is unknown how many units will be 
lost or why. 

Figure 13: Anticipated Loss of Assisted Housing Development Units in Next Decade 

 

Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing 

The fifth section of the Survey, which included questions twenty-five through thirty-four, focused 
on issues related to affirmatively furthering fair housing. Question twenty-five asked jurisdictions to 
indicate whether they have an analysis of impediments to fair housing choice or an assessment of 
fair housing due to U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requirements. 
Whereas seventy percent (seven out of ten respondents) of jurisdictions indicated that they did not 
have an analysis of impediments to fair housing choice or an assessment of fair housing, thirty 
percent do have such an analysis or assessment. 

Question twenty-six asked jurisdictions for the year of their latest General Plan update. Whereas the 
most recent update occurred in August 2021 and another jurisdiction recently selected a consultant 
for an upcoming comprehensive update of a General Plan that has not been updated since 2002, 
two jurisdictions mentioned that their latest update occurred in 2016, two indicated 2008, one in 
2013, one in 2010, one in 2005, one in 2004, and another in 2002. Similarly, question twenty-seven 
asked for the year of the last update to the General Plan’s Housing Element. Whereas most 
respondents indicated that their last update to their Housing Element occurred in 2015, one 
jurisdiction indicated that it was last updated in 2018 and another indicated 2016.  
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Figure 14: Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice or Assessment of Fair Housing 

 

Question twenty-eight asked if the jurisdiction’s General Plan has an environmental justice/social 
equity chapter or otherwise integrates environmental justice/social equity. Whereas half of the ten 
responding jurisdictions indicated that they have not integrated environmental justice/social equity 
in their General Plan, ten percent (one out of ten) indicate that they do, and another forty percent 
indicate that their jurisdiction is in the process of integrating environmental justice/social equity in 
their General Plan. 

Figure 15: Environmental Justice/Social Equity in General Plan 
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General Plan and another forty percent indicated that they integrated environmental justice/social 
equity in a chapter and throughout the General Plan. 

Figure 16: Environmental Justice/Social Equity Integration in General Plan 

 

Question thirty asked about data sources maintained or utilized to assess fair housing issues. Of the 
nine respondents, most jurisdictions utilized publicly available datasets (seven out of nine) and a 
majority (five out of nine) also utilize data provided by HUD. Two out of nine respondents utilize 
data collected by community-based organizations, and another three out of nine respondents utilize 
other data sources, including permits and a Housing Element assessment.  

Figure 17: Data Sources for Fair Housing Issues 
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Question thirty-one asked jurisdictions to identify important data points to consider for affirmatively 
furthering environmental justice and fair housing. The City of Arvin called for the analysis of “the 
availability of land. This has been a consistent impediment in moving forward on an affordable 
housing project.” The City of California City mentioned the need to consider “More housing and 
apartment stock.” The City of Taft recognized a need to consider “[t]echnical assistance and 
guidance on how to assess and address equity, environmental justice, and Affirmatively Furthering 
Fair Housing.” 

Question thirty-two asked jurisdictions to identify the outreach activities utilized to foster 
community participation in planning related to fair housing. Most respondents, including six out of 
nine responding jurisdictions, indicated that they utilize public hearings to encourage community 
participation in planning related to fair housing. Three out of nine responding jurisdictions selected 
online forum/meeting, town halls, or other methods. Of the other methods utilized, jurisdictions 
mentioned community meetings. Two out of nine respondents provide open houses to encourage 
community participation, and one out of nine respondents utilize resident focus groups or resident 
surveys. No respondents utilize stakeholder group consultation as a method to encourage 
community participation in planning processes related to fair housing. 

Figure 18: Community Outreach Activities for Participation in Fair Housing Planning Processes 

 

Question thirty-three asked jurisdictions to describe their goals for community participation in fair 
housing planning. The City of Arvin mentioned a goal of “[c]ollaboration with EJ groups and 
community groups to encourage stakeholder participation.” Similarly, the City of Ridgecrest outlined 
a goal for “[e]ngagement and participation from community stakeholders and public.” The City of 
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Shafter identified a goal of “[i]ncreased public participation in the process. With the AB617 and EJ 
Element meetings and workshops held over the past year or so, more community members and 
groups have become engaged in the process so the next Housing Element cycle is anticipated to 
result in more input from the community.” The City of Wasco described prior efforts, including that 
the “City's most recent efforts in this arena were to gather input from residents living in a 224 unit 
affordable farm labor housing development located in a heavy industrial zone and separated from 
the rest of the community by a BNSF main line. Residents were asked to comment regarding 
relocation of the housing complex to an appropriately zoned new site adjacent to a new school and 
other commercial and public services. Residents were asked to comment on the relocation as well as 
the design of the new housing.” The City of Cathedral City indicated no goals, the City of Taft 
stated that “We are not in the process,” the City of Tehachapi recognized that they are “[i]n 
process,” and the City of McFarland mentioned goals of “[c]ommunity meetings, surveys, and 
events.” Question thirty-four asks jurisdictions to indicate their level of success at achieving goals 
for community participation in fair housing planning. Whereas sixty percent of respondents (three 
out of five) indicated that they were successful (one out of five) or somewhat successful (two out of 
five), forty percent indicated that they were somewhat unsuccessful (two out of five). 

Figure 19: Success of Goals for Community Participation in Fair Housing Planning 

 

When explaining a lack of success at meeting goals for community participation in fair housing 
planning, respondents mentioned a “[l]ack of participation,” that “[v]ery few community members 
participated in the Housing Element process in 2015,” and that the “City has not engaged 
community as of yet.” 

Fair Housing Issues 

The next section of the Survey, which focused on fair housing issues, consisted of questions thirty-
five and thirty-six. Question thirty-five asked jurisdictions to indicate what factors contributed to fair 
housing issues in the jurisdiction. No jurisdictions selected foreclosure patterns or occupancy 
restrictions. Most jurisdictions (seven out of ten) cited a “[l]ack of private investments in low-
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contributing to fair housing issues. Sixty percent of responding jurisdictions (six out of ten) indicate 
that “[c]reation and retention of high-quality jobs” contributes to fair housing issues. Half of 
jurisdictions (five out of ten) recognized the “[r]ange of job opportunities available” as contributing 
to fair housing issues, and forty percent of responding jurisdictions (four out of ten) recognized the 
following factors as contributing to fair housing issues: “CEQA and the land use entitlement 
process,” “[a]ccess to healthcare facilities and medical services,” “[a]vailability, frequency, and 
reliability of public transit,” and “[l]ocation of affordable housing.” Further, thirty percent of 
responding jurisdictions selected the following factors: “[c]ommunity opposition to proposed or 
existing developments,” “[a]ccess to grocery stores and healthy food options,” “[l]ocation of 
employers,” “[a]ccess to financial services,” “[d]eteriorated or abandoned properties,” and 
“Zoning/Land Use restrictions (density/intensity/ height limits, parking requirements, minimum lot 
size).” Additionally, twenty percent of responding jurisdictions identified the following factors: 
“Municipal or State services and amenities,” “Residential real estate steerings,” and “The availability 
of affordable units in a range of sizes (especially larger units),” “[o]ther.” When describing the other 
factors contributing to fair housing issues in the jurisdiction, respondents mentioned that “the City 
struggles to create and retain high-quality jobs for a number of reasons including lack of 
infrastructure and lack of a quality, trained workforce (education). If the City can focus on 
improving these things, incomes will rise and additional housing choices will be available to our 
residents.” 

Figure 20: Factors Contributing to Fair Housing Issues in Jurisdiction 
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Question thirty-six asked jurisdictions to identify factors that could act as barriers to the production 
of more types of affordable housing in high opportunity areas.  

Figure 21: Barriers to Production of More Affordable Housing Types in High Opportunity Areas 

 

Eighty percent of jurisdictions (eight out of ten) recognized “[i]nfrastructure needs” as a barrier, and 
a majority of responding jurisdictions (six out of ten) cited “[c]onstruction costs” as a barrier. Half 
of responding jurisdictions (five out of ten) indicated that a “[l]ack of resources for fair housing 
agencies and organizations,” “[s]upport or opposition from public officials,” and “[c]ommunity 
opposition” present barriers to the production of more affordable housing types in high opportunity 
areas. Further, forty percent of responding jurisdictions selected “[l]ack of fair housing education” as 
a barrier, and thirty percent of responding jurisdictions selected “Zoning/Land Use restrictions 
(density/intensity/ height limits, parking requirements, minimum lot size)” and/or “[o]ther” factors 
as barriers. When describing the other factors acting as barriers, jurisdictions mentioned a “[l]ack of 
land.” Twenty percent of responding jurisdictions (two out of ten) cited “[d]iscrimination in the 
housing market and “[l]ack of market demand” as barriers, and ten percent (one out of ten) cited 
“[u]nresolved violations of fair housing or civil rights laws” as a barrier.  
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Fair Housing Goals and Actions 

The seventh and final section of the Survey, which focuses on fair housing goals and actions, 
consists of questions thirty-seven through forty-one. Question thirty-seven asks jurisdictions to 
identify actions taken to overcome historical patterns of segregation or to remove barriers to equal 
housing opportunity. Seventy-five percent of responding jurisdictions (six out of eight) indicated 
that the following actions were either in use, under consideration for use, or potentially of interest 
for use in the jurisdiction: “[e]nsuring affirmative marketing of affordable housing is targeted to all 
segments of the community,” “[l]and use changes to allow a greater variety of housing types,” 
“[s]upport for affordable housing development near transit,” and/or “[s]upport for the development 
of larger affordable housing units that can accommodate families (2- and 3-bedroom units, or 
larger).” With half of responding jurisdictions utilizing them (four out of eight), the most widely 
used steps include “[e]nsuring affirmative marketing of affordable housing is targeted to all segments 
of the community” and/or “[s]upport for the development of larger affordable housing units that 
can accommodate families (2- and 3-bedroom units, or larger).”  

Over sixty-two percent of responding jurisdictions (five out of eight) indicated that the following 
actions were either in use, under consideration for use, or potentially of interest for use in the 
jurisdiction: “[s]treamlining entitlements processes and/or removing development fees for 
affordable housing construction” and/or “Support for the development of affordable housing for 
special needs populations (seniors, the disabled, those experiencing homelessness, those with mental 
health and/or substance abuse issues, etc.).” Half of jurisdictions (four) recognized the following as 
actions taken, under consideration, or of interest: “[d]edicated local funding source for affordable 
housing development,” “[e]xploring partnerships with Community Development Financial 
Institutions, large regional employers, and investors to add to the financial resources available for the 
creation and preservation of deed-restricted affordable housing units,” “[f]unding rehabilitation and 
accessibility improvements for low-income homeowners,” “[f]unding and supporting outreach 
services for homeowners and renters at risk of losing their homes and/or experiencing fair housing 
impediments,” and/or “[s]upport for the development of affordable housing on publicly owned 
land.” Finally, over thirty-seven percent (three of eight) selected “[p]roviding financial support or 
other resources for low-income home buyers” and twenty-five percent selected “[i]mplementing a 
rent stabilization policy and staffing a rent stabilization board.” 

The most widely used actions to overcome historical patterns of segregation or to remove barriers to 
equal housing opportunity include “Support for the development of larger affordable housing units 
that can accommodate families (2- and 3-bedroom units, or larger)” and “Ensuring affirmative 
marketing of affordable housing is targeted to all segments of the community,” which fifty percent 
of responding jurisdictions (four out of eight) indicated as being in use. Further, fifty percent of 
jurisdictions (four out of eight) indicate that there is interest in “Streamlining entitlements processes 
and/or removing development fees for affordable housing construction.” Further, three responding 
jurisdictions selected “Other” actions, including “TA and boots on the ground support” and “the 
relocation of 224 affordable rental units from a heavy industrial zone separated from the community 
by a BNSF mainline. The new units are located adjacent to a new school and in close proximity to 
recreation amenities and commercial services.” 
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Figure 22: Actions to Overcome Segregation or Remove Barriers to Equal Housing Opportunity 
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Question thirty-eight asks jurisdictions to indicate their level of success in achieving goals for 
overcoming historical patterns of segregation or removing barriers to equal housing opportunity. 
Over sixty-two percent of responding jurisdictions (five out of eight) indicated that they were 
“[s]omewhat successful” and another twenty-five percent indicated that there were successful. 
Whereas a total of eighty-seven-and-a-half percent of responding jurisdictions indicated some level 
of success at achieving goals for overcoming historical patterns of segregation or removing barriers 
to equal housing opportunity, twelve-and-a-half percent of responding jurisdictions indicated that 
prior actions have been “[u]nsuccessful at achieving goals for overcoming historical patterns of 
segregation or removing barriers to equal housing opportunity. 

Figure 23: Success of Actions to Overcome Segregation or Removing Barriers to Equal Housing Opportunity 

 

Question thirty-nine asked jurisdictions to explain their success or lack of success at overcoming 
historical patterns of segregation or removing barriers to equal housing opportunity. The City of 
Arvin explained their somewhat successful outcomes by stating that “We have thoroughly reviewed 
our Housing Element for Environmental Justice and have gathered a list of tasks to be considered 
for implementation.” Further, the City of Shafter explained their somewhat successful outcomes and 
mentioned that “The City has made an effort to provide a balance of entry level and move-up 
housing throughout the community in an effort to broaden opportunities for everyone within the 
City.” Finally, the City of Tehachapi explained their success at achieving goals for overcoming 
historical patterns of segregation or removing barriers to equal housing opportunity by noting that 
they “added effective low-income housing in recent years” that they “also have a general housing 
shortage that if addressed, will help free up more units for low-income.” 

Question forty asked jurisdictions to identify policies, programs, or actions used to prevent or 
mitigate the displacement of low-income households in the jurisdiction. Seventy-five percent (six out 
of eight) responding jurisdictions engage in “[p]romoting streamlined processing of ADUs” in order 

25.00%

62.50%

0.00%
12.50%

How successful were your jurisdiction’s past actions 
in achieving goals for overcoming historical patterns 
of segregation or removing barriers to equal housing 

opportunity?

Successful

Somewhat successful

Somewhat unsuccessful

Unsuccessful

■ 

■ 

■ 

■ 



Page 26 of 27 
 

to prevent or mitigate the displacement of low-income households. Half of responding jurisdictions 
(four out of eight) utilize “[r]ehabilitation grants,” twenty-fice percent use “[l]ong term covenants, 
and twelve-and-a-half percent utilize “[r]ent stabilization/rent control,” “[f]oreclosure assistance,” 
“[f]air housing legal services,” and/or “[r]elocation assistance.” None of the responding jurisdictions 
utilize “[m]obile home rent control” or “[h]ousing counseling” to prevent or mitigate the 
displacement of low-income households.  

Figure 24: Methods Used To Prevent or Mitigate Displacement of Low-Income Households 

 

Finally, question forty-one, the last question of the Survey, asked respondents to identify public 
outreach strategies used to reach disadvantaged communities. The majority of responding 
jurisdictions (four out of seven) utilize school partnerships and a “[v]ariety of venues to hold 
community meetings” in order to reach disadvantaged communities. Nearly forty-three percent of 
responding jurisdictions (three out of seven) reported utilizing partnerships with advocacy/non-
profit organizations and/or health institutions. Over twenty-eight percent of responding 
jurisdictions (two out of seven) selected [i]ncreased mobile phone app engagement” and “Other,” 
such as “[o]ffering food and child care during public outreach,” as public outreach strategies, and 
over fourteen percent of responding jurisdictions (one out of seven) identified “[d]oor-to-door 
interactions” as a public outreach strategy used to reach disadvantaged communities. 
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Figure 25: Public Outreach Strategies to Reach Disadvantaged Communities 
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Summary of Stakeholder Survey Results 
 
The Kern COG team developed an online community stakeholder survey regarding the housing 
needs in the Kern community. The three most important factors influencing housing choice 
were: 1) affordability (in a single-family home format) followed by 2) being near work, and 3) 
being near recreational opportunities. 
 
While a strong need for single-family homes (including townhomes and condominiums) was 
expressed, a greater majority noted that more affordable rental housing in the form of 
duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes, and apartments was most needed. 
 
The lack of affordable rental housing, high rents, and homeless housing were expressed to be 
the most critical housing issues.  The lack of affordable ownership housing and high home 
prices were also noted as issues of concern.  The poor condition of housing was also noted as a 
concern. 
 
Regarding special housing needs, respondents most frequently cited the need for housing for 
homeless persons, followed by housing for single-parent households. 
 
Respondents were in relative agreement that “Job/employment opportunities” and 
“Transportation/transit options and/or frequency of service” were top priorities for 
communities.  The provision of “Educational opportunities” was nearly as important. 
 
Nearly 70 percent of respondents own a home and nearly 30 percent rent.  Only 1.8 % of 
respondents noted that housing was provided for them. 
 
Commute times were less than 15 minutes for 55 percent of respondents and less than 30 
minutes for 33% of respondents.  This is not surprising given that nearly 70 percent of 
respondents live in the Bakersfield area. 
 
Finally, the responses to the open-ended question on what the County, cities, and housing 
organizations can do to promote construction of affordable housing revealed a comprehensive 
list of suggestions and ideas for consideration during the housing element update process.  The 
two responses from the Spanish version of the survey are translated below for reference. 
 

- Generate laws to avoid excessive rent or purchase price increases. 
- Know the needs of the community and seek funding for these projects. 

 
 
 
 

 
Disclaimer: The results of this online survey reflect the opinions of those willing to take an online survey and 
may not be representative of the broader public.   



Report for Kern COG Stakeholder
Survey

Completion Rate: 90.6%

 Complete 58

 Partial 6

Totals: 64

Response Counts

1



1. What are the three most important factors influencing your housing
choice (pick up to 3):
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Value  Percent Responses

Affordability 80.0% 48

Being near childcare or day care 3.3% 2

Being near family and/or friends 18.3% 11

Being near parks, recreation opportunities, gyms, etc. 30.0% 18

Being near schools 25.0% 15

Being near shopping, restaurants, entertainment, etc. 16.7% 10

Being near work 43.3% 26

Housing type - Please specify: (e.g., single-family, townhome,
condominium, apartment, or something else).

45.0% 27

Specify other factor(s): 25.0% 15
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Housing type - Please specify: (e.g., single-family, townhome,
condominium, apartment, or something else). Count

single family 5

single-family 5

Duplex 1

Market rate housing 1

More density in general. In particular, missing-middle multi-family types such as
four-plex, cottage court, and 2-4 story buildings. No new single-family.

1

Single Family 1

Single family 1

Single family hone 1

Single-family 1

Single-family neighborhood 1

Tiny home/off-grid sustainable living. 1

single familuy 1

Totals 20

3



Specify other factor(s): Count

2. being in a safe neighborhood. 3. Being pet friendly (many rentals are not) 1

All of them 1

Meeting the "qualifications" to rent a home isn't realistic anymore. The income
limits and qualifications is tough.

1

Neighborhood 1

Neighborhood Intangibles 1

Non- low income 1

Not in California 1

Safe Neighborhoods 1

Safe, crime-free environment for our children. 1

Walkability both in distance and infrastructure to be able to reach jobs and
amenities. No cars or parking needed.

1

actual residency to support family/community priorities 1

community safety, willingness to work w/ bad or no credit, and allowing pets 1

near church or entities of involvement 1

rural area 1

safe neighborhood for children to play 1

Totals 15

4



2. What forms of housing do you believe are most needed in your
community? (Pick 2)
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Value  Percent Responses

Accessory Dwelling Units (units can be available for rent or
used by family members)

20.0% 12

Apartments, flats (units available for rent) 36.7% 22

Condominiums, townhomes (ownership option that is usually
less costly than individual homes)

35.0% 21

Duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes (can provide more affordable
rentals)

48.3% 29

Individual homes (usually most expensive form of housing) 35.0% 21

Other (please specify): 13.3% 8
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Other (please specify): Count

I'm not qualified enough to answer this but Leadership Counsel and Faith in the
Valley is.

1

Off-grid/tiny-home. 1

Ranchettes 1

Senior Citizen housing 1

To serve the need of the working families 1

gated communities 1

migrant temporary harvester multi-family concentrations 1

none 1

Totals 8

6



3. In your opinion, what are the three most critical housing issues facing
your city or county? (Pick 3)
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Value  Percent Responses

High home prices 28.3% 17

High rents 45.0% 27

Homelessness 43.3% 26

Inadequate infrastructure (e.g., roads, water) 21.7% 13

Lack of affordable housing (ownership) 35.0% 21

Lack of affordable housing (rental) 50.0% 30

NIMBYism (Residents opposed to new housing near them) 16.7% 10

Overcrowding 5.0% 3

Poor condition of existing housing 25.0% 15

Other (please specify): 13.3% 8
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Other (please specify): Count

All of them except homelessness, Kern counties and cities are the reason
homelessness exists, they have not provided enough resources for our unhoused
members.

1

Lack of any new houasing for years!! 1

Lack of any new single family housing in over 30-years 1

Lack of diversity in types of new housing being produced 1

Lack of employment oportunitys 1

Lack of new housing options, few or no new houses, apartments, condos being built 1

high development fees causing the housing prices to go up 1

scatterbrain and lack of long range planning, haphazard conditional usage
allowances

1

Totals 8

8



4. Are you aware of any special types of housing needed in your
community?  (Check all that apply)
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Value  Percent Responses

Farmworkers 38.3% 23

Large families 28.3% 17

People experiencing homelessness 63.3% 38

People with disabilities, including developmental disabilities
(e.g., Supportive housing)

40.0% 24

Seniors 35.0% 21

Single parent headed households 51.7% 31

Students 28.3% 17

Specify other(s): 13.3% 8

Not aware of any 8.3% 5
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Specify other(s): Count

Empoloyees of local businesses who must now commute to work here 1

Foster Children aged out of the system 1

Housing accessible to young adults trying to date or live independently. Everything
is oriented around families but no options for single people like studios or 1
bedrooms close to urban centers.

1

Low income 1

The working class that would like to live here in a nice single family
home/neighborhood

1

There is a large number of slum lords in kern county and past evictions is a big
issue trying to find a home. Some follks have the money to pay rent but because of
housing qualifications it actually contributes to homelessness in our city and not
everyone is open to shelters.. some rather be out in the streets. We need a middle
ground?

1

a lack of understanding the complexity of homelessness 1

small acerage 1

Totals 8

10



5. My community needs better _____________ (pick all that apply).
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Educational opportunities
(e.g., libraries, schools,
trade schools, colleges,

tutoring, etc.)

Job/employment
opportunities

Transportation/transit
options and/or frequency

of service

Other (please specify):
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Value  Percent Responses

Educational opportunities (e.g., libraries, schools, trade
schools, colleges, tutoring, etc.)

60.3% 35

Job/employment opportunities 72.4% 42

Transportation/transit options and/or frequency of service 72.4% 42

Other (please specify): 24.1% 14
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Other (please specify): Count

Affordable skilled trade schools 1

Bike and walking paths 1

DO NOT GIVE US MORE fossil fuel/big ag/law enforcement jobs, we need jobs that
actually prioritizes care for our communities without perpetuating white
supremacy and racial capitalism

1

HOUSING!! 1

Regional planning congruent with future water availability 1

Transportation for people with disabilities in east bakersfield and for the seniors.I
helped alot of people get food or walk them to the store because of tranportation
issues. There is a lack of respect and communication for people like this or with
special needs

1

Walkable neighborhoods. Everything is dependent on owning a car, which is like a
tax that only gives pollution in return.

1

We have plenty on well paying jobs with no homes for these people to live in so
they are forced to commute

1

better common sense when cpprdinating transportation modes and vehicles used 1

community action participation in administration of city hall 1

entertainment options, museums 1

housing options for people that own pets 1

parks, green areas, and community gardens 1

Totals 13

12



6. What community do you currently reside in? (Please pick one from the
drop-down menu.)

2% Arvin2% Arvin

68% Bakersfield68% Bakersfield

6% California City6% California City

4% Maricopa4% Maricopa

8% Ridgecrest8% Ridgecrest

2% Shafter2% Shafter

2% Taft2% Taft

9% Unincorporated County9% Unincorporated County

Value  Percent Responses

Arvin 1.9% 1

Bakersfield 67.9% 36

California City 5.7% 3

Maricopa 3.8% 2

Ridgecrest 7.5% 4

Shafter 1.9% 1

Taft 1.9% 1

Unincorporated County 9.4% 5

  Totals: 53
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7. My housing is:
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rented provided for me owned (with or without mortgage)
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Value  Percent Responses

rented 29.1% 16

provided for me 1.8% 1

owned (with or without mortgage) 69.1% 38
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ResponseID Response

18 4

20 5

21 2

22 2

23 2

24 0ne

25 4

26 2

27 1

29 one, next to a group home

30 2

31 4

32 2

33 1

8. Counting yourself, how many individuals live in your household?
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5

6

7
group

home

15



34 5

35 2

36 2

38 6

40 3

41 2

42 4

43 2

44 3

48 8

49 2

50 One

51 2

52 4

53 3

54 4

55 3

56 3

57 2

58 2

59 3

60 1

61 4

62 1

ResponseID Response
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63 1

64 2

65 5

66 7

67 3

68 3

69 2

70 2

71 4

73 4

74 5

75 3

77 1

78 3

79 2

80 4

81 2

ResponseID Response
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9. If you commute to work, on average (prior to COVID), how long does
your commute take (one way)?
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0 -15 minutes 16-30 minutes 31-45 minutes 46-60 minutes 61+ minutes
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Value  Percent Responses

0 -15 minutes 54.9% 28

16-30 minutes 33.3% 17

31-45 minutes 5.9% 3

46-60 minutes 2.0% 1

61+ minutes 3.9% 2
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ResponseID Response

20 Increase collaboration with affordable housing developers and use funds to
support infrastructure development that will facilitate housing
development.

21 In-fill development.

22 Eliminate segregation by uses. Allow homes over shops. Get rid of pointless
restrictions like parking requirements, floor area ratios, setback restrictions,
height limits and other barriers to density. In short, more freedom to build
and less obstruction from unelected bureaucrats. Also, stop making things
less walkable. No new freeways, narrower streets, fewer cars. Allow building
up rather than making sprawl the only viable option for development.

23 We in the IWV do not have the water resources to support any new housing
for anybody.

24 Mojave has been red-lined for decades. Most of the people who work here
commute to work here. Also, we should be able to list where we live, not be
listed under "unincorporated cities."

25 Require large employers moving to the area to include workforce housing
options or contribute to an affordable housing trust fund.

26 Provide economic incentives to complex developers if they dedicate a
percentage of the number of apartments in a complex to accept Section 8
vouchers.

10. What should the cities, the County, and other housing organizations
do to promote the construction of affordable housing?

housing
affordable

peoplecommunity

developmentcities

other city communities

county

grants

infrastructureareas

building

home

homes

land

needed

or

property

provideapartmentsbarriers

build
buildings
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27 Need to promote the construction of ALL housing. Kern County is already
generally affordable. There is a need for new housing options from first time
renters/owners of smaller/average sized SFR, apartment, and condos.

29 The idea of "giving" housing to those who can't afford it reveals the age-old
government and housing mentality that has produced more blight and
unmaintained ghettos than answers for the so-called homeless. The open
border stupidiity of the current federal "ruling class' cannot do anything but
complicate the housing issue as they arbitrarily transport illegals into
communities all over the nation. To give thousands of dollars to these
people is never an answer to their third-world impoverished condition, and
the economic policies that are trying to push America into a one world global
situation will destroy the US. Add to that the "green" efforts to drastically
move us to a non-fossil fuel society is worse than insanity and completely
neglects the needs of the military and most other government service
elements. AFFORDABLE HOUSING IS THE LEAST OF THE NEEDS OF KERN
COUNTY AND ITS CITIES AND COMMUNITIES.

31 Surveys, community meetings, media i formación

32 Lots of old housing and lots which could be re-zoned for duplexes or tri-
plexes in older neighborhoods to revitalize instead of constantly building
new. Lots of huge, vacant buildings which could be re-zoned and repurposed
for shelters, apartments, housing for people with care needs instead of
building new.

33 Allow for mixed housing types; apartments, condos, and single family
dwellings in the same areas. Stop creating suburban single family home
tracts.

34 Put a limit on the amount / property investors buy,

35 Federal grants and private/public partnerships

36 policies that support affordable housing development such as inclusionary
zoning

38 Offer assistance with credit improvements, assistance with down payment
for home ownership, more habitat for humanity opportunities

40 Infill and rehab run down areas and put in place mass transit with hubs for
important areas of the city

41 Be more Developer friendly.

43 Affordable housing is not cheap. At 300K per unit, local municipalities cannot
shoulder the costs. The state is the key.

ResponseID Response
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44 Allow safe, affordably-permitted construction of offgrid and tiny home
options.

48 make housing more affordable to the needed community specially in the
rural areas of Kern,

49 Good HOA so, if low housing, it doesn't become a junk yard.

50 Challenge the actual needs as defined by the state and federal housing
commissions. Much is unknown regarding the basid needs of communities in
fostering new housing vs upgrades to housing levels already here. Other
factors include: Crime (substance, theft, noise, traffic); abuse of legislation
(ignorance of specifics in agendas, expenditures, public works, admin);
indifference due to non-resident city managers, administration personnel,
long-standing manipulators with unknown resumes & biographies;
dependence on grants (fed, state, other) for budget; infrastructure monitors
(pub wks); & more . . .

51 Grants, public/private partnerships

52 PROMOTE the well paying jobs in our community with a lack of single family
homes for those people to own and rent. 95 % of the people that work at the
Mojave Air and Spaceport estimated to be 2500, commute to work. A major
reason is lack of single family homes.

53 Take money away from the police, and give it back to the community
members, lack of resources is what keeps us unsafe. Counties and cities
might say "oh wow we're giving 5 million to housing this year, which is more
than we did last year" *cough* Bakersfield *cough* ...while departments like
bakersfield police department got over 130 million to do nothing but enforce
racial capitalism and white supremacy. Police will not give our community
members housing, food, healthcare or more. We must prioritize building
affordable housing and other needed resources before giving a CENT to law
enforcement at all.

54 Educate ignorant "Not in my Backyard" residents and fund/supplement rent
for low income families. Especially single parents. Zone to have homes
changed into duplexes! Help homeowners of large homes modify them into
duplexes. Sponsor more townhomes.

55 Rent caps. People should not be able to rent above market values.

57 Provide financial subsidies, in the form of grants or sweat equity toward
down payments to first time home buyers

ResponseID Response
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58 The cities, the County, and other housing organizations should provide safe
and accommodating housing to the homeless as well as those at risk of
being evicted for little to no cost. This housing should be without barriers,
should allow pets, and should also provide storage for people. The County's
and the cities' budgets are deplorable especially considering that the County
gave KCSO about $248,000,000, and that Bakersfield city gave $186,500,000
to BPD, funds that did not need to see an increase while our communities
are rattled by systemic problems that create crime, homelessness, and
rundown communities. The cities & the County need to start putting citizens
first instead of corporations, private interests, private property, and real
estate moguls.

59 just do it yall

61 Purchase and renovate condemned homes/land. Open it up to public input
for usage

62 The County and small Cities should work together to bring affordable
housing to outlying communities

63 I would rather not see new housing in California City We don't have the
infrastructure to support the number of people living here now

64 They should put less money and availability to commercial lots and instead
use those spaces to provide apartment housing for the homeless and other
folks who are disenfranchised. They should improve the quality and safety of
streets. They should make communities as walkable as possible. They should
revamp existing vacant rental buildings with vacancies upwards of 3 years,
especially vacant commercial properties, and make them into affordable
housing for community members. Remove barriers to homeless folks seeking
housing-- provide actual STORAGE for their belongings, allow their pets, etc.

66 In our community there needs to be an acknowledgement of the housing
crisis first and foremost and only then can action be taken to solve the
issues that lower income families face in finding affordable housing.

67 Examine existing commercial vacancies to determine if they would be
appropriate for re-zoning and re-purposing, if this would be more cost
effective than constructing new buildings. Offer and advertise incentives for
participating in affordable housing. At a local level, needs need to be
appropriately advocated for at the county, state, and national levels to
ensure any grants or programs our community could benefit from are sought
out.

ResponseID Response
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68 Enforce building and occupancy codes rigorously. Plan for ALL infrastructure
and needed resources (and funding for maintenance so as not to tax the
already existing property owners). Protect existing developments' manner of
privacy, land use, and style of living. Protect agricultural and farm use and
resist housing (and commercial) 'developments' that would cause
neighboring property use conflicts. Strongly think ahead: where will the
water needed come from and at what cost; what will the transportation
needs be - roads, energy sources needed); will there be adequate
employment and income to maintain both existing and proposed population
growth; is 'affordable housing' construction really even a realistic endeavor?

69 Tax incentives to developers of affordable housing projects.

73 Rents are too high, and not enough available. I know too many people who
can't find affordable housing. Raising minimum wage doesn't help. Give
perks, tax cuts, etc. to landlords who rent to local folks first, that keep costs
under a $1000 per month.

74 Cities should stop allowing sfh development and require more dense housing
with better trails, bicycle infrastructure, sidewalks, and essentially make it
much easier to not drive. We are a flat city (for the most part) and its sad
how little people utilize active modes of transportation and how unhealthy
we are collectively. To promote affordable housing the city needs to invest in
it - set aside $$$ to build affordable housing - specifically in already dense
areas like downtown. Outside of downtown the city should develop zoning
and permitting requirements that strongly encourage more dense housing
(townhomes, condos) and also provides MUCH NEEDED funding to expand
bus service. The offramps of 99 are becoming like those of the IE and if we
don't do something soon we will be as worse off as they are.

75 Increase local leverage funding, permit streamlining, fund the development
of multiple housing types, land bank property for future housing
development, upzone properties to increase unit availability

77 Build public housing

78 Keep networking like you guys are already doing but do it world wide..
maybe if we all can connect across the globe and brainstorm ideas that
would help with this it can do some good.. new ideas from all classes of
different folks. There is always gonna be push back but times are changing
and generational differences will happen but keep going.. Maybe more
advertisements on social media and places that serve foster youth? I feel like
that crowd has slipped through the cracks and they experience addictions
and homelessness as adults.

79 Purchase land near needed facilities and make it available for planned
development

80 REQUIRE and approve more diverse housing types

ResponseID Response
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Report for Encuesta de Partes
Interesadas de Kern COG

Completion Rate: 66.7%

 Complete 2

 Partial 1

Totals: 3

Response Counts

1



1. ¿Cuáles son los tres factores más importantes que influyen en su
elección de vivienda (Marque hasta 3):

Pe
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t

Asequibilidad Estar cerca de parques,
oportunidades de

recreación, gimnasios,
etc.

Estar cerca de las
escuelas

Estar cerca del trabajo
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Value  Percent Responses

Asequibilidad 100.0% 2

Estar cerca de parques, oportunidades de recreación,
gimnasios, etc.

50.0% 1

Estar cerca de las escuelas 100.0% 2

Estar cerca del trabajo 50.0% 1

Tipo de vivienda: Especifique: (por ejemplo, unifamiliar, casa adosada,
condominio, apartamento u otra cosa). Count

Totals 0

Especifique otros factores): Count

Totals 0
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2. ¿Qué tipo de vivienda cree que son las más necesarias en su
comunidad? (Marque 2)

Pe
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t

Unidades de Vivienda
Accesorias (las unidades
pueden estar disponibles

para alquilar o ser
utilizadas por miembros

de la familia)

Apartamentos, pisos
(unidades disponibles

para alquiler)

Dúplex, tríplex,
cuádruplex (pueden

proporcionar alquileres
más asequibles)

Casas individuales
(generalmente la forma
de vivienda más cara)
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Value  Percent Responses

Unidades de Vivienda Accesorias (las unidades pueden estar
disponibles para alquilar o ser utilizadas por miembros de la
familia)

50.0% 1

Apartamentos, pisos (unidades disponibles para alquiler) 50.0% 1

Dúplex, tríplex, cuádruplex (pueden proporcionar alquileres
más asequibles)

50.0% 1

Casas individuales (generalmente la forma de vivienda más
cara)

50.0% 1

Otros (especificar): Count

Totals 0
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3. En su opinión, ¿cuáles son los tres problemas de vivienda más críticos
que enfrenta su ciudad o condado? (Marque 3)

Pe
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Altos precios de la
vivienda

Altos alquileres Falta de vivienda Falta de vivienda
asequible (alquiler)
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Value  Percent Responses

Altos precios de la vivienda 100.0% 2

Altos alquileres 100.0% 2

Falta de vivienda 50.0% 1

Falta de vivienda asequible (alquiler) 50.0% 1

Especifique otro): Count

Totals 0

4
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4. ¿Conoce algún tipo especial de vivienda necesaria en su comunidad?
(Marque todo lo que corresponda)
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Value  Percent Responses

Trabajadores del campo 100.0% 2

Familias numerosas 100.0% 2

Personas sin hogar 100.0% 2

Personas con discapacidades, incluyendo discapacidades del
desarrollo (por ejemplo, viviendas de apoyo)

50.0% 1

Personas de la tercera edad 50.0% 1

Hogares encabezados por un solo padre 50.0% 1

Estudiantes 50.0% 1

Especifique otro (s): Count

Totals 0

5

■ 
■ 
■ 
■ 

■ 



5. Mi comunidad necesita una mejor _____________ (Marque todo lo que
corresponda).

Pe
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t

Oportunidad educativa (por
ejemplo, bibliotecas, escuelas,

escuelas de oficio, universidades,
tutoría, etc.)

Trabajo/oportunidades de empleo Opciones de transporte/tránsito y/o
frecuencia del servicio
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Value  Percent Responses

Oportunidad educativa (por ejemplo, bibliotecas, escuelas,
escuelas de oficio, universidades, tutoría, etc.)

50.0% 1

Trabajo/oportunidades de empleo 50.0% 1

Opciones de transporte/tránsito y/o frecuencia del servicio 100.0% 2

Otros (especificar): Count

Totals 0

6
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6. ¿En qué comunidad reside actualmente?

100% Bakersfield100% Bakersfield

Value  Percent Responses

Bakersfield 100.0% 1

  Totals: 1

7

-



7. ¿Mi vivienda es?
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alquilada soy propietario (con o sin hipoteca)
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Value  Percent Responses

alquilada 50.0% 1

soy propietario (con o sin hipoteca) 50.0% 1

8

-



ResponseID Response

2 4

3 3

8. Contándose a usted mismo(a), ¿cuántas personas viven en su hogar?

01

9



9. Si viaja al trabajo, en promedio (antes de COVID), ¿cuánto tiempo
toma su viaje (de una vía)?
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0-15 minutos 16-30 minutos
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Value  Percent Responses

0-15 minutos 50.0% 1

16-30 minutos 50.0% 1

10



ResponseID Response

2 Generar leyes para evutar el alsa escesiva de precio en renta o compra.

3 Conocer las necesidades de la comunidad y buscar fondos para estos
proyectos

10. ¿Qué deberían hacer las ciudades, el condado y otras organizaciones
de vivienda para promover la construcción de viviendas asequibles?

de
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V. 
RPAC 

 
 
 
 

January 5, 2021 
 

 
TO:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
   
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director  
  

By:   Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director   
 Ben Raymond, Regional Transportation Planner 
 
 

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.  Over 
7,000 Kern residents have participated in the 2022 RTP public involvement process.  This item is 
a regular update provided to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC). 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
This periodic update report chronicles development and implementation of the SB 375 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) process in Kern with recent activity listed first.  Note 
that this report excludes 50 plus staff presentations on the SCS made to the Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee (RPAC) and the Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) during 
the 4-year update cycle.  The report also includes a timeline with upcoming events: 
 
December 21, 2021 – Call between California Air Resources Board (ARB) and 8-San Joaquin 
Valley COGs technical staff better coordinate ARB SCS technical methodology review including 
off-model GHG adjustment method.  Kern COG revised SCS technical methodology review by 
RPAC delayed till February 2, 2022 to incorporate changes that may come from ARB meeting. 
 
November 8, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the 2nd revision to the SCS technical 
methodology sent to ARB on October 12, 2021.    
 
November 3, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #3 - on Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation (RHNA) methodology.  Attendees:  City of Bakersfield staff, City of California City 
staff and planning commissioner, City of Maricopa Councilmember, City of Taft staff, City of Shafter staff, 

Kern Council 
of Governments 
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City of Arvin Staff, City of Ridgecrest staff, ACLU of Southern California, Bakersfield Senior Center, Centro 
de Unidad Popular Benito Juarez, Faith In The Valley, Home Builders Association, Housing Authority of 
Kern, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, LOUD For Tomorrow, Rebuilding Together Kern 
County, TDH Associates, Sigala, Inc, RGS, and local community residents.  Public discussion 
recommended:  Engagement in local housing element development beginning after adoption of RHNA in 
Summer 2022.  Employ more affordable housing techniques such as land banking, housing trust fund, 
impact fee waivers, online permitting process, homebuilding labor force development, “set the table” for 
low-income housing development w/land & architecture requirements pre-set, and provide more housing 
development on eastside of Metro.   

October 29, 2021 – State Housing & Community Development (HCD) Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA) Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
October 18, 2021 – Check-in call with California Air Resources Board (ARB) staff on the SB 150 
review of the 2018 SC.  A discussion of the revised technical methodology has been sent to ARB 
was postponed to November 8, 2021.   
 
October 11, 2021 – State Housing & Community Development (HCD) Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA) Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
September 7, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff on the status of development of 
modeling data for the SCS methodology.  A revised methodology is anticipated to be sent to ARB 
in October 2021. 
 
August 31, 2021 - California Housing Community Development Department (HCD) issued Kern’s 
low-income housing need determination for June 30, 2023 – December 31, 2031.  RHNA process 
to allocate that determination to each jurisdiction.  That allocation must be incorporated into each 
jurisdiction’s housing element update. 
 
August 20, 2021 – Four Community Based Outreach Mini-grants applications were received from 
All Of Us Or None (AOUON), Bakersfield Senior Center, Kern County Black Chamber of 
Commerce, and Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability to host RTP/SCS outreach 
events in Fall 2021 and be reimbursed for hosting related expenses. 
 
August 5, 2021 – Conference call with HCD Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) staff, 
California Department of Finance (DOF) forecasting staff, Kern COG consulting economist, on 
2032 forecast of household formation rates.  DOF agreed to revise rates to be closer to Kern 
COG’s adopted forecast as developed by our consulting economist. 
 
August 4, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #2 - On Improving Public 
Outreach.  Attendees: Tubatulabal Tribe, City of Maricopa City Councilmember, Kern County Black 
Chamber of Commerce, League of Women Voters, Leadership Council for Justice & Accountability, Bike 
Bakersfield, California Trucking Association/CPT, Downtown Business Association, TDH Associates, 
Upside Productions, Cal Centre Logistics Park, Kern County Library, City of Taft Planning Director, Kern 
County Public Works, Federal Highways Administration, California Air Resources Board, Caltrans District 
6, RGS Consulting.  Ways participants suggested to improve public input – 1) More meetings like this, 
2) Keep sending out more information to Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) so they can pass it on, 
3) Virtual meetings via PublicInput software, 4) Newsletter announcements (including Tribal newsletters), 
and 5) NGOs may propose use of phone banks with mini-grant. 



3 
 

 
August 4, 2021 – Transportation Modeling Committee–a sub committee of the RPAC and TTAC–
met to review the latest travel model validation, SB 743 script update, and the regional traffic 
count program. 
 
July 28, 2021 - Community Based Outreach Mini-grants Application released for fall outreach 
events for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
July 10, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, California Air Resources Board (ARB) staff on 
the status of development of modeling data for the SCS methodology.  A revised methodology is 
anticipated to be sent to ARB in August, 2021. 
 
June 30, 2021 – RTP/SCS update to RPAC and announcement of numerous Summer/Fall events. 
 
June 11, 2021 – Kick-off meeting for the Kern Area Goods Movement Operations (KARGO) 
Sustainability Study phase 2.  Public outreach meeting tentatively schedule for October 28, 2021. 
 
May 20, 2021 – Kern Quality of Life Survey results https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/ 
 
May 10, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the status of development of modeling data for 
the SCS methodology.  A revised methodology is anticipated to be sent to ARB in August, 2021. 
 
May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 – Public comment period on the Notice of Preparation of a Program 
Environmental Impact Report for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Kern Transportation Foundation on regional freight efforts to 
be incorporated into the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
February 17, 2021 – ARB provided a follow-up letter to the January 5, 2021 meeting covering 6 
areas they would like to see additional information on related to the Kern COG 2022 SCS 
methodology. 
 
January 21, 2021 – The annual “Transitions” web conference was held with two dozen 
participants discussing green transit technology and funding options.  Participants were 
encouraged to participate in the MetroQuest online survey tool to provide input to the 2022 RTP. 
 
January 14, 2021 – Kern COG provided a live web presentation to the new Bakersfield 
representative of the Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability.  The presentation was 
the same one presented to the Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on January 22, 2020. 
 
January 5, 2021 – Kern COG had a call with the California Air Resources Board (ARB) staff, 
answering questions about the Technical Methodology Report.  Kern is awaiting a final list of 
follow-up items from the call. 
 
December 7, 2020 – Kern COG sent the Technical Methodology Report to the ARB.  The draft 
report was reviewed by Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) and the RPAC at their 
regular November meetings.  The report includes a discussion of how Kern COG intends to 
address ARB comments from their July 27, 2020 Technical Evaluation of the 2018 RTP 
methodology.  The draft Technical Methodology Report for the 2022 RTP can be viewed on the 

https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/
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November 19, 2020 TPPC as agenda item IV. J. - https://www.kerncog.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf  
 
September 20, 2020 – Kern COG released its 3rd online public survey on the 2022 RTP/SCS.  
Responses are scheduled to be collected by November 9, 2030.  Participants and provide their 
input at https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/ 
 
July 27, 2020 – ARB published the Kern Technical Evaluation and finding of acceptance of the 
Kern COG 2018 RTP/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) methodology now available at: 
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council   
 
June 18, 2020 – Rural Alternative Transit Plan & RTP/SCS Workshops Report adopted – Plan is 
available online at https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf  
 
January 22, 2020 – 2022 RTP/SCS Stakeholder Roundtable #1 was held at Kern COG to garner 
input on the 2022 RTP/SCS public outreach process.  Twenty-two (22) participants attended the 
meeting from various interest areas in the community including: the Tejon Indian Tribe, 
Lamont/Weedpatch Family Resource Center, Caltrans, Kern County Black Chamber of Commerce, League 
of Women Voters, Valley Fever Awareness & Resources, Golden Empire Transit, Project Clean Air, Tejon 
Ranch, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, Troy D. Hightower International, Senator Melissa 
Hertado’s Office, California Alliance for Retired Americans, Congressman TJ Cox’s Office, and the cities of 
Bakersfield, Taft, Shafter, Tehachapi and California City.  Participants were presented an overview of 
the 2022 RTP/SCS performance measure and outreach methodology and participants provided 
input on how Kern COG can improve the outreach process. Recommendations included: 1) 
Continue the Kern County Fair Booth; 2) Mini Grant Outreach – consider providing tools to stakeholders to 
go into communities to gather input rather than a having a formal meeting; 3) Use Interactive Social Media; 
4) Use Parent Centers connected to the Bakersfield City School District; 5) Use Advisory Councils 
associated with schools; 6) Provide information to the Kern County Network for Children; 7) Consider going 
to McDonalds Play Areas – free Wi-Fi for adults and play space for children; 8) Community events such as 
Taft Oildorado, California City Tortoise Days and other community festivals (pre-COVID event). 
 
May 16, 2019 – Kern County Electric Passenger Vehicle Charging Blueprint completed: 
https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/  
 
February 21, 2019 – Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan & RTP Workshops Report 
completed: https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf  
 
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.  
The 2018 conformity analysis is available online at https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/  
 
August 15, 2018 – Kern COG Board adopted the 2018 RTP/SCS and associated documents 
available online at https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/    
 
Table 1 – 2011 & 2018 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region 
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/ 2020 2035 
Targets for 2014 & 18 RTP/SCS (set in 2011 by ARB)* -5% -10% 
2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018)* -12.5% -12.7% 

https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/
https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/
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Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by 
ARB, effective October 1, 2018) 

-9% -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. 
 
March 15, 2018 – Kern Region Active Transportation Plan completed and incorporated into the 
2018 RTP/SCS: https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/  
 
June 13, 2017 – ARB released proposed targets that were 2 percentage points higher than what 
Kern COG recommended based on local modeling 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.  Failure to meet this 
arbitrarily-set, higher target would require the region to prepare and Alternative Planning Strategy 
(APS) with additional voluntary strategies1 that meet the target.  ARB is required to update targets 
every 4-8 years. 
 
April 20, 2017 – 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. 
 
2022 RTP/SCS Preliminary Public Outreach and Adoption Timeline  
 
• Spring 2018 to Spring 2021 – Four statistically valid Sustainable Community Quality of Life 

Phone Surveys (Kern residents/year & oversampled in rural disadvantage areas) 
• Spring 2018 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS – Complete 
• September 4, 2019 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• September 27-November 12, 2019 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 1 (220 

participants) - Complete  
• Fall 2019 to Fall 2021 – Fairs/Festivals/Farmer’s Market outreach events - Ongoing 
• January 22, 2020 – 1st Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA outreach 

process - Complete  
• January 24-March 13, 2020 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 2 (446 participants) 

- Complete 
• Spring 2020 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 

 
1 Note that to-date no region in California has had to prepare an APS.  Some stakeholders are concerned about the voluntary 
nature of the strategies in the SCS.  Kern has been very aggressive on SCS strategies to avoid the APS requirement. 

https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
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• March 2020 – Adopt Regional Growth Forecast Update - Complete 
• Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) process - Ongoing 
• September 3, 2020 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• September 20-November 9, 2020 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 3 (300+ participants) 

- Complete 
• September 22, 2020-Oct. 10 – KUZZ Virtual Kern County Fair Outreach Event – Complete   
• January 21, 2021 – Transitions – Transit tech event - Complete 
• April 2021 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,500+ residents), results available 

at - Complete 
• April 2021 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 4 on Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) (144 

participants) shows nearly half of respondents interested in ADUs – Complete 
• May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 - Notice of Preparation of a Program Environmental Impact Report 

for the 2022 RTP/SCS - Complete 
• August 4, 2021 at 1:30PM – 2nd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA 

outreach process in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main conference room 
- Complete 

• Summer-Fall 2021 – 2020 U.S. Census population data available - Complete 
• Summer 2021 – RTP Public Outreach – Local Roads Safety Planning (LSRP) 9 online Zoom 

meetings, for info contact eflickinger@kerncog.org - Complete: 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/ site is excepting input 

through November 2021 (350 participants) 
1. June 22, 2021, 5–6pm, Shafter – online Zoom meeting 
2. June 24, 2021, 4-5pm, Delano – online Zoom meeting 
3. June 29, 2021, 5:30-6:30pm, Bakersfield – online Zoom meeting 
4. July 12, 2021, 4–5pm, Wasco – online Zoom meeting 
5. July 24, 2021, 3-4pm Maricopa – online Zoom meeting 
6. August 4, 2021, 5-6pm, Taft – online Zoom meeting 
7. August 5, 2021, 6-7pm, Tehachapi – online Zoom meeting 
8. August 17, 2021, 6–7am, Arvin – online Zoom meeting 
9. September 16, 2021, 5-6pm, California City – online Zoom meeting 
10. October 28, 2021, 2:30pm – All Of Us Or None Mtg., – 948 Baker St, Bakersfield  – 

online Zoom meeting 
• Summer 2021 - RTP Public Outreach – Clean Mobility Options Needs Assessment for up to 

13 Disadvantaged Communities, (500+ participants so far) for info contact 
SCampbell@kerncog.org - Complete 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/  
- April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Shafter Rotary Club 
- Social media posts of survey February - August, 2021 targeted to reach the following zip 

codes:  Tejon Tribe, Tubatulabal Tribe, Delano, McFarland, Lost Hills, Wasco, Taft, 
Arvin, Lamont, Buttonwillow, Shafter, California City, Ridgecrest, Maricopa 

- Tubatulabal Tribe July newsletter promotion of survey with link.  
- July 20, 2021 exhibitor participation in United Way of Kern County's Community 

Development Conference, Bakersfield (50+ participants). 
• Summer 2021 - Mini-grant stakeholder application process for hosting RTP/SCS outreach 

events (possibly web-enabled and/or in-person type events) 
• September 6 – October 6, 2021 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for 

SCS Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies. 
• September 28 – November 24, 2021 – Mini-grant stakeholder hosted events (*) and other  

coordinated RTP public outreach events 

mailto:eflickinger@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/
mailto:SCampbell@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/
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1. *September 28, 2021, 5:30pm – Kern Black Chamber of Commerce, 3501 Sterling, N.E. 
Bakersfield (50+ participants) 

2. *September 30, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 1st Mtg., 530 4th St, S. 
Downtown Bakersfield (12 participants) 

3. *October 13, 2021, 1pm – All Of Us Or None – 948 Baker St, E. Bakersfield (20 
participants) 

4. October 16, 2021, 9am-2pm – Booth at Oildorado Days, Taft (25 participants) 
5. *October 14, 2021, 6pm – Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 10300 San Diego St, Lamont 

(7 participants) 
6. *October 18, 2021, 6pm - Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 8228 Hilltop Dr, Fuller Acres 

(9 participants) 
7. *October 19, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 2nd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. Downtown 

Bakersfield (12 participants) 
8. October 23, 2021, 10am-2pm – Clean Cities Coalition – Workshop for Jr. High and H.S. 

Teachers, Valley Oaks Charter School, must register 661-847-9756, Tehachapi (15 
participants) 

9. October 28, 2021, 8am-4pm – Kern Transportation Foundation, must register 
http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/ – Hodel’s, 5917 Knudsen 
Dr, N. Bakersfield (85 participants) 

10. *October 30, 2021, 6pm - Kern Black Chamber of Commerce 2nd Mtg. – Alliance Against 
Family Violence, 1660 South St, Downtown Bakersfield (24 participants) 

11. *November 4, 2021, 6pm? 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 3rd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. 
Downtown Bakersfield (12 participants) 

12. November 6, 2021, 9am-4pm – Ridgecrest Native American Petroglyph Festival – 
Downtown Ridgecrest (30 participants) 

13. *November 9, 2021, 7-8:30 pm - Bike Bakersfield, Missionary Baptist Church, 1451 
Madison St, 93307, S.E. Bakersfield 

• November 3, 2021, 1:30-3pm – 3rd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS outreach 
status and RHNA Methodology in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main 
conference room and via GoToMeeting online 

• November 8, 2021, 3pm – Kern COG/ARB meeting on SCS Technical Methodology Update 
• November 8-December 9, 2021 – Public review period for RHNA Methodology 
• November 18, 2021 – Advertised public hearing on RHNA Methodology 
• November 10 – December 10, 2021 – Online public survey on housing needs 
__________________ 

• Spring 2022 – Publicly agendized meetings with all 11 City Councils and the County Board of 
Supervisors (law only requires meetings at 2 local government jurisdictions) 

• March 2022 – Begin 55-day combined public review period and release Draft RTP/SCS/air 
quality conformity/environmental document and RHNA housing needs plan. 

• Spring 2022 – Statistically Valid Annual Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) 
• Summer 2022 – Combined public hearing and Adopt RTP/SCS, Air Quality Conformity, 

RHNA, and environmental document 
• October 2022 – Community Level SCS Progress Report Update & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies 
 
To be added to the RTP/SCS email notification list for up-coming events, please email Becky 
Napier BNapier@kerncog.org . 
  
 

http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/
mailto:BNapier@kerncog.org
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ACTION:  Information 



V. 

RPAC 
January 5, 2021 

TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 

FROM: Ahron Hakimi,  
Executive Director 

By:   Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director
Ben Raymond, Regional Transportation Planner 

SUBJECT:   RPAC ITEM V. SUPPLEMENTAL – 12/24/21 ARB FOLLOW-UP MEMO 
UPDATE:  SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM 
PASSENGER VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP 

DESCRIPTION:  

On December 24, 2021 the California Air Resources Board (ARB) provided a follow-up 
memorandum with follow-up tasks for Kern COG staff to provide information on the Technical 
Methodology version 2.     

DISCUSSION: 

On December 21, 2021 Kern COG and the 7 other San Joaquin Valley COGs had a web 
conference call with ARB staff.  ARB shared the results from Sacramento Area COG (SACOG) 
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG).  ARB also provided the attached follow-
up memorandum on December 24, 2021.  The memo highlights remaining actions for Kern COG 
to submit as part of the Kern COG Technical Methodology update version 3 by the end of January 
2022.   Kern COG staff does not anticipate any difficulties in providing the requested changes to 
the SCS technical methodology.  Staff plans to provide a review copy with ARB’s 9 requested 
changes to the RPAC at their February 2, 2022 meeting.   

Attachments:  A. 12/21/21 ARB Slide Sacramento/LA 3rd Cycle Determination/Recommendations 
B. 12/24/21 ARB/KernCOG Memorandum on Technical Methodology Version 2

ACTION:   

Information 

Kern Council 
of Governments 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
ADDED AFTER POSTING OF THE 
AGENDA ON DECEMBER 28, 2021



 
 

 
Attachment A – 12/21/21 ARB Slide – Sacramento/LA 3rd Cycle Determination/Recommendations

 
 
 

Determination & Recommendations 

SACOG Determination: 
Accept with Significant Concerns Regarding 
Implementation 
SACOG Recommendations: 

- Deprogram Capacity Expansion Projects and 
Prioritize Funding for Transportation Projects hat 
Advance SCS Implementation and Goals 
- Monitor Implementation of the Adopted 
Transportation Project List 

Accelerating Infill to Further SCS 
Implementation and Goals 
State and Regional Partnership on Pricing Pilot 
Options 
Provide All Trend Analysis Metrics 
Improve Modeling and Data 
Analyze Induced Travel Demand 

SCAG Determination: 
Accept with Significant Concerns Regarding 
Implementation 
SCAG Recommendations: 
Deprogram Capacity Expansion Projects and Prioritize 
Funding for Transportation Projects that Advance SCS 
Implementation and Goals 
Monitor Implementation of the Adopted SCS 
Strategies, Actions, and Transportation Project List 
Accelerating Infill to Further SCS Implementation and 
Goals 
State and Regional Partnership on Pricing Pilot 
Options 
Improve GHG Benefit Estimates for 2020 SCS New 
Strategies 
Provide All Trend Analysis Metrics 
Improve Modeling and Data 
Analyze Induced Travel Demand 



 

arb.ca.gov 1001 I Street • P.O. Box 2815 • Sacramento, California 95812 (800) 242-4450 

CARB / KCOG 
Technical Methodology 

Coordination Call Follow-up 
December 24, 2021 

This document is the follow-up to the November 8, 2021 and November 17, 2021 calls 
between Kern Council of Governments (KCOG) staff Rob Ball, Ben Raymond, Becky Napier, 
and Linda Urata; Alex Marcucci of Trinity Consultants for part of the November 17 meeting; 
and California Air Resources Board (CARB) staff Lezlie Kimura, Nesamani Kalandiyur, Andrew 
King, and John Beutler. 

This document lists each discussion item below in black, with numbers corresponding to the 
meeting agenda. A brief summary of discussion of each item is labeled “Discussion” and 
shown in green. Follow-up actions are labeled “Follow-up” and are shown in red. A section 
of Additional Discussion which was not on the meeting agenda is at the end of this 
document. 

Summary of CARB Staff’s Preliminary Review of Kern Council of 
Government’s (Kern COG) letter and document titled Technical 
Methodology to Estimate Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction for 
Kern COG’s 2022 RTP/SCS 

The discussion items below summarized CARB staff’s remaining concerns with proposed SCS 
quantification methods in Kern COG’s technical methodology (TM) Version 2, provided on 
October 12, 2021, as well as suggested remedies for discussion. 

Off-Model Strategies (agenda item 1) 

Kern COG provided descriptions of methodologies for several off-model strategies it 
plans on including in its SCS. However, the methodology is not clear how each of 
these variables is used to estimate the GHG emissions from the respective strategies. 
Please provide a step-by-step emission calculation methodology, as well as a rationale 
for why the emissions reductions should be considered surplus/additional (e.g., going 
beyond existing State programs). CARB staff requests that Kern COG provide this 
information for each of the off-model strategies it describes in the TM. 

12(\ CALIFORNIA rflr-hl AIR RESOURCES BOARD 

Gavin Newsom, Governor 
Jared Blumenfeld, Cal EPA Secretary 

Liane M. Randolph, Chair 
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Discussion: KCOG noted that the draft Technical Methodology is already longer than 
those of some other MPOs, and that their understanding was that CARB’s intent is to 
step back from a focus on calculations. CARB staff clarified that since this is KCOG’s 
first use of off-model strategies that there is likely to be more back and forth than is 
typical for other TMs. CARB staff explained the importance of understanding the 
planned method for quantifying each off-model strategy, concerns about more 
piecemeal discussions, and that the CARB technical staff (Nesamani and Andrew) are 
good resources for questions about off-model calculations. Trinity Consulting is 
developing a template for off-model strategies for the Valley MPOs which is heavily 
influenced by the CARB SCS Guidelines. CARB staff indicated that if Valley MPOs 
follow the template and include relevant sources, it would not be necessary to write a 
descriptive methodology in detail. (For details, see the “Additional Discussion” 
section)  

Follow-up: KCOG indicated that they would revise several of their off-model 
strategies to follow the Trinity template and would follow up with CARB staff after 
some internal deliberations. From the December 21, 2021 meeting, CARB staff’s 
understanding is that KCOG will complete a revised Technical Methodology and 
submit it for CARB staff review at the end of January 2022. 

2. EV Charging Infrastructure 

a. CARB understands that Kern COG intends to include an EV charging infrastructure 
program as an off-model strategy. An EV charging infrastructure strategy may claim 
GHG reductions for increasing eVMT for Plug-in Hybrid Electric Vehicles (PHEV). 
Reductions from additional EV purchases would be outside the scope of this 
strategy. The reductions must also be surplus/additional with respect to the 
CARB’s Advanced Clean Cars regulation. Please revise the methodology to be 
consistent with these guidelines. 

b. CARB understands that Kern COG plans on using the Alternative Fuel Life-cycle 
Environmental and Economic Transportation (AFLEET) tool to quantify emissions 
reductions from EV charging infrastructure. AFLEET is a lifecycle analysis tool that 
quantifies ‘from well to wheels’ GHG emissions reductions. Please articulate how 
you will limit GHG reductions to tailpipe emissions only. 

Discussion: There was discussion of ideas for calculating eVMT and separating that 
from eVMT reductions resulting from State actions. KCOG staff indicated that they 
intend to limit reductions to increases in eVMT (i.e., they will not take credit for 
increases in EV sales). CARB staff suggested consulting Appendix E of the Final 
Sustainable Communities Strategy Program and Evaluation Guidelines. CARB staff 
suggests using a simple methodology of calculating how chargers will induce EV 
adoption, then calculating the GHG emissions reduction through EMFAC. 

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
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Follow-up: KCOG will discuss this methodology internally based on the discussion 
with CARB staff. A version should be submitted with the revised TM for CARB staff 
review. 

3. Carpool/Vanpool 

Kern COG names a number of rideshare/vanpool programs that it plans on including 
in its off-model strategy (CalVans, CommuteKern, Enterprise Vanpool, and ‘other 
private sector vanpools as data is available’). Please provide the following: 

a. Separately describe the step-by-step calculations for quantifying GHG reductions 
for each of these programs. 

b. Articulate how you will avoid double-counting participation across each of these 
programs. 

c. Articulate how you will exclude GHG benefits from funding sources such as the 
AHSC Grant program. 

Discussion: KCOG has not done calculations for carpools/vanpools yet. KCOG plans 
to use the number of riders to determine the VMT reduction and run that through 
EMFAC for both CalVans and Enterprise. There may also be some spillover benefits 
from Fastrac into LA County. CARB staff noted concerns about avoiding double 
counting, how to forecast growth, and concerns about taking credit for SCAG-funded 
programs. CARB staff noted that many Valley MPOs take credit for CalVans. 

Follow-up: A version should be submitted with the revised TM for CARB staff review. 

4. Employer-based Trip Reduction Program (Rule 9410) 

CARB understands that Kern COG plans on modeling GHG reductions from 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District Rule 9410. In the TM, Kern COG 
articulates how it will estimate the number of employees in the region that will work 
for employers subject to Rule 9410. Please provide a step-by-step calculation 
methodology for reducing GHG emissions and all data sources. Please provide details 
on how KCOG is planning to forecast the number of employees subject to Rule 9410, 
the average number of trips, and VMT reduced. 

Discussion: CARB staff asked for greater explanation of the forecasting method and 
how it relates to VMT reductions. KCOG has not done this calculation yet. CARB staff 
recommended consulting the corresponding section of Appendix E of the Final 
Sustainable Communities Strategy Program and Evaluation Guidelines. KCOG asked if 
there is a 9410 example. Trinity Consulting later indicated that they would include 
Rule 9410 in their off-model strategy template. 

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf


Technical Methodology Coordination Call Follow-up 
December 24, 2021 
Page 4 

 

Follow-up: It was discussed that CARB staff would send a Rule 9410 calculation 
example to KCOG. However, given that Trinity Consultants is planning to include 
Rule 9410 in their off-model strategy template and is anticipated to align with CARB’s 
latest SCS Guidelines, CARB staff suggests that KCOG first consult the Trinity 
Consultants template rather than a historical example. A version of this strategy 
calculation should be submitted with the revised TM for CARB staff review. 

5. Telecommute 

CARB understands that Kern COG plans on estimating future telecommute 
participation rates based on a county-wide survey. VMT reductions will be calculated 
based on the average home-based work trip length and GHG associated with those 
VMT reductions will be based on EMFAC.  Please articulate how Kern COG will 
account for Rebound Effects (e.g., commuters may be encouraged to live further away 
from workplaces in the long-term; it may induce additional non-commute trips such as 
lunch or personal errands). For discussion on this topic, see CARB Final Sustainable 
Communities Strategy Program and Evaluation Guidelines, Appendix E, at pg. 70-71. 

Discussion: KCOG discussed alternative methods for calculating GHG emissions 
reduction, based on either a change in the travel model or an off-model calculation 
using EMFAC. CARB staff noted that some MPOs are using each of those methods. 

CARB staff asked about consideration of the “rebound effect.” KCOG is planning to 
model calculations after those of FCOG and may consult Appendix E of the Final 
Sustainable Communities Strategy Program and Evaluation Guidelines. 

Follow-up: A version should be submitted with the revised TM for CARB staff review. 

6. Pedestrian Infrastructure Improvements; Transportation System Management 
(TSM)/Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) 

Kern COG plans on estimating GHG reductions from pedestrian improvements and 
TSM/ITS using Moving Cooler. The proposed simplified method of using Moving 
Cooler may not accurately estimate GHG reductions. For example, given the many 
TSM/ITS-related approaches to improve overall transportation system efficiency, 
Moving Cooler may not accurately capture Kern COG’s specific TSM/ITS strategies. 
Please provide step-by-step calculation methods and key assumptions for all off-model 
strategies in the Technical Methodology. CARB staff recommends Kern COG refer to 
Appendix E of the SCS Evaluation Guidelines to develop the quantification method for 
these strategies.   

Discussion: CARB staff noted that Moving Cooler is getting out of date and more 
applicable to urban areas. Some guidance from Appendix E of the Final Sustainable 
Communities Strategy Program and Evaluation Guidelines could be applicable. KCOG 

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
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noted that they work with signalization to smooth traffic flow and that their model 
shows emissions benefit from free-flowing traffic. [Note: The Trinity template will have 
a pedestrian infrastructure improvement example.] 

Follow-up: A version should be submitted with the revised TM for CARB staff review. 

7. Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) 

Table 3 of the TM states that ADUs will be a newly quantified strategy included in the 
traffic model. Please provide additional details about how this strategy will be 
modeled. 

Discussion: KCOG said the number of expected ADUs will be calculated off-model, 
and the resulting number will be fed into the traffic demand model. 

Follow-up: A version should be submitted with the revised TM for CARB staff review. 

8. Low/Zero Emission Vehicle Acquisition 

CARB staff understands that Kern COG plans on including conversion of transit 
vehicles from fossil fuels to low- and zero-emissions technology as an off-model 
strategy. MPOs may include transit frequency or ridership improvements as off-model 
strategies. These types of strategies generally achieve GHG reductions by decreasing 
private automobile trips and increasing bus, subway, or train ridership. 
GHG reductions strictly limited to transit fleet technology conversion are outside the 
scope of SB 375. Please rearticulate the goal and methodology of this strategy to 
adhere to these guidelines. 

Discussion: CARB staff noted that GHG reductions due to changes in fleet technology 
would not typically be claimed as a GHG emissions reduction in an SCS. KCOG said 
that these are small transit agencies whose systems are not modeled, and this would 
be a small GHG emissions reduction. KCOG might not use this strategy. 

In a later written follow-up, CARB staff noted that this strategy would most likely not 
count for SB 375 GHG reductions. 

Follow-up: No follow-up is needed. 

Induced Travel 

9. CARB previously requested that Kern COG provide detail on how it captures the 
effects of long-run induced demand in its travel model. In response, Kern COG revised 
the TM to include additional description of its model input validation. They also 
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provided a general description of the process for selecting transportation projects. 
CARB requests Kern COG provide additional detail, specifically: 

a. The selection criteria used for roadway expansion projects (e.g., cost, VMT 
inducement). 

b. The variables provided in the ‘feedback loop’ between the travel model and land 
use model (e.g., location of households, jobs, accessibility metrics, congestion 
level) and the time periods between iterations. 

As part of the SCS submittal, CARB asks that Kern COG provide information about the 
changes in residential, employment, development location choices, and accessibility 
measures from one iteration of the feedback loop to another at the sub-regional level. 

Discussion: KCOG explained the method used to account for induced travel. The 
feedback loop is made manually. Land use change is determined based on the level of 
attraction calculated for the model’s grid cells. The schedule for constructing projects 
is based on KCOG’s estimate of available funding. The VMT is calculated based on a 
set of final 2035 scenarios of different densities. 

Follow-up: A changed or updated version should be submitted with the revised TM 
for CARB staff review. 

Incremental Progress 

10. CARB previously asked that Kern COG provide detail on how it will conduct the 
Incremental Progress Analysis. The TM specifies that Kern COG will use a modeling 
approach, conducted by a single or series of sensitivity runs with and without the 
changes in exogenous variables. They note that some strategies will be analysis with 
both on and off-model sensitivity runs. CARB requests that Kern COG provide 
additional detail on its Incremental Progress Analysis, specifically: 

a. The step-by-step process for conducting the analysis (especially how land use and 
socioeconomic characteristics will be normalized between SCS2 and SCS3),  

b. Any new factors, assumptions, or strategies that will be included. 

Discussion: This was not discussed in the November meetings. 

Follow-up: The Incremental Progress analysis was discussed in the December 21, 2021 
meeting, but please contact CARB staff if you would like to discuss this analysis 
specifically for KCOG. A changed or updated version should be submitted with the 
revised TM for CARB staff review. 
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Auto Operating Costs 

11. Kern COG provided the auto operating cost (AOC) value for 2035. However, it did not 
provide how AOC was calculated, the types of fuels included, and data sources for 
fuel efficiency and cost. CARB requests that Kern COG provide these details on AOC. 

Discussion: CARB staff will be meeting with Alex Marcucci and with Fresno separately 
to discuss auto operating costs. 

Follow-up: Kern COG is planning to coordinate with Fresno’s treatment of auto 
operating costs. A changed or updated version should be submitted with the revised 
TM for CARB staff review. 

Additional Discussion 

Discussion: Alex Marcucci of Trinity Consultants has developed a spreadsheet using 
methodological information from Appendix E of the Final Sustainable Communities Strategy 
Program and Evaluation Guidelines. This spreadsheet tool is intended to be something that 
various MPOs could use for their off-model calculations. CARB staff notes that the TM 
submittal does not require in-depth written explanation as long as things like a spreadsheet 
make clear the calculation methods. CARB staff also needs to know how the MPO intends to 
set the input values. 

https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/sites/default/files/2019-11/Final%20SCS%20Program%20and%20Evaluation%20Guidelines%20Appendices.pdf


KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
MEETING OF REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG BOARD ROOM                            WEDNESDAY            
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                  February 2, 2022 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                              1:30 P.M.  

 
SPECIAL NOTICE 

 
Public Participation and Accessibility 

February 2, 2022, Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
and the Kern Council of Governments Board of Directors Meetings 

 
On September 16, 2021, Governor Gavin Newsom signed into law Assembly Bill (AB) 361 
which authorizes a local agency to use teleconferencing without complying with the 
teleconferencing requirements imposed by the Ralph M. Brown Act when a legislative body of a 
local agency holds a meeting during a declared state of emergency or when state or local health 
officials have imposed or recommended measures to promote social distancing. Based on 
guidance from the California Governor’s Office and Department of Public Health, as well as the 
County Health Officer, in order to minimize the potential spread of the COVID-19 virus, Kern 
Council of Governments hereby provides notice that as a result of the declared federal, state, 
and local health emergencies, and in light of the Governor’s signing of AB 361, the following 
adjustments have been made: 
 

• The meeting scheduled for February 2, 2022, at 1:30 p.m. will have limited public 
access to maintain social distancing. Masks will be required to attend the meeting in 
person. 

• Consistent with AB 361, Committee/Board Members may elect to attend the meeting 
telephonically and participate in the meeting to the same extent as if they were 
physically present. 

• The public may participate in the meeting and address the Committee/Board in person 
under Public Comments. 

• If the public does not wish to attend in person, they may participate in the meeting and 
address the Committee/Board as follows: 
 

o You may offer comment in real time via your phone or from your computer, 
tablet or smartphone (see below). 

o If you wish to submit a comment in advance of the scheduled meeting you may 
submit your comment via email to feedback@kerncog.org  by 1:00 p.m. February 
2, 2021 (this is not a requirement). 
 

Please join my meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone.  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702  

 
You can also dial in using your phone.  

United States: +1 (312) 878-3080  
 

Access Code: 586-617-702  
 

New to GoToMeeting? Get the app now and be ready when your first meeting starts:  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/586617702 

mailto:feedback@kerncog.org
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702
tel:+13128783080,,586617702
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/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 January 5, 2022. VOICE VOTE 

 
IV. PRELIMINARY DRAFT 2022 RTP/SCS POLICY SECTION UPDATES – JANUARY 2022 (Ball) 

 
Comment: Kern COG is proposing revision to the Policy Section of the Draft 2022 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) in response to comments 
received from two local stakeholder groups during the 3.5-year outreach process.  
 
Action: Provide comments to rball@kerncog.org by Wednesday, February 16, 2022. 
 

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.  Over 7,000 Kern residents have participated in the 2022 RTP public involvement 
process.  This item is a regular update provided to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
(RPAC). 
   
Action: Information.  

 
VI. UPDATE:  TECHNICAL METHODOLOGY TO ESTIMATE GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION 

REDUCTION FOR KERN COG’S 2022 RTP/SCS – VERSION 3 (Ball) 
 
Comment: As required by SB 375, the attached Technical Methodology version 3 and 
cover memo describe the method anticipated to be used to demonstrate attainment of the 
per capita greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction targets in the 2022 Regional Transportation 
Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS). 
 
Action: Information. 
 
 

mailto:rball@kerncog.org


 
VII. MOBILITY INNOVATIONS AND INCENTIVES PROGRAM - STATUS REPORT (Urata) 

  
Comment: To help meet stringent air quality standards, Kern COG promotes deployment of 
alternative fuel vehicle technologies. This report provides staff activity information and provides 
funding information. 
 
Action: Information 

 
 

VIII. REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 (Napier) 
 
Comment: The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP 2.0) are a key part of strategic 
investments toward more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all areas of the 
state. REAP 2.0 builds on the success of 2019’s REAP program but expands the focus by integrating 
housing and climate goals and allowing for broader planning and implementation investments, 
including infrastructure.  
 
Action: RPAC discussion of potential activities in Kern. 
 

IX. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
X. MEMBER ITEMS 

 
XI. ADJOURNMENT 

The next scheduled meeting will be March 2, 2022.  



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
  

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                     WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                  January 5, 2022 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                              1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman Staples called the meeting to order at 1:32 p.m. 
 

I. ROLL CALL: 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Suzanne Forrest Shafter 

     Mark Staples  Taft 
     Lorena Mendibles Caltrans 
     Keri Cobb  Wasco 
     Ricardo Perez  GET 
     Eric Dhanens  Community Member 
     Asha Chandy  Community Member 
     Derek Abbot  Community Member 

  
KERN COG STAFF:  Becky Napier  Linda Urata    
     Rochelle Invina  Rob Ball   
     Ben Raymond 
            
OTHERS:    Troy Hightower  TDH Associates  
     Susanna Kormendi Bakersfield   

      Scott Lau  Caltrans 
     Lupita Mendoza  Caltrans 
     Emma De La Rosa Leadership Council  
     Alexa Kolosky  Kern County Public Works 
     Ryan Starbuck  City of Bakersfield 
    

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 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 Forrest made a motion to approve the discussion summary of October 6, 
2021, seconded by Committee Member Dhanens with all in favor. 

 
 

IV. REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION (RHNA) DEVELOPMENT UPDATE 
(Invina) 

 
Comment: The 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan is scheduled to 
be completed in July 2022. The public comment period for the Draft RHNA Methodology 
began November 8, 2021, and ended December 9, 2021, with a Public Hearing held during 
the November 18 Kern COG Board Meeting. There were no comments received during the 



Public Hearing.  The draft RHNA Methodology was submitted to the California Department of 
Housing and Community Development for review. 
 
Emma De La Rosa from the Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability thanked staff 
for providing a survey in Spanish. 

 
Action: This was an information item. 
 

V. 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 
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. This item is a regular update provided to the 
RPAC. Mr. Ball stated that supplemental information was added after the posting of the 
agenda specifically a memorandum issued by ARB on December 24, 2021, highlighting 
remaining actions for Kern COG to submit as part of the Kern COG Technical Methodology 
update Version 3 by the end of January 2022. 
 
Mr. Ball answered questions from Chairman Staples, Committee Member Mendibles and 
Committee Member Abbott. 
 
Troy Hightower of TDH Associates asked the following questions: 
 
1. What is the % reduction of the current model? 

 
Mr. Ball’s response: The 2018 RTP showed a 12.7% reduction by 2035 and the new 
target is 15% reduction. We are using the same model with updated information and are 
seeing the same results. This is a pre-COVID model from January 2020. 
 

2. What strategies are helping the most?  
 
Mr. Ball’s response: Telecommuting mostly, infill development hasn’t been as good as we 
hoped because of the slow progress on the High-Speed Rail. 
 

3. So, it sounds like there is a 3% gap between the modeling results and the target that will 
need to be made up with off-model adjustments and CARB is asking for more information 
on the off-model adjustments you are proposing which is concerning to me. 
 
Mr. Ball’s response: Trinity Consultants (the Air Quality Consultant) developed a 
spreadsheet tool that can help us answer CARB’s questions. Also, ITS is showing good 
results by making traffic signals more efficient in keeping the traffic flowing rather than a 
stop and go traffic situation. 
 

4. Will you have the January response to CARB available for the February RPAC? 
 
Mr. Ball’s response: Yes, it will be provided as an information item. 

 
Action: This was an information item. 

 
VI. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 
None. 
 



 
  

VII. MEMBER ITEMS 
 
Committee Member Perez stated that GET is going into the second phase of the “Build Better 
Transit Study” and he will send Ms. Napier a link to a survey that can be sent out to the 
RPAC members. 
 
Committee Member Forrest stated that she is retiring in about a year and that Shafter is 
currently advertising for a Senior Planner to replace her. Please contact Shafter if you are 
interested. 
 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 
 

With no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 2:08 p.m. The next scheduled meeting 
of the RPAC is February 1, 2022.  
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February 2, 2022 
 

 
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. 
PRELIMINARY DRAFT 2022 RTP/SCS POLICY SECTION UPDATES – JANUARY 2022 

 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
Kern COG is proposing revision to the Policy Section of the Draft 2022 Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) in response to comments received from two local 
stakeholder groups during the 3.5-year outreach process.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
During the extensive public outreach process for the 2022 RTP/SCS, Kern COG received comments for 
changes to the Policy Section.  During the process, two policy change requests to the 2018 RTP/SCS came 
from the following groups: 
 
Tejon Indian Tribe Email Request – 9/2/20 
Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability Letter – 11/19/21 
 
The letters and substantive preliminary draft changes to the RTP/SCS Policy Section (Chapter 2) are 
attached.  The letters include references to the changes requested in red.  Also attached is a preliminary 
draft of the Policy Section to the 2022 RTP/SCS.   
 
RPAC members and stakeholders are requested to provide final comments to Kern COG staff by 
Wednesday, February 16, 2022.  Another public comment period on the full Draft of the 2022 RTP/SCS is 
tentatively scheduled to begin March 25, 2022. 
 
 
ACTION: Provide comments to rball@kerncog.org by Wednesday, February 16, 2022. 
 
Attachments:  Tejon Indian Tribe Email Request – 9/2/20 

Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability Letter – 11/19/21 
Preliminary Draft Policy Section for the 2022 RTP/SCS (substantive changes highlighted) 
January 2022 

  

Kern Council 
of Governments 

mailto:rball@kerncog.org
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See New 
Policy 36 

From: Calio Rambo 
To: 
Subject: Tejon Tribal Initiatives for RPAC 9/2/20 

Wednesday, September 2, 2020 11:29:56 AM 
High 

Date: 
Importance: 

Mr. Ball: 

Per our discussions regarding the Tejon Tribe's exploratory interest in proposing formal policies 

for consideration by the RPAC & KernCOG, I am submitt ing this quick email that provides an 

overview of certain init iatives that are important to Tejon and the greater Native American 

Community. Please feel free to share this with RPAC/KernCOG members. 

1. Susta inable Transportation Planning focused on Environmenta l-, Social-, and Restorative

Justice Efforts important to Ind ian Count ry(i.e., Nat ive A merican Community at large), 

wh ich can also be couched as a foc us o n enhancing eco- and historical-tourism resources. 

a. For example: 

D 
i. The installation of "aboriginal placename signage" demarcating places 

of cultural, historical, spiritual and environmental importance 
along/within transportation corridors that also include roadside 
kiosks/panels educating the public about these important places. 
1. Research ing and developing planning documents, possibly funded by 

co llaborat ive grant projects, w hich pinpoint culturally, historically, 

spiritually and environmentally significant p laces for t he Nat ive 

A merican Community of Kern County so t hat the loca l tribal communit y 

can work w ith t ransportation local, stat e and federal transpo rtation 

agencies t o encourage t he installation of road sign age and educational 

panels/kiosks along roadsides that educate the pub lic about loca l t ri ba l 

history and culture. 

a. The Centra l Ca lifornia Yokuts NAGPRA Coalition, w hich includes 

the Tejo n Ind ian Tribe, Tule River Tribe, Sant a Rosa Rancheria 

Tachi Yokut s Tri be, Picayune Rancheria of Chukchansi Indians, 

and Table Mo untain Rancheria, was unsuccessful during it s 

preliminary attempt at working w ith Ca ltrans in Spring 2020 . 

2. Look to the Cit y of Ridgecrest for guidance. By exploring the technical 

history hPhinrl thP rlPcisio ns to r1rlvPrtisP thP (oso PPtmglyrhs (Nr1tivP 

American Rock Art) along/w ithin transportat ion corridors, we believe it 

wi ll help the local tribes become more successful enhancing the cultural 

values t hat are important to t hem (to be cl ear: t he Coso Petroglyphs 

are affiliated w ith Pa iute Triba l Peop les who no longer live in Kern 

County proper). 

1. Long-term transportation planning focused on the enhancement of t he Tejon Tribe's 

economic development project in Mettler, CA ( so uth-central Kern Co unt y) ( see 

httRs://www.tejoneis.com/) 

2. Researching and developing co llaborat ive grant proposals that are of mut ual interest t o 

the KernCOG and Te1o n Tribe. 

Colin Rambo, M.A.I.S. 
(_ul L~ ··a P~e~c ur ce .\1d r1dgt:rr1~r1l l cdr·c·cri 

-:-c o r1 l ric ic ri TrHJ<c 

Cffce: c61 .83,1 .8566 I Mot: e: / 8,1 .515.17s10 

~c- in r2rcbo(5i)t 0 ioniodiaot,,.·be-os"' g,---v 

\<\"vV\v,teio n ndia1tdbP,corn 

PLEASE NOTE OUR NEW PHYSICAL & MAILING ADDRESSES: 
Physica l: 4941 David Road, Bakersfield, CA 93307 

Mailing: P.O. Box 640, Arvin, CA 93203 

"We were here on the fi rst day the Sun came up" - Tejon Chief Juan Lozada 



 
3 

 

 

See edits 
to policy 
2.3 

LEADERSHIP COUNSEL 
- --- FOR- ---

~ JUSTICE & ACCOUNTABI LITY 

Kern Council of Governments 

November 19, 2021 

Re: Regional Transportation Plan Policy Element 

Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability is actively engaging residents in the 
communities of Fuller Acres, and East, and South East Bakersfield. In discussion regarding 
infrastructure needs, residents have raised the necessity to address mobility, accessibility to 
transit, safety, and sustainability in their neighborhoods. These communities bear the brunt of 
the impacts brought by the logistics and agricultural industries without the proper mitigation 
measures or the proper transportation infrastructure to address mobility challenges. 

In an effort to address the transportation gaps that rural communities face, we offer the 
following policy recommendations and revisions to ensure that the Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP) includes goals and objectives to address mobility challenges in areas outside of the urban 
core in addition to connecting communities with already existing infrastructure. The 
recommendations build on the seven goals identified in the 2018 RTP: mobility, accessibility, 
reliability, efficiency, livability, sustainability, and equity. 

Below, we include some recommended changes to the existing EJ policies in the Policy 
Element as well new policies to be incorporated that can lead to more equitable transportation 
planning. For your reference, language that is italicized reflects proposed changes and/or new 
policy language Those left unitalicized remain unchanged from the original RTP policy. 

Aviation 

The 2018 RTP does not include any policies related to the impacts of aviation to air 
quality and community impacts. Considering the close proximity of some Kern County Airports 
to residential low income communities, such as Casa Loma, policy and action steps must be 
included to ensure jurisdictions are taking the steps to mitigate air quality impacts in 
communities. Casa Loma scores 97% of pollution burden, as such, consideration of aviation air 
quality impacts must be addressed to ensure the safety of residents living in close proximity. 

□ 
Identify environmental health and community impacts from aviation in disadvantaged 
communities. 

Work with Kern County Airports in reducing air emissions and community impacts in 
nearby residential communities. 

Active Transportation 
Active transportation is a priority for community members in rural communities. 

Residents face disparities in access to pedestrian walkways, safety features such as street 
lighting and traffic calming enhancements down high truck traffic roadways. The 2018 RTP 
identifies the need for enhanced active transportation but does not prioritize rural environmental 
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See edits 
to policies 
4, 5, 6, 
6.1, 6.2 

justice communities. In addition, we urge the implementation of stronger language in the RTP to 
not only serve as a guiding document but also as an action plan for jurisdictions. As such, we 
also raise the need to update bicycle and pedestrian plans referenced in the RTP to ensure that 
the plans capture recent strategies, community feedback, legislation, and funding opportunities. 
We offer the following recommendations to ensure rural communities are prioritized for the 
development of active transportation infrastructure. 

Transit 

4. Enhance and connect existing and future bikeways and pedestrian walkways in 
unincorporated metropolitan Bakersfield and rural unincorporated communities of 
Lamont, Fuller Acres, Rex/and Acres, Casa Loma, and South East Kern. 

4.1. Pursue and assist member agencies to apply for funding for bicycle and pedestrian 
projects for rural unincorporated Kern County and unincorporated metropolitan 
bakersfield from local, state, and federal sources. 

5. Work with Kern COG member jurisdictions to update and implement their adopted 
local bicycle plans and to incorporate bicycle facilities into local transportation projects. 

6. UsiA§ a1919re19riate JuAeliA§ seurees te u19elate aAel fund regional and local plans that 
promote bicycle/pedestrian travel infrastructure in unincorporated communities that 
develop connectivity routes to the urban core, services and key destinations. 

Identify continuous funding sources, including local funding sources such as tax 
revenues and entitlement funding to prioritize existing local streets and road 
maintenance in rural disadvantaged communities. 

Identify and implement safety features, as listed on the RTP guidelines, on highways that 
bisect disadvantaged communities, such as hwy 184. 

Another area of concern for disadvantaged rural communities is the limited transit 
options available. While the current RTP includes policies on transit , much of the language is 
passive and exploratory, instead of pragmatic. We urge that policies must take an action 
oriented approach to lead to effective implementation. In accordance with 49 U.S.C. 5302(1) , 
jurisdictions must include transportation and transit enhancements. We encourage Kern COG to 
include policies that address the relationship between climate adaptation and transit 
enhancements such as shelters and landscaping to encourage transit use. Moreover, few 
policies focused on transit development needs in rural and unincorporated Kern County. To 
capture resident feedback on the need to for connectivity we offer the following 
recommendations: 

7.3 Implement bus improvements including enhanced transit service (rapid bus, Bus 
Rapid Transit) in long range transit plans that promote service throughout the county 
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See edits 
to policies 
9, 9.1, 9.3, 
10.3, 16 

See edits 
to policies 
19.1, 19.2 

See edits 
to policies 
29, 19.1 

□ 

□ 

especially for the disadvantaged communities of Lamont, Fuller Acres, and the 
incorporated metropolitan areas of South East Bakersfield . 

9.1 and 9.2 Work with KT in refining KT scheduling practices and analyzing stop 
placements that meet the needs of the rural disadvantaged unincorporated communities 
to ensure an adequate frequency of stops and rapid service. 

Improve first-mile/last-mile linkages near transit stops throughout the region, with special 
attention to disadvantaged communities by incorporating bus shelters that will protect 
transit riders from the sun, rain and natural elements, installing bike racks at bus stops, 
walking/biking paths, and available car and bike share programs. 

Identify service gaps to ensure GET will implement fast and reliable crosstown service 
connecting the South East of Bakersfield and Unincorporated Metropolitan Bakersfield to 
the urban core and key destinations on the West side of Bakersfield. 

16. Work with Caltrans, COG member agencies, environmental justice communities and 
other interested parties to prepare environmental studies and design engineering plans 
to ensure transportation plans will target air quality improvements and prevent worsening 
air quality impacts in disadvantaged areas. 

19.1 Pursuant to Transportation Development Act Statutes, work with member agencies 
to improve and explore funding opportunities for public transit in all communities 
especially for disadvantaged communities to prioritize public transit in disadvantaged 
communities. 

Identify and develop fix transit hubs in rural Kern County prioritizing disadvantaged 
communities. 

29.5 Prioritize the development of convenient and safe walking and bike infrastructure in 
rural disadvantaged communities to a fixed transit hub at each transit priority place type 
and other transit ready areas. 

29.1 Prioritize the adoption of general plan circulation elements with specific plans that 
prioritize funding and development of safe walk and bikeways, and prioritize road and 
local street maintenance critical for multimodal transportation. 

Goods movements and Freight 

The 2018 RTP foregrounds transportation goods movements and freight as an economic 
driver for the region. It is important that KernCOG and jurisdictions understand the 
environmental impacts and health impacts to the community. With this in mind, Kern COG must 
include clearer policies on how risk will be mitigated. As one of the leading contributors to 
greenhouse gases (GHG), we strongly urge that the 2022 RTP include policies that lead to a 
reduction of GHG and criteria air pollutants. In addition, the 2022 RTP should also include 
policies to mitigate impacts to pollution burdened communities and road maintenance. Policies 
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See edits 
to policies 
21, 21.2, 
21.3, 29.1 

must identify funding and an understanding of road impacts to ensure jurisdictions can 
effectively address the need for local road maintenance for the benefit of alternative 
transportation methods. 

Prioritize applying for funding to transition to electrification of goods movement. 

21.1 Prioritize and program the freight related capital improvements for highways, 
regional roads, and interchanges for the RTP planning period, consistent with adopted 
goals and policies and the project eligibility requirements for each funding program. 
Disadvantaged communities must not be further impacted by freight and mitigation 
measures must be developed and adopted prior to beginning capital improvement 
projects. 

21.2 Support higher safety level requirements for hazardous material transport on 
interstates, state highways, and local roads including identifying alternative routes that 
do not go through residential communities and identifying and addressing infrastructure 
needs to mitigate the risk of stormwater impacts in disadvantaged communities. 

21.3 Encourage coordination and consultation between environmental justice 
communities, the public and private sectors to identify opportunities that reduce GHG 
emissions and criteria air pollutant emissions associated with freight. 

23. Implement an annual freight movement stakeholders group including representatives 
from disadvantaged communities, and air quality advocates for coordination and 
discussion on environmental impacts and strategies to mitigate impacts to community 

29.1 Encourage the adoption of general plan circulation elements with specific plan lines 
as appropriate to preserve goods movement corridors and high frequency transit 
corridors. 

Air quality and Environmental Justice 

Transportation is one of the greatest contributors of greenhouse gases, as such policies 
must support compliance with legislation to reduce emissions. Economic growth in Kern County 
currently relies on industries that contribute to emissions such as freight, logistics, and 
agriculture. The impacts are notable as Kern County is currently in serious nonattainment of 
PM-10 and PM-2.5, and extreme nonattainment of 8hour ozone 1. The 2022 RTP must include 
policies that monitor air pollutants and support jurisdictions with implementing strategies to 
reduce emissions. Moreover, policies must also incorporate the participation of pollution 
burdened communities adjacent to major truck routes and agriculture to ensure that impacts are 
identified and mitigated. 

32 . Achieve national and state air quality standards for healthy air by the mandated 
deadlines. 

1 https ://www3. epa. gov/a i rqual ity /gree nbook/anayo _ca.html 
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See edits 
to policies 
32, 32.4 

See edits 
to policies 
27.2 

~---~ 

□ 

Identify strategies that will achieve air quality attainment standards by working with 
communities that disproportionately suffer from poor air quality and air quality hazards. 

32.4 Seek funding options for Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program, AB 2766 Motor 
Vehicle Emissions Reductions Program, and other sources that allow allocations for air 
emission reduction strategies prioritizing projects in pollution burdened disadvantaged 
communities. 

Identify strategies to mitigate impact of off road mobile source em1ss10ns in 
disadvantaged communities adjacent to agricultural, construction, and other polluting 
industries. 

Identify and address impacts to sensitive land uses in disadvantaged communities from 
existing heavy traffic truck corridors and other industries contributing to air pollution. 

27.4 Use the CEQA review process to inform stakeholders and decision makers on the 
impacts of sensitive land use developments near vital transportation infrastructure 
necessary to handle increasing local, intercity, and interregional transit use. 

Identify and inform disadvantaged communities that will be impacted by sensitive land 
use developments using the CEQA review process, including culturally sensitive 
outreach materials. 

27.2 Use tl=le Gali~en'lia E.F1YiFeF1Fl'leF1tal Quality /\et (GEQA1 Fe1o<ie11v· pFeeess te iFl~FFl'l 
3teilteheleleF3 einel eleei3ien meilteF3 en the in,~eiet:3 ef 3el'l3iti'o'e leinel tt3e ele'o'ele~n,ent3 
near 'vital traF1spertatien infrastructure neeessary te l=laRelle inereasing air traffie anet 
inteFF18tieF18I C8F~e. 83 ·well 83 ineFe83il'I~ il'll8F1el ~ert 8eti'o·ity. 

Sustainable Communities Strategies 

SB 375 requires the Regional Transportation Plan to include Sustainable Communities 
Strategies that are consistent with goals in the RTP and achieve the implementation of the RTP 
policies for the reductions of greenhouse gasses. Leadership Counsel works along with 
residents who are most impacted by disparate air pollution exposure. Residents' responses 
during the roundtables reflect their invocation to strategies that will improve air quality conditions 
in their communities and improve community infrastructure to achieve better health outcomes. 

Principles and Strategies: 

Beginning with using and improving existing community assets, residents rarely see any 
improvements on their local streets that promote active transportation. Residents, particularly in 
Fuller Acres, do not have sidewalks or bike routes within their neighborhood. Folks would like to 
see improvements done on their local streets to reduce the need of driving within the 
neighborhood and provide safe walkable infrastructure to children to reach the school bus. In 
addition, residents in both Lamont and Fuller Acres have called for providing connectivity 
between the two communities to access key community destinations such as schools. 
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Moreover, highway 184 also requires sidewalks and bike lanes to provide safety for pedestrians 
and cyclists. As a CalTrans highway, we urge that KernCOG develop a collaborative plan with 
CalTrans to access funds and implement a community led improvement plan. 

In relation to the principle of Conserving Energy/Natural Resources, Kern COG must pay 
special attention to the lack of available resources to communities that experience hardships to 
conserving energy, accessing proper cooling and heating, and the affordability of energy. 
Residents experience a lack of access to resources to improve and maintain their homes to 
adapt to climate change. Many homes rely on swamp coolers or do not have any type of air 
conditioning. For many community members who do have cooling units, those units are often 
outdated and consume high amounts of energy leading to unaffordable energy bills. In addition, 
many homes do not have updated retrofits for the conservation of energy and water. Heavy 
freight traffic and transport of hazardous materials can also contribute to runoff impacts to 

natural resources in the region. 

On the topic of housing, residents identified the principle to provide a variety of 
affordable housing choices. As rents continue to increase and juridictions fail to meet regional 
housing needs, residents share issues of overcrowding and lack of affordable housing options 
for farmworkers. As farmworker communities, it's important that the SCS facilitates affordable 
housing options for residents who work in the agricultural industry without increasing their risks 
to GHG exposures, air emissions from the packaging facilities, and pesticides. 

In line with residents' top principles, residents in Lamont and Fuller Acres identify the 
strategies to focus funds on fixing local streets and roads and funding active transportation 
options in their communities. The SCS must reflect residents' priorities to invest in local existing 
street maintenance and investment in active transportation projects to promote active healthier 
transportation in their communities. 

Thank you for the opportunity to engage in this process and for the presentations 
provided to the residents. We strongly encourage Kern COG to consider and include the policy 
recommendations in the 2022 RTP to develop a comprehensive plan that prioritizes 
underserved rural communities and invests in local streets to improve the mobility of people. We 
look forward to seeing these policy recommendations included in the 2022 RTP. 

Sincerely, 

Emma De La Rosa, Policy Advocate 

Blanca Escobedo, Regional Policy Manager 
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CHAPTER 2 TRANSPORTATION PLANNING POLICIES  

INTRODUCTION 

The 2022 Regional Transportation Plan is Kern County’s comprehensive area-wide transportation 
program to address the mobility challenges created by the region’s growth. The Policy Element is one 
of 4 required elements for a Regional Transportation Plan as required by the adopted California 
Transportation Commission guidelines. This Policy Element contains an integrated set of goals, 
policies, actions and performance measures that are consistent with publicly vetted principles to guide 
and monitor the improvements to Kern’s transportation system 
through 2046.   

The Policy Element addresses legislative, planning, financial, 
and institutional issues and requirements, as well as areas of 
regional consensus (e.g., land use policies). This element 
provides guidance to decision-makers regarding the implications, 
impacts, opportunities, and forecasted options that will result 
from implementation of the RTP. In addition, the Policy Element 
is a resource that provides input and promotes consistency of 
actions taken by state, regional, and local agencies, such as 
transit agencies, congestion management agencies, and the 
California Highway Patrol.  

The policies and actions of the RTP are listed by goal and Strategic Investments (see Chapter 5) and 
are provided in Table 2-1. This table is supported by a Performance Monitoring section containing a 
system-wide set of measures to monitor progress toward these goals as well as an Integrated 
Environmental Justice (EJ)/Title VI analysis (see Appendix D). A description of the issues, needs, and 
actions is included in Chapter 5, Strategic Investments, for each transportation mode. 

Transportation planning policies discuss multiple plans including but not limited to transit plans, active 
transportation plans.  The scope of goals, policies and actions within this document apply to all 
jurisdictions including unincorporated areas and disadvantaged communities.   

Goals, policies, actions, and performance measures are defined as follows: 

A “goal” is the end toward which effort is directed; it is general in application and timeless. 

A “policy” is a direction statement that guides present and future decisions on specific actions. Policies 
support the attainment of goals. In this document, policies have been merged with objectives to 
streamline the policy element. 

An “action” is a specific activity in support of the policy. Actions are detailed in Chapter 5, Strategic 
Investments (Action Element). 

A “performance measure” is a quantitative system-level indicator of how actions in the plan support 
the goals and are included in Appendix D. 

In accordance with Government Code 65080(b)(1), all policies are relevant for both the near term (6 
years) and long term (20+ years). Short- and long-range actions implementing these policies are 
identified in Chapter 5. 

This policy element contains 
an integrated set of goals, 
policies, actions and 
performance measures that 
are consistent with publicly 
vetted principles to guide 
and monitor the 
improvements to Kern’s 
transportation system 
through 2046.   
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The following 2022 RTP goals and policies were derived from other Kern COG transportation plans 
and studies. This 2022 RTP stands on its own, and revisions to these other plans will not affect the 
content of this document. 

GOALS/POLICIES 

At the core of the 2022 RTP are seven goals: 

1) Mobility – Improve the mobility of people and freight. 

2) Accessibility – Improve accessibility to, and the economic wellbeing of, major employment 
and other regional activity centers. 

3) Reliability – Improve the reliability and safety of the transportation system. 

4) Efficiency – Maximize the efficiency and cost effectiveness of the existing and future 
transportation system. 

5) Livability/Quality of Life – Promote livable communities and satisfaction of consumers with 
the transportation system. 

6) Sustainability – Provide for the enhancement and expansion of the system while minimizing 
effects on the environment.  

7) Equity – Ensure an equitable distribution of the benefits among various demographic and user 
groups. 

While all goals are considered interrelated and important, mobility is considered the plan’s highest goal. 
Identified in Table 2-1 are policy objectives for Kern COG and its member agencies categorized by the 
goals they help to advance. The table also references the strategic investment category in Chapter 5, 
Strategic Investment.
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Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
  Goals Supported   

Policy/ 
Action 
No.  Policy/Action 
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Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

1 Enhance Connectivity to Meadows Field and Inyokern Airport to accommodate future 
regional growth.               Aviation 

1.1 Work with Meadows Field and Inyokern Airport to obtain funding from the state and 
federal governments for their respective development programs.               Aviation 

1.2 Work with local and regional transit providers to increase alternative mode ground 
access options at Meadows Field.               Aviation 

1.3 Assist Meadows Field with planning related to high-speed rail connections.               Aviation 

2 
Assist Kern County airports in expanding facilities to meet growing aviation demands.               Aviation 

2.1 Participate in master plan updates for various Kern County airports.               Aviation 
2.2 Implement the Action Plan of the Central California Aviation System.               Aviation 

2.3 Work with public airports to increase their access to federal and state funding and to 
reduce air emission in nearby communities, including disadvantaged communities.               Aviation 

3 Work with privately owned airports and local jurisdictions to support their operation and 
to maintain compatible uses within the airport area of influence.                Aviation 

3.1 Work with the JLUS committee to implement planning activities listed in the JLUS for 
R-2508 airspace (China Lake Naval Weapons Station and Edwards Air Force Base).               Aviation 

3.2 Implement planning actions and strategies listed in the JLUS for R-2508.               Aviation 

4 Enhance and connect existing and future bikeways and pedestrian walkways in the 
Kern Region including disadvantaged communities.               

Active Trans. 
(AT), Air 
Emission 
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Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
  Goals Supported   

Policy/ 
Action 
No.  Policy/Action 
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Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

4.1 Seek and assist member agencies to apply for funding for bicycle and pedestrian 
projects from local, state, and federal sources.               AT 

4.2 Seek and assist member agencies to apply for funding to maintain existing bikeways 
and pedestrian walkways.               AT 

4.3 Encourage allocating sufficient flexible funding sources to fully fund priority 
pedestrian/bicycle projects identified in local and/or regional plans.               AT 

5 Encourage and assist w Kern COG member jurisdictions to update and implement 
their adopted local bicycle plans and to incorporate bicycle facilities into local 
transportation projects.               

AT, Air 
Emissions 

5.1 Fund updated bicycle plans for incorporated cities and unincorporated communities.        AT 

5.2 In communities countywide and using appropriate funding sources create and fully 
fund pedestrian/bicycle facilities identified in local and/or regional plans.               AT 

6 Using Identify appropriate funding sources, update and fund regional and local plans 
that promote bicycle/pedestrian travel.               

AT, Air 
Emissions 

6.1 
Fund and periodically update the regional Active Transportation plan for bicycle, and 
Ppedestrian Ffacilities Plan for the county of Kern’s  as well as incorporated and 
unincorporated communitiescities.               AT 

6.2 Periodically update the Kern Regional BicycleActive Transportation Plan.               AT 
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Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
  Goals Supported   
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Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

7 
Encourage using appropriate funding sources to promote and fund sustainable 
community design that supports transit use and increases active transportation (AT) 
while still meeting the mobility needs of residents and employees in all communities 
and particularly in disadvantaged communities.               

AT, Public 
Transit, Air 
Emissions 

7.1 
Purchase and construct bicycle racks and lockers for Kern county multimodal stations.               AT 

7.2 
Purchase and construct bike tie-downs and racks on commuter trains and buses.               AT 

7.3 
Implement bus improvements including enhanced transit service (rapid bus, Bus Rapid 
Transit) in long range transit plans that promote service throughout the county 
especially for disadvantaged communities.        Transit 

7.4 Introduce Express bus service along SR 178/24th Street/Rosedale Highway and SR 
99.               Transit 

7.5 Consider Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) in exclusive lanes with traffic signal priority.               Transit 

7.6 Using appropriate funding sources, study additional express/inter-city bus service 
throughout the county.               Transit 

7.7 Consider ramp metering.               Transit 
7.8 Consider peak period only HOV lanes.               Transit 
7.9 Consider converting BRT corridors to light rail transit.               Transit 
7.10 Consider additional peak period HOV lanes.               Transit 

8 Identify additions and alternatives that would improve the overall quality of transit 
service in Kern County.               

Transit, Air 
Emissions 



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS PRELIMINARY  DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

Page 6 
 

Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
  Goals Supported   

Policy/ 
Action 
No.  Policy/Action 
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Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

8.1 Identify additions and alternatives that would improve the overall quality of transit 
throughout the county, especially for disadvantaged communities.               Transit 

8.2 Consider a new GET Transit Center at CSU Bakersfield.        Transit 
8.3 Increase GET services to CSU Bakersfield and Bakersfield College.               Transit 
8.4 Consider introducing "full" GET BRT.               Transit 
8.5 Implement traffic flow improvements/railroad grade separations.               Air Emissions 
8.6 Promote park and ride lots.               Air Emissions 

8.7 Consider High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane additions: Centennial Corridor provides 
room to accommodate HOV.                Air Emissions 

8.8 Encourage transit providers to consider lower transit fares or transit subsidies for low 
income, disabled and elderly populations.               Air Emissions 

8.9 Implement flextime program.               Air Emissions 

9 Identify, explore and assist jurisdictions to apply for funding alternatives to traditional 
transit that address Kern Transit's (KT) rural mobility needs in all communities.               

Transit, Air 
Emissions 

9.1 Assist KT in refining KT scheduling practices to improve service, including frequency.               Transit 
9.2 Consider KT route reconfiguration within Downtown Bakersfield.               Transit 
9.3 Assist KT in analyzing stop placements and first/last mile linkages.               Transit 

9.4 Continue discussions with the Southern California Regional Rail Authority regarding 
the extension of Metrolink from Lancaster to Rosamond.        Transit 

9.5 Create and promote ridesharing and voluntary employer-based incentives.        Air Emissions 
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Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
  Goals Supported   

Policy/ 
Action 
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Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

10 Develop coordination alternatives that would realize improvements over current 
Golden Empire Transit (GET) and other transit operations.        

Transit, Air 
Emissions 

10.1 GET may consider decreasing emphasis on timed connections at transit centers        Transit 

10.2 GET may consider faster crosstown trips: New Express routes; New "Rapid" routes; 
More direct routes               Transit 

10.3 GET may consider faster crosstown service connecting one side of Bakersfield to the 
other including downtown and unincorporated areas.               Transit 

10.4 GET may consider circular services within neighborhoods or around outlying areas of 
Bakersfield.               Transit 

10.5 Continuation of GET express routes.               Transit 

11 Review, identify, and discuss alternative administrative and oversight models for transit 
services in Kern County. Support transit operators' replacement of fossil fueled 
vehicles to zero emission vehicles.               Transit 

12 Create strategies to increase the visibility and importance of transit in Kern County.        
Transit, Air 
Emissions 

12.1 Monitor advancement of the California High-Speed Rail (HSR) project.        Transit 
12.2 Introduce GET hybrid Circulator/Express service.        Transit 

13 
 
Create partnerships between transit and social services agencies in addressing Ker 
County's transit needs.        

Transit, Air 
Emissions 

14         
Transit, Air 
Emissions 
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Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
  Goals Supported   
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Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

Improve intercity connections and provide new services to expand the transportation 
alternatives in the Eastern Sierra region. 

14.1 Continue discussions with the Southern California Regional Rail Authority regarding 
the extension of Metrolink from Lancaster to Rosamond.        Transit 

14.2 Initiate discussions with the San Joaquin Valley Joint Powers Authority regarding 
adding stops to Amtrak San Joaquin service between Bakersfield and Wasco.               Transit 

14.3 Create ridesharing and voluntary employer-based incentives.               Air Emissions 
14.4 Reassess feasibility of commuter rail in various corridors.               Transit 

14.5 

AS HSR proceeds to construction: Identify preferred corridor to connect Bakersfield 
and Delano with commuter rail/HSR feeder service; Identify potential funding for 
commuter rail operations; work with local transit providers to connect riders to 
commuter rail/HSR.        Transit 

15 Investigate new federal, state, and local funding opportunities to maintain the current 
transportation system and promote future transportation development.        Highways 

15.1 Pursue ground access improvements to Meadows Field.        Highways 
15.2 Upgrade the present highways maintenance system whenever feasible.        Highways 

15.3 
Maintain and enhance existing roadway infrastructure and vehicles with emerging 
technology to provide for more efficient use and reduce emissions, including 
electrification and clean fuel technology.        

Highways, Air 
Emissions 

16 Work with Caltrans, COG member agencies, and other interested parties to prepare 
environmental studies and design engineering plans, reducing impacts to all 
communities.        Highways 
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Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
  Goals Supported   
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Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

16.1 Widen Continue to improve safety on State Routes including 14, 43, 46, 58, 65, 99, 
119, 178, 184, 202, 204, 223 and other regional connecting routes., near Taft.        Highways 

16.2 Widen State Route 14 near Freeman Gulch/Inyokern.        Highways 

17 Provide input to neighboring counties conducting corridor studies for routes significant 
to the Kern region.        Highways 

17.1 Participate in San Bernardino County's study for the US Highway 395 corridor.        Highways 

17.2 Review and analyze available rest areas, layover lots, and truck stops to determine 
needs for additional parking related to long-distance travel.        Highways 

17.3 Implement the recommendations from completed transportation planning studies when 
appropriate and feasible.        

Highways 
 

18 Review countywide transportation impact fees and encourage member agencies to 
invest in active transportation, public transit and maintenance of local streets and 
roads.        Highways 

18.1 
Encourage local governments to consider pursuing alternative funding sources such 
as regional TIFs where justified as a necessary means to address transportation 
needs.        Highways 

19 Delay the need for future increases in highway capacity and congestion through the 
implementation of measures that reduce transportation related air emissions.        

Highways, Air 
Emissions 

19.1 
Pursuant to Transportation Development Act Statutes, encourage and assist member 
agencies to improve and explore funding opportunities for public transit in all 
communities especially for disadvantaged communities.        Air Emissions 
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Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
  Goals Supported   
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Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

19.2 
Encourage and assist member agencies to implement transit mobility hubs with 
multiple transportation mode choices (transit, bike/car share, walk, bike, etc.) at central 
locations in all communities, and especially for disadvantaged communities.        Air Emissions 

19.23 Create ridesharing and voluntary employer-based incentives.               Air Emissions 
19.34 Facilitate traffic flow improvements/railroad grade separation.               Air Emissions 

19.45 Consider High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane additions: Centennial Corridor provides 
room to accommodate HOV.                Air Emissions 

19.56 Consider implementing flextime programs.               Air Emissions 

20 Prepare a systems-level planning analysis of various transportation system 
alternatives using multimodal performance measures.               

Highways, Air 
Emissions 

20.1 Maintain Regional Traffic Models to aid in traffic and air quality analyses.               Air Emissions 

21 Coordinate planning efforts to ensure efficient, economical, and environmentally sound 
movement of goods mitigating impacts to all .communities.               

Highways, 
Freight 

21.1 
Prioritize and program the freight related capital improvements for highways, regional 
roads, and interchanges for the RTP planning period, consistent with adopted goals 
and policies and the project eligibility requirements for each funding program,        Highways 

21.2 
Support higher safety level requirements for hazardous material transport on 
interstates, state highways, and local roads, minimizing impacts to sensitive receptors 
such as schools and neighborhoods alternative routes and stormwater mitigation.        Highways 

21.3 Encourage coordination and consultation between the public and private sectors to 
explore innovative and efficient goods movement strategies such as shifting goods-        Freight 
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Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
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Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

movement from road to rail. Convene an annual freight movement event for all 
stakeholders groups. 

21.4 Identify and explore development of a program to shift goods-movement from road to 
rail through various incentives, potential tax credits and subsidies.        Freight 

21.5 Encourage the use of rail and air for goods movement to reduce impacts to state and 
inter-county routes and lessen air quality impacts.               Freight 

21.6 Oppose higher axle load limits for the trucking industry on general purpose roadways 
without adequate reinforcement and maintenance.               Freight 

22 
Advocate programs and projects for the intermodal linkage of all freight transportation.               

Highways, 
Freight 

22.1 Construct truck climbing lanes on the west grade of SR 58 over the Tehachapi 
Mountains to improve safety near the Cesar Chavez National Monument.               

Freight, 
Highways 

22.2 
Program safety related infrastructure improvements such as widening of Seventh 
Standard Road, SR 46 and 43 in response to proposed freight movement activities in 
the area.               Freight 

22.3 Widen State Route 184 to four lanes to improve safety for increasing agriculture 
trucking activity.               

Highways, 
Freight 

22.4 Widen Wheeler Ridge Road to four lanes and/or create a parallel expressway as a 
gap-closure to tie I-5 to SR 58 south of Arvin.               

Highways, 
Freight 

23 Construct new SR 58 freeway through Metropolitan Bakersfield from existing segments 
freeway SR 58 continuing west to I-5 and upgrade expressway portions east of SR 
395.        Freight 



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS PRELIMINARY  DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

Page 12 
 

Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
  Goals Supported   

Policy/ 
Action 
No.  Policy/Action 

M
ob

ilit
y 

   
  

Ac
ce

ss
ib

ilit
y 

R
el

ia
bi

lit
y/

Sa
fe

ty
 

Ef
fic

ie
nc

y 

Li
va

bi
lit

y/
 Q

ua
lit

y 
of

 L
ife

 

Eq
ui

ty
 

Su
st

ai
na

bi
lit

y 

Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

23.1 Encourage communication between short-line rail operators, shippers, and economic 
development agencies.        Freight 

23.2 
Explore the potential to retain freight rail service on the southern portion of Arvin 
Subdivision. Coordinate with SJVR, Tejon Ranch, the Central California Rail Authority 
and others.               Freight 

24 Explore rail intermodal, transfer facility, and alternative transfer options for the region. 
Develop the rural trucking network, avoiding populated areas to minimize impacts to 
both disadvantaged and all communities.               

Freight, 
Safety, 
Environ. 
Justice 

24.1 

Continue development of the BNSF & UP intermodal freight hubs in/near Shafter as 
well as the BFL International Airport freight hub, into a TradePort District with a 
network spoke system of connecting truck access routes. Participate in state planning 
for a system of inland ports.               Freight 

24.2 Continue development of the Delano and McFarland Union Pacific intermodal rail 
freight shipping facilities, including last-mile truck access infrastructure.                Freight 

24.3 Research Targeted Logistics Transportation Fees such as : Logistic Mitigation Fees, 
and Mobility Fees               Freight 

25 
Maintain liaison with Southern California Association of Governments and all San 
Joaquin Valley Councils of Government for efficient coordination of freight movement 
between regions and counties.               Freight 

25.1 
Work with other agencies to create an effective Central Valley-wide truck model to 
track regional commodity flows and to identify critical economic trends that will drive 
truck flows on regionally significant truck routes.               Freight 



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS PRELIMINARY  DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

Page 13 
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Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

26 
Provide heavy truck access planning guidance, including a review of the current 
surface transportation act route system, review of geometric issues, and signaling for 
all routes identified as major local access routes, as well as the development of 
performance standards.               

Freight, Air 
Emissions 

26.1 
Develop clean trucking technology on highways: provide assistance applying for 
numerous existing programs; encourage revisions to building codes that require 
electric charging stations and new warehouse/manufacturing facilities and incentives 
for electric charging.               

Freight, Air 
Emissions 

26.2 

Explore development of a Next Generation Industrial TradePort District – provide for 
phased incremental testing of emerging goods movement technology such as clean 
tech, autonomous trucks and warehouses/manufacturing & processing, mining and 
agriculture to foster higher paying jobs in the region.        

Freight, Air 
Emissions 

27 
As planning funds are available, continue the technical and planning assistance grant 
program to assist and allow local jurisdictions to receive funding for coordinated land 
use, air quality and transportation planning.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

27.1 Facilitate the Shafter Intermodal Rail Facility by programming infrastructure to service 
rail and truck traffic that may be generated by the facility.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

27.2 
Use the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review process to inform 
stakeholders and decision makers on the impacts of future sensitive land use 
developments near vital transportation infrastructure necessary to handle increasing 
air traffic and international cargo, as well as increasing inland port activity.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 
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27.3 
Work with the Kern County Department of Airports and local planning departments to 
preserve existing airports from encroachment by sensitive land uses to strategic global 
gateways.               Land Use  

27.4 
Use the CEQA review process to inform stakeholders and decision makers on the 
impacts of sensitive land use developments near vital transportation infrastructure 
necessary to handle increasing local, intercity, and interregional transit use.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

27.5 

 
Implement the RTP in partnership with member agencies to preserve near- and long-
term transportation infrastructure, thus promoting the gradual intensification of transit 
use.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

27.6 Allow reduced parking requirements near transit centers that have alternative modes of 
access such as walking and bike paths, circulator buses, etc.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

27.7 Monitor progress and allocated finding toward implementing principles developed by 
the Directors to 2050 outreach process pursuant to the Project Delivery Policies and 
Procedures adopted November 17, 2016, and updates as needed.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

27.8 
Encourage cities and the county to provide parking requirements (and parking 
provisions) compatible with compact, pedestrian, and transit-supportive design and 
development. Requirements should account for mixed uses, transit access, and the 
linking of trips that reduce reliance on automobiles and total parking demand.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

27.9 Promote land use along freight corridors that are compatible with goods movement 
traffic.               Land Use  
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28 Encourage land use planning by Kern COG local Government member agencies that 
recognizes Kern’s large area, dispersed centers and unique geographic features of the 
region.        

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

28.1 
Implement the Directions to 2050 Growth Principles vision for economic vitality by 
planning and programming infrastructure to provide connectivity to air traffic and 
international cargo facilities.               Land Use 

28.2 

Monitor progress and as funds are available, allocated funding toward implementing 
regional principles developed by the Directions to 2050 visioning process consistent 
with local general plans and provide funding to support that vision through the 
technical and planning assistance grant program in all communities including 
disadvantaged communities.               Land Use 

29 
Promote land use patterns that support current and future investments in public transit 
and active transportation in all communities particularly in disadvantaged communities 
that score high in many state and federal grant programs..        

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.1 

Encourage and assist with the adoption of general plan circulation elements that 
address transit, bike, and pedestrian modes. Consider specific plan lines and form-
based codes where appropriate to implement transit improvements along designated 
transit corridors that connect transit-priority place types and centers and other transit 
ready areas.        

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.2 Work with GET, KT, other local transit providers, and local land use planners to 
preserve existing and future transit opportunities from the encroachment of low-density 
land uses within transit-priority place types and centers and other transit ready areas.        

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 
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29.3 
Encourage the expansion of transportation choices and transit usage by providing 
housing choices that include more compact and mixed land uses within walking 
distance to transit priority place types and centers and other transit ready areas in all 
communities including disadvantaged communities.        

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.4 Identify and space transit oriented village, town, and suburban/community centers a 
minimum of 1 to 4 miles apart.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.5 Provide convenient and safe walking and bike paths to a fixed transit hub at each 
transit priority place type and other transit ready areas.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.6 
Promote more compact and mixed-use centers along transit corridors, where 
appropriate, to support more intense transit options such as BRT, light rail and active 
transportation as areas become revitalized and in other transit ready areas.        

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.7 

Land uses should be mixed both horizontally and vertically where appropriate. Vertical 
mixed use, with ground-floor retail in developed areas and activity centers as identified 
through local land use plans, can increase the vitality of the street and provide people 
with the choice of walking to desired services. More important for Bakersfield, mixing 
uses horizontally can prevent desolate, single-use areas and encourage increased 
pedestrian activity; scale of use and distance between uses are important to 
successful horizontal mixed-use development.        

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 
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29.8 

Support and enhance transit priority and strategic employment place types. These 
areas have a strong impact on transportation patterns as the major destinations. To 
make these places more transit-supportive, they should be enhanced by land use 
decisions that locate new and affordable housing and appropriately scaled retail and 
employment uses to diversify the mix, creating an environment that maximizes 
transportation choice in both Metro and outlying communities.  Enhancement of these 
place types in outlying areas to create vibrant communities provides opportunities for 
employees to live closer to where they work, reducing overall travel.          

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.9 

Encourage cities and the county to provide land use intensities where appropriate at 
levels that will promote use of transit and support pedestrian and bicycle activity. A 
general threshold for transit-supportive residential uses is 10 to 15 units per acre within 
½ mile of a high-frequency transit stop (15 min. headways or less). This density can be 
lower, however, if the urban environment supports easy pedestrian/bike access to 
transit. Nonresidential uses with a floor area ratio (FAR) of 0.5 provide a baseline that 
can support viable transit ridership levels. Local land use plans should provide 
flexibility to maximize the intensity of development in transit priority place types to be 
more responsive to changing market conditions.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.10 
Encourage the adoption of general plan circulation elements with specific plan lines as 
appropriate to preserve goods movement corridors and high frequency transit 
corridors.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.11 

The transportation and circulation framework should define compact districts and 
corridors that are characterized by high connectivity of streets to not overly concentrate 
traffic on major streets and to provide more direct routes for pedestrians, good access 
to transit, and streets that are designed for pedestrians and bicycles, as well as for 
vehicles.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 
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29.12 
New residential developments should include streets that provide connectivity. New 
development and revitalized areas should include streets that provide connectivity for 
pedestrian/bicycle access and public transit.                 

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.13 
Streets should be designed to support use by multiple modes, including transit, 
bicycles, and pedestrians, through proper scaling and provision of lighting, 
landscaping, and amenities. Amenities must be designed to provide comfortable 
walking environments.                

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.14 
Buildings should be human scaled, with a positive relationship to the street (e.g. 
entries and windows facing onto public streets, and appropriate articulation and 
signage).               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.15 
The impact of parking on the public realm should be minimized by siting parking lots 
behind buildings or screening elements (walls or landscaping). Buildings should be 
close to the road so parking can be located on the side or in the rear.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

29.16 

Encourage shared mobility, van pools and medically funded vans.  Encourage pilot 
projects such as autonomous electric vehicles in rural communities where applicable to 
access larger transit operators.  Promote partnerships and grant strategies that allow 
access to grant programs.  This is an extension of Policy 9.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

30 Promote increased communication with neighboring jurisdictions on interregional land 
use issues, including the coordination of land use decisions and transportation 
systems.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

30.1 Coordinate with the County of Kern, City of Bakersfield, and City of Shafter on the 
proposed expansion of Meadows Field in the County of Kern Airport Master Plan.               Land Use  
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30.2 
Coordinate with the Southern California Association of Governments, the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission, and the ports to minimize impacts of port activity through 
Kern County.                

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

30.3 
Coordinate with the Kern County Department of Airports, municipalities and airport 
districts to establish intermodal connectivity for rail, trucking, transit, and passenger 
vehicles.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

30.4 Coordinate with GET, KT, and the Kern County Department of Airports to improve 
intermodal connectivity between transit systems and Meadows Field.               

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

30.5 
Continue to use the CEQA review process to inform stakeholders and decision-makers 
on the impacts of sensitive land use developments near vital transportation 
infrastructure.                

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

30.6 
 
Work with member agencies to preserve existing and future road and highway rights-
of-way from the encroachment of sensitive land uses.                 

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

30.7 
Implement the long-range 2018 RTP in partnership with member agencies to preserve 
near- and long-term transportation infrastructure that promote the preservation of 
goods movement routes and facilities.                 

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

30.8 
Transit improvement projects should be targeted in transit priority/strategic 
employment place types and other transit ready areas with transit-supportive land uses 
(existing and planned) in and around key destinations and projects that can increase 
pedestrian activity and safety.                

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 

30.9 Relax roadway level of service (LOS) standards in high-priority transit corridors. In 
high-demand, high-capacity transit corridors.                

Land Use, Air 
Emissions 



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS PRELIMINARY  DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

Page 20 
 

Table 2-1: Regional Transportation Plan Goals, Policies and Actions 
  Goals Supported   

Policy/ 
Action 
No.  Policy/Action 

M
ob

ilit
y 

   
  

Ac
ce

ss
ib

ilit
y 

R
el

ia
bi

lit
y/

Sa
fe

ty
 

Ef
fic

ie
nc

y 

Li
va

bi
lit

y/
 Q

ua
lit

y 
of

 L
ife

 

Eq
ui

ty
 

Su
st

ai
na

bi
lit

y 

Strategic 
Action 

Element 
(Ch. 5) 

31 Support more efficient use of the transportation system through the implementation of 
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) technology.               

ITS, Air 
Emissions 

31.1 Build upon the momentum and stakeholder coalition generated through the San 
Joaquin Valley Goods Movement Study to pursue ITS commercial vehicle projects.                

ITS, Air 
Emissions 

31.2 Investigate how ITS can support efforts to improve travel between the inland areas and 
coastal communities.                ITS  

31.3 
Build upon ITS planning efforts in the San Joaquin Valley in conjunction with federal 
rules (ITS architecture and standards conformity and statewide and metropolitan 
planning) to expand ITS actions.                ITS 

31.4 

 
 
Build upon the existing Caltrans District 6 Traffic Management Systems to fill gaps and 
complete coverage on major facilities, including expansion of their highway closures 
and restrictions database, to include other agencies.                

ITS, Air 
Emissions 

31.5 
Capitalize on the extensive ITS technology testing and standards development 
conducted by Caltrans by using, where appropriate, Caltrans approaches for local 
traffic management systems.                

ITS, Air 
Emissions 

31.6 Build upon best practices from past and current transit ITS deployment experiences in 
the State of California.               

ITS, Air 
Emissions 

31.7 Build upon Caltrans District 6 experience with sharing facilities, equipment, and 
information between traffic management and California Highway Patrol staff.               

ITS, Air 
Emissions 
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31.8 Provide traveler information for commercial vehicle operators at truck rest stops.               
ITS, Air 
Emissions 

31.9 Improve visibility and access to existing Caltrans valley-wide alternate route plans.               
ITS, Air 
Emissions 

31.10 Coordinate the Bakersfield area Transportation Operations Center with Caltrans 
District 6 Transportation Management Center via satellite.               

ITS, Air 
Emissions 

31.11 
Integrate the ITS capabilities being implemented at GET with Bakersfield’s traffic 
management system, including sharing information between the two centers during 
emergencies.                

ITS, Air 
Emissions 

31.12 

 
Facilitate the transfer of lessons learned from GET ITS deployment to other area 
transit operators, and look for opportunities for those agencies to better coordinate with 
GET using its ITS capabilities.               

ITS, Air 
Emissions 

31.13 Expand the accident reduction campaigns on Kern’s rural highways and county roads.               
ITS, Air 
Emissions 

32 Achieve national and state air quality standards for healthy air by the mandated 
deadlines for all communities and especially disadvantaged communities.               Air Emissions 

32.1 
Maintain air quality coordination MOU with the San Joaquin Valley Metropolitan 
Planning Organizations, San Joaquin Valley and East Kern Air Pollution Control 
District, and Caltrans Districts 6 and 10.                Air Emissions 

32.2 Identification of all Reasonably Available Control Measures (RACM) for ozone and all 
Best Available Control Measures (BACM) for PM10 by Kern COG’s member agencies.                Air Emissions 
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32.3 Coordinate with all necessary responsible agencies to implement feasible 
transportation control measures that limit harmful air emissions.                Air Emissions 

32.4 

Seek funding options for Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program, AB 2766 Motor 
Vehicle Emissions Reductions Program, and other sources that allow allocations for air 
emission reduction strategies especially in disadvantaged communities which score 
high for many funding programs.               Air Emissions 

32.5 
During the project level environmental process perform local hot spot analysis of air 
pollution in accordance with the proscribed federal process to identify which 
communities may be impacted by proposed transportation projects.                Air Emissions 

33 Proactively implement Federal Title VI and Environmental Justice requirements to 
ensure equity.                 

Environ. 
Justice 

33.1 
Avoid, minimize, and/or mitigate disproportionately high and adverse human health or 
environmental effects, including social and economic impacts, on traditionally 
disadvantaged communities, especially racial minority and low-income communities.                

Environ. 
Justice 

33.2 Ensure the full and fair participation by all potentially affected communities in the 
transportation decision-making process.               

Environ. 
Justice 

33.3 Prevent the denial of, reduction in, or significant delay in the receipt of benefits by 
minority populations and low-income populations.               

Environ. 
Justice 

33.4 

As part of the regional performance measures, catalogue existing health conditions, 
access to public transit and opportunities for active transportation.  As part of the 
Regional Housing Needs Assessment, catalog access to basic infrastructure (drinking 
water, wastewater and storm water), key demographic indicators, and access to safe, 
quality and affordable housing.               

Environ. 
Justice 
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33.5 
Utilize tools like US EPA EJScreen and CalEnviroScreen to apply for funding for 
communities and invest in existing communities that demonstrate the highest level of 
need.               

Environ. 
Justice 

33.6 Allocate discretionary funding such as Regional Surface Transportation Program to 
meet the maintenance needs of existing communities first.               

Environ. 
Justice 

33.7 
Encourage local jurisdictions to enhance their eligibility for new state grants by 
considering affordable housing support and stabilization programs that help mitigate 
displacement of disadvantaged populations.               

Environ. 
Justice 

34 Encourage utility companies, California Air Resources Board and other state agencies 
to select locations within Kern County to site electric charging stations.               

Environ. 
Justice 

35 

 
Work with the county to explore the development of a countywide VMT mitigation bank 
to retire potential future VMT from rural properties with conservation potential, and 
transfer that VMT savings as credit to other properties providing an incentive for rural 
conservation property owners to monetize their land.         

Land Use Air 
Emissions 

36 

In consultation with local tribes, create signage, and/or roadside kiosks to demarcate 
and educate the public places of culture, historic, spiritual and environmental tribal 
importance along and within transportation corridors, as cultural mitigation for new 
projects, and to promote tourism around our regions extensive cultural heritage.        

Environ. 
Justice 



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS PRELIMINARY  DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

Page 24 
 

 

 

 

 



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

Page 25 
 

 

 
RELATIONSHIP OF RTP GOALS TO PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

In preparation of the 2022 RTP, Kern COG undertook a comprehensive community engagement program 
that solicited input from over  stakeholders and community members in the Kern region. Building on the 
momentum of the 2008 Kern Regional Blueprint, the  community outreach program revisited the nine 
adopted Blueprint principles for growth.  It is important to note that the horizon year for the 2022 RTP is 
2046.  The community engagement program encouraged participants to think well into the future i.e. 
2046.  

Community workshop participants as well as online participants throughout the region were invited to 
prioritize the principles for growth. Community members expressed continuing support for all nine 
principles for growth, indicating they are still relevant to the Kern region. 

Workshop participants identified the following principles as the top three priorities for the region and their 
community’s future: 

• Enhance economic vitality 

• Provide a variety of housing choices 

• Conserve undeveloped land and spaces 

Table 2-2 provides a comparison of the community workshops principles for growth and the RTP goals. 
The RTP is an extension of the community engagement process, providing mobility goals, policies, and 
actions for the region.  

Examples of how the principles for growth interrelate with the RTP goals include the following: 

• Improving mobility can include the addition of alternative fuels and modes that would help 
conserve energy and natural resources; 

• Improving accessibility to major employment centers can make it more efficient to access and 
provide public services to these areas; 

• Improving reliability and safety of the transportation system during peak periods can make it 
more convenient to do business in Kern, enhancing our region’s economic vitality; 

• Maximizing efficiency of the transportation system can be improved by providing a variety of 
housing types and densities that are distributed to take optimum advantage of transit and 
highway infrastructure; 

• Promoting livability can be assisted by building on a community’s historic assets; 
• Promoting sustainability can reduce long-term operating costs, enhancing the economic 

viability of a region; and 
• Ensuring equity can be assisted by providing affordable transportation options such as biking, 

walking, and transit. 
 

See Chapter 4, Sustainable Communities Strategy, for further information on the community engagement 
process. 

 



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

Page 26 
 

LINKS BETWEEN DIRECTIONS TO 2050 
PRINCIPLES FOR GROWTH AND RTP 

GOALS 

RTP Goals 

1. Mobility 
– Improve 

the 
mobility of 
people and 

freight. 

2. 
Accessibility – 

Improve 
accessibility 
to, and the 
economic 

wellbeing of 
major 

employment 
and other 
regional 
activity 
centers. 

3. Reliability – 
Improve the 

reliability and 
safety of the 

transportation 
system. 

4. Efficiency – 
Maximize the 
efficiency and 

cost 
effectiveness 
of the existing 

and future 
transportation 

system. 

5. Livability – 
Promote 
livable 

communities 
and 

satisfaction of 
consumers 

with the 
transportation 

system. 

6. Sustainability 
– Provide for 
preservation 

and expansion 
of the system 

while 
minimizing 

effects on the 
environment.  

7. Equity – 
Ensure an 
equitable 

distribution of 
the benefits 

among 
various 

demographic 
and user 
groups. 

Directions to 2050 Growth Principles               

A. Conserve energy and natural 
resources, and develop alternatives 

♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  

B. Provide adequate and equitable public 
services 

♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  

C. Enhance economic vitality ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  
D. Provide a variety of housing choices     ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  
E. Use and improve existing community 

assets and infrastructure 
♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  

F. Use compact, efficient development 
and/or mixed land uses where 
appropriate 

♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  

G. Provide a variety of transportation 
choices  

♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  

H. Preserve undeveloped land and 
spaces  

   ♦  ♦  ♦  ♦  

I. Increase civic and public engagement     ♦   ♦  

Table 2-2:  Directions to 2050 Principles for Growth/RTP Goals Comparison Matrix 
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Integrated Performance Measures and Environmental Justice/Title VI Analysis  

In the 2010 California Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines, the Kern COG RTP was listed as a 
best practice for Environmental Justice analysis for small to mid-sized metropolitan planning 
organizations.  The analysis is integrated with a system level performance measure analysis that 
measures progress toward the seven RTP goals, ensuring that progress toward goals is consistent with 
progress toward Environmental Justice requirements. 
Appendix D containing the integrated performance measures 
analysis indicates that this RTP is benefitting Environmental 
Justice and Title VI areas compared to the county as whole 
while performing well in most health equity, system level and 
smart mobility place type performance measures.   

An Environmental Justice/Title VI analysis has been prepared 
consistent with Federal Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 
Section 11135 and Executive Order 12898 requiring 
metropolitan planning organizations to focus on Environmental 
Justice concerns in their planning processes.  The analysis is 
part of a larger proactive planning effort to provide an intensive, 
proactive outreach to Environmental Justice communities.  Garnering public input in the earliest 
planning stages from all communities can go a long way toward successfully delivering projects, and 
minimizes the potential for costly challenges late in the process.  Appendix C summarizes the RTP 
outreach effort.  In concert with the public input from Environmental Justice communities as a result of 
the all-inclusive outreach effort, the integrated performance measure analysis provides important 
feedback to policy makers on how well the regional transportation plan performs in areas that tie to the 
Regional Transportation Plan Goals.  The results of the analysis indicate that with the implementation 
of the plan, Environmental Justice and Title VI communities will be better off than in most measures of 
performance than the region as a whole. 

Performance Measures Analysis Methodology 

Kern COG has developed an integrated framework for twelve performance measures to demonstrate 
consistency of the RTP and SCS with its seven established goals. Some of the performance measures 
comply with as many as five goals.   

 

 

This figure illustrates the overlap among the twelve integrate3d performance measures used for 
countywide analysis, health equity analysis, the two smart mobility framework place types, and 
Environmental Justice/Federal Title IV areas. For example, some measures are the same for 
Environmental Justice, urban and rural place types, and countywide, while other measures may only 
be used in two of the three categories. The following table contains summary of the analysis results by 
goals/performance measures.  

 …the integrated performance 
measures analysis indicates 
that this RTP is benefitting 
Environmental Justice and 
Title VI areas compared to the 
county as whole while 
performing well in most 
health equity, system level 
and smart mobility place type 
performance measures.  

 

Figure 2-1:  Integrated Performance Measures Framework 

 

(Minority & Low lncom 

Federal Tit le IV Are 
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*Note: Due to data limitations Environmental Justice/Title VI areas were not able to be analyzed for performance measures D-
11, D-13, D-16, D-17 and D-20. 

For the detailed performance measure results see the Integrated Performance Measures, Smart 
Mobility and Environmental Justice Measure Analysis in Appendix D. 

Table 
No. 
(Apdx. 
D) 

RTP 
Goal/Performance 

Measure (PM) 
Category 

Smart Mobility 
Geographic 
Coverage 

Place type(PT) 

Performance Measure Description Performance 
Measure 

Target/Test 

Target 
Met? 

(Yes/No/ 
Partial) 

D-4 
Mobility / health 
equity (transit) 

Urban, rural, 
countywide PT 

Average Travel Time –  
Peak Highway Trips 

Improvement over 
No Project Baseline 

Yes 

D-5 Average Travel Time –  
Peak Transit Trips 

Improvement over 
No Project Baseline 

Yes 

D-6 Accessibility / 
economic well-
being / health 
equity (transit) 

Urban, rural, 
countywide PT 

Average Travel Time to Job Centers – 
Highway Trips 

Improvement over 
No Project Baseline 

 Yes 

D-7 Average Travel Time to Job Centers – 
Transit Trips 

Improvement over 
No Project Baseline 

 Yes 

D-8 
Efficiency / cost 
effectiveness / 
health equity 
(transit) 

Urban, rural, 
countywide PT 

Average Daily Investment per 
Passenger Mile Traveled – Highways 

Improvement over 
Countywide 

Average 

Yes 

D-9 Average Daily Investment per 
Passenger Mile Traveled – Transit 

Improvement over 
Countywide 

Average 

Partial 

D-10 Livability / customer 
satisfaction 

Urban, rural, 
countywide PT 

Average Trip Delay Time in Hours Improvement over 
Countywide 

Average 

 Partial 

D-11 
Environment / 
health equity 

3 Air Basins  % Change NOx/PM by air basin Improvement over 
Base Year 

Yes 

D-12 Urban, rural, 
countywide PT 

% Change in Households within 500 feet 
of Roadway Volumes > 50,000 

Improvement over 
Base Year 

Yes 

D-13 Sustainability / 
preservation Countywide PT Percentage Change in Maintenance 

Dollars Per Lane Mile 
Improvement over 

Base Year 
Yes 

D-14 

Equity / health 
equity (transit) 

Urban, rural, 
countywide PT 

% of Expenditures versus Passenger 
Miles Traveled in 2035 – Highways 

Improvement over 
Countywide 

Average 

Yes 

D-15 % of Expenditures versus Passenger 
Miles Traveled in 2035 –Transit 

Improvement over 
Countywide 

Average 

Yes 

D-16 Land Consumption 
/ health equity Countywide PT % change in Farmland consumed 

outside City Spheres of Influence 
Improvement over 
Historic Baseline 

Yes 

D-17 Health equity Countywide PT Health Cost Savings Improvement over 
No Project Baseline 

Yes 

D-18 Reliability / 
congestion 

Urban, 
countywide PT 

Average Level of Congestion in Hours Improvement over 
Base Year 

Yes 

D-19 Reliability / safety / 
health equity 

Urban, rural, 
countywide PT 

Annualized Accident Statistics for 
Annual Average Daily Traffic 

Improvement over 
Countywide 

Average 

Yes 

D-20 Federal PM-1 
Safety/health equity Countywide PT Forecast of Accidents for Vehicles, 

Bicycles and Pedestrians 
Improvement over 5 
year running base 

Yes 

Table 2-3:  Performance Measures Analysis Summary by RTP Goals for System Level, Smart 
Mobility Framework, Health Equity and Environmental Justice and Title VI Areas 
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V. 
RPAC 

 
 
 
 
 
 

February 2, 2022 
 

 
TO:   Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
   
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director  
  

By:   Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director   
 Ben Raymond, Regional Transportation Planner 
 
 

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.  Over 
7,000 Kern residents have participated in the 2022 RTP public involvement process.  This item is 
a regular update provided to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC). 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
This periodic update report chronicles development and implementation of the SB 375 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) process in Kern with recent activity listed first.  Note 
that this report excludes 50 plus staff presentations on the SCS made to the Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee (RPAC) and the Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) during 
the 4-year update cycle.  The report also includes a timeline with upcoming events: 
 
January 26, 2021 – Kern COG submitted Kern SCS Technical Methodology revision 3 to 
California Air Resources Board (ARB) to address their comments received 12/21/21. 
 
January 13, 2021 – Bob Smith, Kern COG Chair & Bakersfield City Councilmember, and Ahron 
Hakimi, Kern COG executive director, met with members of a Bakersfield seniors group at Hodel’s 
to discuss the RTP and senior Transit opportunities. 
 
December 21, 2021 – Call between ARB and 8-San Joaquin Valley COGs technical staff better 
coordinate ARB SCS technical methodology review including off-model GHG adjustment method.  

Kern Council 
of Governments 
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Kern COG revised SCS technical methodology review by RPAC delayed till February 2, 2022, to 
incorporate changes from ARB received 12/14/21. 
 
November 8, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the 2nd revision to the SCS technical 
methodology sent to ARB on October 12, 2021.    
 
November 3, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #3 - on Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation (RHNA) methodology.  Attendees:  City of Bakersfield staff, City of California City 
staff and planning commissioner, City of Maricopa Councilmember, City of Taft staff, City of Shafter staff, 
City of Arvin Staff, City of Ridgecrest staff, ACLU of Southern California, Bakersfield Senior Center, Centro 
de Unidad Popular Benito Juarez, Faith In The Valley, Home Builders Association, Housing Authority of 
Kern, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, LOUD For Tomorrow, Rebuilding Together Kern 
County, TDH Associates, Sigala, Inc, RGS, and local community residents.  Public discussion 
recommended:  Engagement in local housing element development beginning after adoption of RHNA in 
Summer 2022.  Employ more affordable housing techniques such as land banking, housing trust fund, 
impact fee waivers, online permitting process, homebuilding labor force development, “set the table” for 
low-income housing development w/land & architecture requirements pre-set and provide more housing 
development on eastside of Metro.   

October 29, 2021 – State Housing & Community Development (HCD) Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA) Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
October 18, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the SB 150 review of the 2018 SC.  A 
discussion of the revised technical methodology has been sent to ARB was postponed to 
November 8, 2021.   
 
October 11, 2021 – HCD RHNA Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
September 7, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff, on the status of development of 
modeling for the SCS methodology. 
 
August 31, 2021 - HCD issued Kern’s low-income housing need determination for June 30, 2023 
– December 31, 2031.  RHNA process to allocate that determination to each jurisdiction.  That 
allocation must be incorporated into each jurisdiction’s housing element update. 
 
August 20, 2021 – Four Community Based Outreach Mini-grants applications were received from 
All Of Us Or None (AOUON), Bakersfield Senior Center, Kern County Black Chamber of 
Commerce, and Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability to host RTP/SCS outreach 
events in Fall 2021 and be reimbursed for hosting related expenses. 
 
August 5, 2021 – Conference call with HCD RHNA staff, California Department of Finance (DOF) 
forecasting staff, Kern COG consulting economist, on 2032 forecast of household formation rates.  
DOF agreed to revise rates to be closer to Kern COG’s adopted forecast as developed by our 
consulting economist. 
 
August 4, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #2 - On Improving Public 
Outreach.  Attendees: Tubatulabal Tribe, City of Maricopa City Councilmember, Kern County Black 
Chamber of Commerce, League of Women Voters, Leadership Council for Justice & Accountability, Bike 
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Bakersfield, California Trucking Association/CPT, Downtown Business Association, TDH Associates, 
Upside Productions, Cal Centre Logistics Park, Kern County Library, City of Taft Planning Director, Kern 
County Public Works, Federal Highways Administration, California Air Resources Board, Caltrans District 
6, RGS Consulting.  Ways participants suggested to improve public input – 1) More meetings like this, 
2) Keep sending out more information to Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) so they can pass it on, 
3) Virtual meetings via PublicInput software, 4) Newsletter announcements (including Tribal newsletters), 
and 5) NGOs may propose use of phone banks with mini-grant. 
 
August 4, 2021 – Transportation Modeling Committee–a subcommittee of the RPAC and TTAC–
met to review the latest travel model validation, SB 743 script update, and the regional traffic 
count program. 
 
July 28, 2021 - Community Based Outreach Mini-grants Application released for fall outreach 
events for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
July 10, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff on the status of development of 
modeling data for the SCS methodology. 
 
June 30, 2021 – RTP/SCS update to RPAC and announcement of numerous Summer/Fall events. 
 
June 11, 2021 – Kick-off meeting for the Kern Area Goods Movement Operations (KARGO) 
Sustainability Study phase 2.  Public outreach meeting tentatively scheduled for October 28, 
2021. 
 
May 20, 2021 – Kern Quality of Life Survey results https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/ 
 
May 10, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the status of development of modeling data for 
the SCS methodology.  A revised methodology is anticipated to be sent to ARB in August 2021. 
 
May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 – Public comment period on the Notice of Preparation of a Program 
Environmental Impact Report for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Kern Transportation Foundation on regional freight efforts to 
be incorporated into the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
February 17, 2021 – ARB provided a follow-up letter to the January 5, 2021, meeting covering 6 
areas they would like to see additional information on related to the Kern COG 2022 SCS 
methodology. 
 
January 21, 2021 – The annual “Transitions” web conference was held with two dozen 
participants discussing green transit technology and funding options.  Participants were 
encouraged to participate in the MetroQuest online survey tool to provide input to the 2022 RTP. 
 
January 14, 2021 – Kern COG provided a live web presentation to the new Bakersfield 
representative of the Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability.  The presentation was 
the same one presented to the Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on January 22, 2020. 
 
January 5, 2021 – Kern COG had a call with the ARB staff, answering questions about the 
Technical Methodology Report.  Kern is awaiting a final list of follow-up items from the call. 
 

https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/
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December 7, 2020 – Kern COG sent the Technical Methodology Report to the ARB.  The draft 
report was reviewed by Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) and the RPAC at their 
regular November meetings.  The report includes a discussion of how Kern COG intends to 
address ARB comments from their July 27, 2020, Technical Evaluation of the 2018 RTP 
methodology.  The draft Technical Methodology Report for the 2022 RTP can be viewed on the 
November 19, 2020, TPPC as agenda item IV. J. - https://www.kerncog.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf  
 
September 20, 2020 – Kern COG released its 3rd online public survey on the 2022 RTP/SCS.  
Responses are scheduled to be collected by November 9, 2030.  Participants and provide their 
input at https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/ 
 
July 27, 2020 – ARB published the Kern Technical Evaluation and finding of acceptance of the 
Kern COG 2018 RTP/SCS methodology now available at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-
work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council   
 
June 18, 2020 – Rural Alternative Transit Plan & RTP/SCS Workshops Report adopted – Plan is 
available online at https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf  
 
January 22, 2020 – 2022 RTP/SCS Stakeholder Roundtable #1 was held at Kern COG to garner 
input on the 2022 RTP/SCS public outreach process.  Twenty-two (22) participants attended the 
meeting from various interest areas in the community including: the Tejon Indian Tribe, 
Lamont/Weedpatch Family Resource Center, Caltrans, Kern County Black Chamber of Commerce, League 
of Women Voters, Valley Fever Awareness & Resources, Golden Empire Transit, Project Clean Air, Tejon 
Ranch, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, Troy D. Hightower International, Senator Melissa 
Hertado’s Office, California Alliance for Retired Americans, Congressman TJ Cox’s Office, and the cities of 
Bakersfield, Taft, Shafter, Tehachapi and California City.  Participants were presented an overview of 
the 2022 RTP/SCS performance measure and outreach methodology and participants provided 
input on how Kern COG can improve the outreach process. Recommendations included: 1) 
Continue the Kern County Fair Booth; 2) Mini Grant Outreach – consider providing tools to stakeholders to 
go into communities to gather input rather than a having a formal meeting; 3) Use Interactive Social Media; 
4) Use Parent Centers connected to the Bakersfield City School District; 5) Use Advisory Councils 
associated with schools; 6) Provide information to the Kern County Network for Children; 7) Consider going 
to McDonalds Play Areas – free Wi-Fi for adults and play space for children; 8) Community events such as 
Taft Oildorado, California City Tortoise Days and other community festivals (pre-COVID event). 
 
May 16, 2019 – Kern County Electric Passenger Vehicle Charging Blueprint completed: 
https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/  
 
February 21, 2019 – Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan & RTP Workshops Report 
completed: https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf  
 
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.  
The 2018 conformity analysis is available online at https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/  
 
August 15, 2018 – Kern COG Board adopted the 2018 RTP/SCS and associated documents 
available online at https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/    
 

https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/
https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/
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Table 1 – 2011 & 2018 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region 
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/ 2020 2035 
Targets for 2014 & 18 RTP/SCS (set in 2011 by ARB)* -5% -10% 
2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018)* -12.5% -12.7% 
Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by 
ARB, effective October 1, 2018) 

-9% -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. 
 
March 15, 2018 – Kern Region Active Transportation Plan completed and incorporated into the 
2018 RTP/SCS: https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/  
 
June 13, 2017 – ARB released proposed targets that were 2 percentage points higher than what 
Kern COG recommended based on local modeling 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.  Failure to meet this 
arbitrarily-set, higher target would require the region to prepare and Alternative Planning Strategy 
(APS) with additional voluntary strategies1 that meet the target.  ARB is required to update targets 
every 4-8 years. 
 
April 20, 2017 – 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. 
 
2022 RTP/SCS Preliminary Public Outreach and Adoption Timeline  
 
• Spring 2018 to Spring 2021 – Four statistically valid Sustainable Community Quality of Life 

Phone Surveys (Kern residents/year & oversampled in rural disadvantage areas) 
• Spring 2018 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS – Complete 
• September 4, 2019 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• September 27-November 12, 2019 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 1 (220 

participants) - Complete  
 

1 Note that to-date no region in California has had to prepare an APS.  Some stakeholders are concerned about the voluntary 
nature of the strategies in the SCS.  Kern has been very aggressive on SCS strategies to avoid the APS requirement. 

https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
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• Fall 2019 to Fall 2021 – Fairs/Festivals/Farmer’s Market outreach events - Ongoing 
• January 22, 2020 – 1st Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA outreach 

process - Complete  
• January 24-March 13, 2020 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 2 (446 participants) 

- Complete 
• Spring 2020 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• March 2020 – Adopt Regional Growth Forecast Update - Complete 
• Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) process - Ongoing 
• September 3, 2020 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• September 20-November 9, 2020 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 3 (300+ participants) 

- Complete 
• September 22, 2020-Oct. 10 – KUZZ Virtual Kern County Fair Outreach Event – Complete   
• January 21, 2021 – Transitions – Transit tech event - Complete 
• April 2021 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,500+ residents), results available 

at - Complete 
• April 2021 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 4 on Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) (144 

participants) shows nearly half of respondents interested in ADUs – Complete 
• May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 - Notice of Preparation of a Program Environmental Impact Report 

for the 2022 RTP/SCS - Complete 
• August 4, 2021 at 1:30PM – 2nd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA 

outreach process in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main conference room 
- Complete 

• Summer-Fall 2021 – 2020 U.S. Census population data available - Complete 
• Summer 2021 – RTP Public Outreach – Local Roads Safety Planning (LSRP) 9 online Zoom 

meetings, for info contact eflickinger@kerncog.org - Complete: 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/ site is excepting input 

through November 2021 (350 participants) 
1. June 22, 2021, 5–6pm, Shafter – online Zoom meeting 
2. June 24, 2021, 4-5pm, Delano – online Zoom meeting 
3. June 29, 2021, 5:30-6:30pm, Bakersfield – online Zoom meeting 
4. July 12, 2021, 4–5pm, Wasco – online Zoom meeting 
5. July 24, 2021, 3-4pm Maricopa – online Zoom meeting 
6. August 4, 2021, 5-6pm, Taft – online Zoom meeting 
7. August 5, 2021, 6-7pm, Tehachapi – online Zoom meeting 
8. August 17, 2021, 6–7am, Arvin – online Zoom meeting 
9. September 16, 2021, 5-6pm, California City – online Zoom meeting 
10. October 28, 2021, 2:30pm – All Of Us Or None Mtg., – 948 Baker St, Bakersfield – 

online Zoom meeting 
• Summer 2021 - RTP Public Outreach – Clean Mobility Options Needs Assessment for up to 

13 Disadvantaged Communities, (500+ participants) for info contact 
SCampbell@kerncog.org - Complete 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/  
- April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Shafter Rotary Club 
- Social media posts of survey February - August 2021 targeted to reach the following zip 

codes:  Tejon Tribe, Tubatulabal Tribe, Delano, McFarland, Lost Hills, Wasco, Taft, 
Arvin, Lamont, Buttonwillow, Shafter, California City, Ridgecrest, Maricopa 

- Tubatulabal Tribe July newsletter promotion of survey with link.  
- July 20, 2021, exhibitor participation in United Way of Kern County's Community 

Development Conference, Bakersfield (50+ participants). 

mailto:eflickinger@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/
mailto:SCampbell@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/
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• Summer 2021 - Mini-grant stakeholder application process for hosting RTP/SCS outreach 
events (possibly web-enabled and/or in-person type events) 

• September 6 – October 6, 2021 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for 
SCS Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies. 

• September 28 – November 24, 2021 – Mini-grant stakeholder hosted events (*) and other 
coordinated RTP public outreach events 
1. *September 28, 2021, 5:30pm – Kern Black Chamber of Commerce, 3501 Sterling, N.E. 

Bakersfield (50+ participants) 
2. *September 30, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 1st Mtg., 530 4th St, S. 

Downtown Bakersfield (12 participants) 
3. *October 13, 2021, 1pm – All Of Us Or None – 948 Baker St, E. Bakersfield (20 

participants) 
4. October 16, 2021, 9am-2pm – Booth at Oildorado Days, Taft (25 participants) 
5. *October 14, 2021, 6pm – Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 10300 San Diego St, Lamont 

(7 participants) 
6. *October 18, 2021, 6pm - Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 8228 Hilltop Dr, Fuller Acres 

(9 participants) 
7. *October 19, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 2nd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. Downtown 

Bakersfield (12 participants) 
8. October 23, 2021, 10am-2pm – Clean Cities Coalition – Workshop for Jr. High and H.S. 

Teachers, Valley Oaks Charter School, must register 661-847-9756, Tehachapi (15 
participants) 

9. October 28, 2021, 8am-4pm – Kern Transportation Foundation, must register 
http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/ – Hodel’s, 5917 Knudsen 
Dr, N. Bakersfield (85 participants) 

10. *October 30, 2021, 6pm - Kern Black Chamber of Commerce 2nd Mtg. – Alliance Against 
Family Violence, 1660 South St, Downtown Bakersfield (24 participants) 

11. *November 4, 2021, 6pm? 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 3rd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. 
Downtown Bakersfield (12 participants) 

12. November 6, 2021, 9am-4pm – Ridgecrest Native American Petroglyph Festival – 
Downtown Ridgecrest (30 participants) 

13. *November 9, 2021, 7-8:30 pm - Bike Bakersfield, Missionary Baptist Church, 1451 
Madison St, 93307, S.E. Bakersfield 

• November 3, 2021, 1:30-3pm – 3rd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS outreach 
status and RHNA Methodology in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main 
conference room and via GoToMeeting online 

• November 8, 2021, 3pm – Kern COG/ARB meeting on SCS Technical Methodology Update 
• November 8-December 9, 2021 – Public review period for RHNA Methodology 
• November 18, 2021 – Advertised public hearing on RHNA Methodology 
• November 10 – December 10, 2021 – Online public survey on housing needs 
__________________ 

• Spring 2022 – Publicly agendized meetings with all 11 City Councils and the County Board of 
Supervisors (law only requires meetings at 2 local government jurisdictions) 

• March 25, 2022 (tentative) – Begin 55-day combined public review period and release 
Draft RTP/SCS/air quality conformity/environmental document and RHNA housing needs 
plan. 

• Spring 2022 – Statistically Valid Annual Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) 
• Summer 2022 – Combined public hearing and Adopt RTP/SCS, Air Quality Conformity, 

RHNA, and environmental document 

http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/
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• October 2022 – Community Level SCS Progress Report Update & Requests for SCS 
Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies 

 
To be added to the RTP/SCS email notification list for up-coming events, please email Becky 
Napier BNapier@kerncog.org . 
  
ACTION:  Information. 

mailto:BNapier@kerncog.org
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RPAC 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

February 2, 2022 
 

 
 
TO:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
   
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director  
  

By:   Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director   
 Ben Raymond, Regional Transportation Planner 
 
 

SUBJECT:   REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VI. 
UPDATE:  TECHNICAL METHODOLOGY TO ESTIMATE GREENHOUSE 
GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FOR KERN COG’S 2022 RTP/SCS – 
VERSION 3  

 
 
DESCRIPTION:  
 
As required by SB 375, the attached Technical Methodology version 3 and cover memo 
describe the method anticipated to be used to demonstrate attainment of the per capita 
greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction targets in the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS). 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The attached method was first presented to the RPAC in November 2020 and has gone 
through several revisions as the methodology has been revised based on numerous 
interactions with California Air Resources Board (ARB) staff and RTP modeling development.  
Version 3 of the SCS Technical Methodology with cover memo were anticipated to be sent to 
ARB staff on January 26, 2022 for further review. 
  
Attachments: January 26, 2022 draft cover memo & SCS Technical Methodology Version 3 
 
ACTION:   
 
Information. 
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January 27, 2022 
 

 
 
To:  Liane M. Randolf, Chair, California Air Resource Board 
 
From:  Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
  Robert Ball, Planning Director 

 
 

Subject:  Technical Methodology to Estimate Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction 
for Kern COG’s 2022 RTP/SCS – Version 3 Revisions 

 
 
On December 7, 2020 Kern COG submitted the first version of the attached Technical 
Methodology to the California Air Resources Board (ARB) as required by Senate Bill (SB) 
375.  The Methodology was anticipated to be used to demonstrate attainment of the per capita 
greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction targets in the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS).   After numerous communications between 
COG and ARB staff over more than a year, Kern COG has developed the attached Technical 
Methodology (TM) Version 3 to include minor adjustments and clarification realized during 
modeling development and the following ARB questions and recommendations. 
 
Here is a summary of ARB’s comments and COG’s response to the nine 
recommendations on the TM from the ARB memo dated December 24, 2021: 
 
This document lists each discussion item below in black, with numbers corresponding to the 
December 21, 2021 meeting agenda. A brief summary of discussion of each item is labeled 
“Discussion” and shown in green. Follow-up actions are labeled “Follow-up” and are shown 
in red. KCOG responses are in purple italics. A section of Additional Discussion which was 
not on the meeting agenda is at the end of this document.   
 
Off-Model Strategies (agenda item 1) 
 
KCOG provided descriptions of methodologies for several off-model strategies it plans on 
including in its SCS. However, the methodology is not clear how each of these variables is 
used to estimate the GHG emissions from the respective strategies. Please provide a step-
by-step emission calculation methodology, as well as a rationale for why the emissions 
reductions should be considered surplus/additional (e.g., going beyond existing State 

Kern Council 
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programs). ARB staff requests that KCOG provide this information for each of the off-model 
strategies it describes in the TM. 
 
Discussion: KCOG noted that the draft Technical Methodology is already longer than those 
of some other MPOs, and that their understanding was that ARB’s intent is to step back from 
a focus on calculations. ARB staff clarified that since this is KCOG’s first use of off-model 
strategies that there is likely to be more back and forth than is typical for other TMs. ARB staff 
explained the importance of understanding the planned method for quantifying each off-
model strategy, concerns about more piecemeal discussions, and that the ARB technical staff 
(Nesamani and Andrew) are good resources for questions about off-model calculations. 
Trinity Consulting is developing a template for off-model strategies for the Valley MPOs which 
is heavily influenced by the ARB SCS Guidelines. ARB staff indicated that if Valley MPOs 
follow the template and include relevant sources, it would not be necessary to write a 
descriptive methodology in detail. (For details, see the “Additional Discussion” section)  
Follow-up: KCOG indicated that they would revise several of their off-model strategies to 
follow the Trinity template and would follow up with ARB staff after some internal 
deliberations. From the December 21, 2021 meeting, ARB staff’s understanding is that KCOG 
will complete a revised Technical Methodology and submit it for ARB staff review at the end 
of January 2022.  
KCOG Response: KCOG has revised the TM to implement the Trinity Consults template 
spreadsheet citing relevant sources eliminating the necessity to write a descriptive 
methodology in detail.  This detail is eliminated in TM version 3 per ARB’s comment (pp. 16ff). 
 
2. EV Charging Infrastructure  

a. ARB understands that KCOG intends to include an EV charging infrastructure program 
as an off-model strategy. An EV charging infrastructure strategy may claim GHG 
reductions for increasing eVMT for Plug-in Hybrid Electric Vehicles (PHEV). Reductions 
from additional EV purchases would be outside the scope of this strategy. The 
reductions must also be surplus/additional with respect to the ARB’s Advanced Clean 
Cars regulation. Please revise the methodology to be consistent with these guidelines.  

b. ARB understands that KCOG plans on using the Alternative Fuel Life-cycle 
Environmental and Economic Transportation (AFLEET) tool to quantify emissions 
reductions from EV charging infrastructure. AFLEET is a lifecycle analysis tool that 
quantifies ‘from well to wheels’ GHG emissions reductions. Please articulate how you 
will limit GHG reductions to tailpipe emissions only.  

 
Discussion: There was discussion of ideas for calculating eVMT and separating that from 
eVMT reductions resulting from State actions. KCOG staff indicated that they intend to limit 
reductions to increases in eVMT (i.e., they will not take credit for increases in EV sales). ARB 
staff suggested consulting Appendix E of the Final Sustainable Communities Strategy 
Program and Evaluation Guidelines. ARB staff suggests using a simple methodology of 
calculating how chargers will induce EV adoption, then calculating the GHG emissions 
reduction through EMFAC. 
Follow-up: KCOG will discuss this methodology internally based on the discussion with ARB 
staff. A version should be submitted with the revised TM for ARB staff review.  
KCOG Response: KCOG has revised the EV Charging Infrastructure TM to implement the 
Trinity Consulting template spreadsheet citing relevant sources eliminating the necessity to 
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write a descriptive methodology in detail.  This detail is eliminated in TM version 3 per ARB’s 
comment. 
 
3. Carpool/Vanpool  

KCOG names a number of rideshare/vanpool programs that it plans on including in its off-
model strategy (CalVans, CommuteKern, Enterprise Vanpool, and ‘other private sector 
vanpools as data is available’). Please provide the following:  
a. Separately describe the step-by-step calculations for quantifying GHG reductions for 

each of these programs.  
b. Articulate how you will avoid double-counting participation across each of these 

programs.  
c. Articulate how you will exclude GHG benefits from funding sources such as the AHSC 

Grant program.  
 
Discussion: KCOG has not done calculations for carpools/vanpools yet. KCOG plans to use 
the number of riders to determine the VMT reduction and run that through EMFAC for both 
CalVans and Enterprise. There may also be some spillover benefits from Fastrac into LA 
County. ARB staff noted concerns about avoiding double counting, how to forecast growth, 
and concerns about taking credit for SCAG-funded programs. ARB staff noted that many 
Valley MPOs take credit for CalVans.  
Follow-up: A version should be submitted with the revised TM for ARB staff review.  
KCOG Response: KCOG has revised the EV Charging Infrastructure TM to implement the 
Trinity Consulting template spreadsheet on Electric Vehicle Charging & Electric Vehicle 
Incentives, citing relevant sources eliminating the necessity to write a descriptive 
methodology in detail.  This detail is eliminated in TM version 3 per ARB’s comment. 
 
4. Employer-based Trip Reduction Program (Rule 9410)  

ARB understands that KCOG plans on modeling GHG reductions from San Joaquin Valley 
Air Pollution Control District Rule 9410. In the TM, KCOG articulates how it will estimate 
the number of employees in the region that will work for employers subject to Rule 9410. 
Please provide a step-by-step calculation methodology for reducing GHG emissions and 
all data sources. Please provide details on how KCOG is planning to forecast the number 
of employees subject to Rule 9410, the average number of trips, and VMT reduced.  
 

Discussion: ARB staff asked for greater explanation of the forecasting method and how it 
relates to VMT reductions. KCOG has not done this calculation yet. ARB staff recommended 
consulting the corresponding section of Appendix E of the Final Sustainable Communities 
Strategy Program and Evaluation Guidelines. KCOG asked if there is a 9410 example. Trinity 
Consulting later indicated that they would include Rule 9410 in their off-model strategy 
template. 
Follow-up: It was discussed that ARB staff would send a Rule 9410 calculation example to 
KCOG. However, given that Trinity Consultants is planning to include Rule 9410 in their off-
model strategy template and is anticipated to align with ARB’s latest SCS Guidelines, ARB 
staff suggests that KCOG first consult the Trinity Consultants template rather than a historical 
example. A version of this strategy calculation should be submitted with the revised TM for 
ARB staff review.  
KCOG Response: KCOG has revised the Rule 9410 strategy for the TM to implement the 
off-model spreadsheet, developed by Trinity Consulting in consultation with ARB, citing 
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relevant sources eliminating the necessity to write a descriptive methodology in detail.  This 
detail is eliminated in TM version 3 per ARB’s comment. 
 
5. Telecommute  

ARB understands that KCOG plans on estimating future telecommute participation rates 
based on a county-wide survey. VMT reductions will be calculated based on the average 
home-based work trip length and GHG associated with those VMT reductions will be based 
on EMFAC. Please articulate how KCOG will account for Rebound Effects (e.g., 
commuters may be encouraged to live further away from workplaces in the long-term; it 
may induce additional non-commute trips such as lunch or personal errands). For 
discussion on this topic, see ARB Final Sustainable Communities Strategy Program and 
Evaluation Guidelines, Appendix E, at pg. 70-71. 
 

Discussion: KCOG discussed alternative methods for calculating GHG emissions reduction, 
based on either a change in the travel model or an off-model calculation using EMFAC. ARB 
staff noted that some MPOs are using each of those methods.  
ARB staff asked about consideration of the “rebound effect.” KCOG is planning to model 
calculations after those of FCOG and may consult Appendix E of the Final Sustainable 
Communities Strategy Program and Evaluation Guidelines.  
Follow-up: A version should be submitted with the revised TM for ARB staff review.  
KCOG Response: KCOG has revised the telecommute strategy for the TM to implement the 
Trinity Consulting template spreadsheet citing relevant sources eliminating the necessity to 
write a descriptive methodology in detail.  The spreadsheet template developed in 
consultation with ARB staff include the “rebound effect” calculation.  This detail is eliminated 
in TM version 3 per ARB’s comment. 
 
6. Pedestrian Infrastructure Improvements; Transportation System Management 

(TSM)/Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS)  
KCOG plans on estimating GHG reductions from pedestrian improvements and TSM/ITS 
using Moving Cooler. The proposed simplified method of using Moving Cooler may not 
accurately estimate GHG reductions. For example, given the many TSM/ITS-related 
approaches to improve overall transportation system efficiency, Moving Cooler may not 
accurately capture KCOG’s specific TSM/ITS strategies. Please provide step-by-step 
calculation methods and key assumptions for all off-model strategies in the Technical 
Methodology. ARB staff recommends KCOG refer to Appendix E of the SCS Evaluation 
Guidelines to develop the quantification method for these strategies.  
 

Discussion: ARB staff noted that Moving Cooler is getting out of date and more applicable 
to urban areas. Some guidance from Appendix E of the Final Sustainable Communities 
Strategy Program and Evaluation Guidelines could be applicable. KCOG noted that they work 
with signalization to smooth traffic flow and that their model shows emissions benefit from 
free-flowing traffic. [Note: The Trinity template will have a pedestrian infrastructure 
improvement example.]  
Follow-up: A version should be submitted with the revised TM for ARB staff review.  
KCOG Response: KCOG has revised the Pedestrian Infrastructure Improvements: TSM/ITS 
strategy for the TM to implement the Trinity Consulting template spreadsheet citing relevant 
sources eliminating the necessity to write a descriptive methodology in detail.  This detail is 
eliminated in TM version 3 per ARB’s comment. 
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7. Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs)  

Table 3 of the TM states that ADUs will be a newly quantified strategy included in the traffic 
model. Please provide additional details about how this strategy will be modeled.  
 

Discussion: KCOG said the number of expected ADUs will be calculated off-model, and the 
resulting number will be fed into the traffic demand model.  
Follow-up: A version should be submitted with the revised TM for ARB staff review.  
KCOG Response: This strategy is incorporated into the travel model and is not an off-model 
strategy.  The TM version 3 reflects this clarification (pages 10-11). 
 
8. Low/Zero Emission Vehicle Acquisition  

ARB staff understands that KCOG plans on including conversion of transit vehicles from 
fossil fuels to low- and zero-emissions technology as an off-model strategy. MPOs may 
include transit frequency or ridership improvements as off-model strategies. These types 
of strategies generally achieve GHG reductions by decreasing private automobile trips and 
increasing bus, subway, or train ridership. GHG reductions strictly limited to transit fleet 
technology conversion are outside the scope of SB 375. Please rearticulate the goal and 
methodology of this strategy to adhere to these guidelines.  
 

Discussion: ARB staff noted that GHG reductions due to changes in fleet technology would 
not typically be claimed as a GHG emissions reduction in an SCS. KCOG said that these are 
small transit agencies whose systems are not modeled, and this would be a small GHG 
emissions reduction. KCOG might not use this strategy.  
In a later written follow-up, ARB staff noted that this strategy would most likely not count for 
SB 375 GHG reductions.  
Follow-up: No follow-up is needed.  
KCOG Response: KCOG has eliminated this strategy and the TM is implementing the Trinity 
Consulting template spreadsheet citing relevant sources eliminating the necessity to write a 
descriptive methodology in detail.  This strategy is eliminated in TM version 3 per ARB’s 
comment. 
 
Induced Travel or Induced Demand 
 
9. ARB previously requested that KCOG provide detail on how it captures the effects of long-

run induced demand in its travel model. In response, KCOG revised the TM to include 
additional description of its model input validation. They also provided a general description 
of the process for selecting transportation projects. ARB requests KCOG provide additional 
detail, specifically:  
a. The selection criteria used for roadway expansion projects (e.g., cost, VMT inducement).  
b. The variables provided in the ‘feedback loop’ between the travel model and land use 

model (e.g., location of households, jobs, accessibility metrics, congestion level) and 
the time periods between iterations.  

As part of the SCS submittal, ARB asks that KCOG provide information about the changes 
in residential, employment, development location choices, and accessibility measures from 
one iteration of the feedback loop to another at the sub-regional level. 
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Discussion: KCOG explained the method used to account for induced travel. The feedback 
loop is made manually. Land use change is determined based on the level of attraction 
calculated for the model’s grid cells. The schedule for constructing projects is based on 
KCOG’s estimate of available funding. The VMT is calculated based on a set of final 2035 
scenarios of different densities.  
Follow-up: A changed or updated version should be submitted with the revised TM for ARB 
staff review.  
KCOG Response: The TM version 3 section on Induced Travel contains ARB requested 
revisions.  See updated TM pages 4-5, 14-15. 
 
Incremental Progress  
 
10. ARB previously asked that KCOG provide detail on how it will conduct the Incremental 

Progress Analysis. The TM specifies that KCOG will use a modeling approach, conducted 
by a single or series of sensitivity runs with and without the changes in exogenous 
variables. They note that some strategies will be analysis with both on and off-model 
sensitivity runs. ARB requests that KCOG provide additional detail on its Incremental 
Progress Analysis, specifically:  
a. The step-by-step process for conducting the analysis (especially how land use and 

socioeconomic characteristics will be normalized between SCS2 and SCS3),  
b. Any new factors, assumptions, or strategies that will be included.  

 
Discussion: This was not discussed in the November meetings.  
Follow-up: The Incremental Progress analysis was discussed in the December 21, 2021 
meeting, but please contact ARB staff if you would like to discuss this analysis specifically for 
KCOG. A changed or updated version should be submitted with the revised TM for ARB staff 
review. 
KCOG Response: On January 24, 2021 Kern COG had a call with ARB staff to discuss 
proposed edits to this section. KCOG has provided an updated TM version 3 section on 
Incremental Progress tracking discussion on page 16. 
 

Auto Operating Costs  
 
11. KCOG provided the auto operating cost (AOC) value for 2035. However, it did not provide 

how AOC was calculated, the types of fuels included, and data sources for fuel efficiency 
and cost. ARB requests that KCOG provide these details on AOC.  

 
Discussion: ARB staff will be meeting with Alex Marcucci, Trinity Consults, and with Fresno 
separately to discuss auto operating costs.  
Follow-up: KCOG is planning to coordinate with Fresno’s treatment of auto operating costs. 
A changed or updated version should be submitted with the revised TM for ARB staff review.  
KCOG Response: KCOG provided an updated TM version 3 section on Auto Operating 
Costs (pages. 18-19). 
 
Additional Discussion  
 
Discussion: Alex Marcucci of Trinity Consultants, under contract with the 8-San Joaquin 
Valley Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs or COGs), has developed a spreadsheet 
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using methodological information from Appendix E of the Final Sustainable Communities 
Strategy Program and Evaluation Guidelines. This spreadsheet tool is intended to be 
something that various MPOs could use for their off-model calculations. ARB staff notes that 
the TM submittal does not require in-depth written explanation as long as things like a 
spreadsheet make clear the calculation methods. ARB staff also needs to know how the MPO 
intends to set the input values. 
KCOG Response: KCOG has revised the TM to implement the Trinity Consults template 
spreadsheet citing relevant sources eliminating the necessity to write a descriptive 
methodology in detail.  The more in-depth eliminated in TM version 3 per ARB’s comment. 
 
The attached version 2 of the Technical Methodology contains an overview of KCOG’s 
modeling and analysis methodology, proposed for the 2022 RTP/SCS and prepared pursuant 
to Government Code § 65080(b)(2)(J)(i) which requires Metropolitan Planning Organizations 
(MPOs).  The document follows an outline provided in Appendix A to the ARB 2019 SCS 
Guidance.  The methodology incorporates public comments received at the November 4, 
2020 Regional Planning Advisory Committee meeting which was reviewed by the KCOG 
Board on November 19, 2020.   
 
Please contact Rob Ball, Planning Director (661-635-2902, rball@kerncog.org) if we can be 
of further assistance. 
 
 
 
 Attachment: KCOG TM Version 3  
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I. Introduction 
 

Pursuant to Government Code § 65080(b)(2)(J)(i), the Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations (MPOs) are required to submit a technical methodology to the California 
Air Resource Board (ARB) before starting the SCS public process. The technical 
memo serves as the starting point of the consultation process between the MPO and 
the ARB regarding the MPO’s approach and methodology to estimate the GHG 
emission reduction from the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (SCS). It is understood that the development of the SCS is a 
multi-year public process, and the information in the technical memo will be updated 
as the SCS development moves along the process. Kern COG is committed to 
providing updated information to the ARB as it becomes available.  All values provided 
in this technical methodology are accurate but preliminary and subject to change. 
 
Kern COG and the other seven MPOs in the San Joaquin Valley were given 5% & 
10% reduction targets for 2020 and 2035 for the first and second SCSes. Kern COG 
was able to achieve 12.5% reduction for 2020 and 12.7% reduction for 2035 from the 
2018 RTP SCS. In 2018, the ARB Board adopted new targets for MPOs for the third 
SCS round. Contrary to Kern COG’s recommendation, the ARB Board approved a 
reduction target 2 points higher at 15% for 2035 for Kern COG’s third (2022) RTP/SCS.  
For 2020 the target has risen twice as much from 5% to 9% based on information 
provided by Kern COG. 
 
Kern COG’s RTP/SCS update process is continuous.  We are already working on 
studies that will go into the next RTP/SCS adoption before the previous one is 
approved.  Kern COG’s 2022 RTP/SCS outreach was launched in January 2019. 
Public outreach began in September 2018 at the Kern County fair. The extensive 
public input will be synthesized into the preferred SCS public outreach scenario by fall 
of 2021, and the RTP/SCS is scheduled to be adopted by July 2022.  As of January 
2022, Kern COG had garnered input from over 7,000 participants. 
 
The SCS contained in the RTP demonstrates how the region is going to achieve the 
GHG reduction targets if the plan is implemented.  The plan integrates transportation 
and land use planning to reduce emissions from passenger vehicles and light duty 
trucks. Kern COG’s 2022 RTP/SCS, associated environmental document will have 
2046 as the horizon year. 2020 will be the base year and 2020 and 2035 will be 
modeled as the GHG target years in the process. As recommended by ARB, 2005 
assumptions will be kept consistent with the assumption made during the prior 
RTP/SCS cycles. Kern COG is applying an updated and revalidated 4-step, mode 
choice travel model based on observed information as of 2019/2020.  Note that Kern’s 
population at a little over 900,000, is less than the 1 million recommended threshold 
for implementing an activity-based model according to the state RTP guidelines best 
practice.  The base year for the Kern travel model is 2020 and incorporates the newly 
released 2020 U.S. census data released in August 2021.  Note that as in prior RTP 
cycles, 2005 is back-cast 1-year from a similar 4-step, mode choice, feedback loop 
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travel model validated to observed data from 2006.  Observed data for both models 
include over 1,200 traffic counts, census data, assessor data, as well as household 
travel data available at that time.  The travel characteristics in 2005, which is a pre-
Great Recession year, is vastly different from the post-recession, pre-pandemic travel 
behaviors used to re-validate the current travel model.   Instead of trying to back-cast 
the current travel model 15-years to 2005, Kern COG determined that the 2006 
VMT/GHG numbers produced by COG’s travel model at that time would be much more 
appropriate for the region.  

Table 1: Analysis Years Considered in 2022 RTP/SCS 

Year  Purpose 

2005  Base Year for SB 375 GHG emission reduction calculation 

2020  Base year for traffic model 

2020  Base Year for RTP EIR 

2020  SB 375 GHG target year 

2035  SB 375 GHG target year 

2046  Horizon year 
 
 
Addressing ARB’s Recommendations on Kern COG’s 2018 RTP/SCS 
This is how Kern COG plans to address ARB’s six recommendations on the 2018 
RTP/SCS received in July 2020 and consistent with the new ARB guidelines: 
 
1. Trend Analysis:  Kern COG will quantify and report changes from the 2022 SCS 

plan base year (2020) to the SCS target years for the 8-performance metrics 
identified below, for ARB’s use to determine if these trends are headed in 
directions that support the goals of SB 375. 

a. GHG per capita: The average daily CO2 emissions of individuals within the 
MPO from light duty vehicles.  

b. Household vehicle ownership: The average number of light-duty vehicles 
registered (i.e., LDA, LDT1, LDT2, and MDV vehicle categories) per 
household.  

c. Mode split: The percentage of average daily trips by travel mode, including 
single-occupant vehicle, high-occupancy vehicle or carpool, transit, ride-
hailing or transportation network company (TNC), bike and walk.  

d. Travel time by mode: The regional average travel time (minutes) by trip 
purpose (e.g., for commute and non-commute trips), by travel mode.  

e. Transit ridership: The total number of one-way linked or unlinked average 
daily transit passenger trip boarding on public transportation per day.  

f. Average vehicle trip length: The regional average daily trip distance 
(miles/day) of driving.  

g. Seat utilization: The average daily percentage of occupied vehicle seats 
on the roadway network, including for passenger vehicles and transit 
buses.  



4 
 

h. Household VMT: The average daily light-duty vehicle VMT from each 
household within the MPO, excluding group quarters and visitors.  
 

2. Policy and Investment Analysis: Kern COG will provide clear descriptions of all 
quantified strategies including geographic location, implementation timeframe, 
supporting actions and responsible agencies, specific measurable actions 
including investment, policy/finance incentives, technical assistance, legislative 
actions, and partnership activities when available.  For example, Kern COG will 
document key strategies to promote a sustainable development pattern, which, 
when integrated with the transportation network and other transportation policies 
and measures, reduce emissions from automobiles and light duty trucks, including 
identifying specific funding and/or other incentive programs that assist local 
agencies that are demonstrating difficulty in reducing VMT and GHG per capita 
emissions.  The documentation will include how transportation investments are 
dispersed throughout the region and whether these investments support or put at 
risk the GHG reduction benefits of the SCS.   

 
a. Kern COG will provide a complete list of transportation projects identified in 

the second and third round SCSs.  Projects need to be tabulated by project 
type (road expansion, road maintenance, active transportation, transit, or 
other), cost, funding source (if known), project time period (e.g., 2020-2035, 
2035-2046), and location including jurisdiction, intersections, and roadway 
segments (as available).  Note that consistent with the 2018 RTP the 
analysis Kern COG will compare the Old 2018 RTP and 2022 RTP 
strategies. 
 

3. Tracking Implementation and Plan Adjustment: In the third SCS evaluation 
round, ARB staff will be looking at how an MPO’s previous SCS strategies and 
actions are performing and what MPOs are doing in the third round SCS, if the 
previous plans are not performing as expected. For this third round SCS, Kern 
COG will provide a comparison of observed data to the development pattern and 
travel assumptions used in the 2018 SCS to achieve its target, consistent with the 
EIR. If the observed data do not align with the plan assumptions, Kern COG will 
document what priority adjustments and changes it is making in the third round 
SCS to get the region on track to achieve its SB 375 targets.  As recommended 
Kern COG will review ARB’s SB 150 Report which provides some information in 
this area based on the latest observed statewide data and trends. 

 
4. Analysis of Induced Demand (Short-Term and Long-Term): To address short 

term effects of induced demand Kern COG’s travel model captures increased 
demand due to increased capacity. The model addresses latent demand caused 
by mode switching, route changing, time of day switching, destination change and 
more frequent trips on both the short and long term. The Kern COG model process 
includes an iterative process between the UC Davis Uplan land use model and the 
transportation model to address long term land use impact due to increased 
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capacity changes in the transportation network, thus estimating long term induced 
demand created by improvements made to transportation infrastructure.   Although 
UC Davis developed a NCST model to estimate long-term induced demand, it is 
generally believed by practitioners that the tool is over generalized and lacks local 
context for estimating long term induced demand. The NCST took a one-size-fits 
all approach and is not appropriate for a region such as Kern that does not have 
congestion for extended periods of time on the highway system. It does not take 
into consideration the land use context, the local policy control, and other local 
smart growth strategies. The research that the NCST was based on studies 
conducted a couple of decades ago and has outdated data. If the State wants to 
address long term induced demand, the State should consider making investment 
in collecting region-specific data, developing elasticity for each region, and creating 
a process that will take into consideration all the local factors. It will need to be a 
more comprehensive and locally sensitive approach rather than the simplistic and 
over-generalized NCST approach. 

 
5. Quantification of Off-Model Strategies: As recommended by ARB, the 2022 

RTP/SCS will be our first attempt to quantify off-model strategies that are 
implemented or considered in the region that are currently not quantified.  It is 
important to note that the Kern COG modeling methodology captures most 
strategies and that the off-model process may result in some double counting of 
the effects of strategies, so any off-model process will need to take this into 
account.  The following are examples of some of the strategies that Kern COG 
plans to include in the off-model analysis:  

 
a. Electric Vehicle Charging - Kern COG encourages installation of over 

2,000 charging station spaces in collaboration with other agencies to 
improve air quality and reduce GHG emissions;  

b. SJV Employer Trip Reduction Rule 9410 - Kern COG implements San 
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District Rule 9410, a set of measures 
that an employer chooses to encourage employees to use ridesharing and 
alternative transportation for its commuters; and 

c. Vanpooling - Kern COG’s 2018 SCS introduces vanpooling as one of its 
strategies for providing a mobility option to the employment centers located 
in areas outside of the urban core. 

Kern COG will refer to the off-model evaluation framework described in the SCS 
Evaluation Guidelines.   Kern COG will include detailed quantification methods and 
assumptions for each strategy that document the strategy as surplus; and identify 
funding commitments or local policies that support the implementation of each 
strategy.  Kern COG has improved its database for ridership and vanpool 
programs, and should be able to provide better data support for such strategies. A 
telecommute survey will be conducted by Kern COG staff in order to gauge the 
interest of a post COVID telecommuting policy from employers and employees. An 
EV Readiness plan is being developed and should be able to provide more data 
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support for EV infrastructure strategies.  It is important to note that the travel model 
validation for 2020 is based on pre-COVID observed activity. 

 
6. Use Discrete Housing Projection Values: The Kern COG Uplan land use model 

and the forecasted outputs will be based on local general plan category input 
assumptions.  Note that most jurisdiction include a medium residential land use 
category.  That land use type can be developed as attached multi-family housing 
or single-family small lot housing.  The Uplan land use model will continue to reflect 
the input assumptions of local general plans which is the source of this broad range 
for housing types at similar densities found in future scenarios.  For example, a 
zero lot-line development of detached housing can be built at the same density of 
as duplex and tri-plex apartments.  This flexibility allows developers to provide a 
product consistent with changing market demands and affordability requirements 
at similar land use densities.  It is important to note that the travel model does not 
use housing type as an input so the reporting range does not affect the travel model 
related performance measure output.  For the 2022 RTP/SCS Kern COG may 
provide a discrete average value or smaller range in addition to the range that 
better reflects local planning assumptions and general plans. 

In addition, the 2022 RTP/SCS will refer to ARB’s SCS Review Guidelines for guidance 
when feasible for off-model GHG reduction strategy quantification. Continued efforts 
will be put into data collection and inter-agency collaboration.  

Addressing ARB’s Recommendations on Kern COG’s Technical Methodology to 
Estimate Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction for Kern COG’s 2022 RTP/SCS – 
Version 1 – Updates to this technical methodology requested by ARB in their December 
21, 2021 memo are summarized in the cover memo to the Version 3 TM. 
 

II. Overview of Existing Conditions 
 

The COVID-19 pandemic has brought significant yet hopefully temporary changes to 
the planning context for the 2022 RTP/SCS. Revenue projection will likely be impacted 
depending on the recovery scenario in the region; transit industry has been hit hard 
and has seen large declines in ridership; the unemployment rate had gone up to 18.6% 
in Kern County in April 2020 compared to 8.2% a year earlier.  By August of 2021 the 
unemployment rate was back down to 10.0% but was 2.6 points higher than August 
2019.  These observed characteristics may be reflected in an off-model adjustment to 
travel model VMT for April 2020 which will be run using the latest observed 2020 
Census household and population data.  The off-model adjustment may be based on 
observed traffic count data collected by Kern COG.  However, some jobs have been 
lost permanently, and one of Kern’s primary industries, oil & gas, is experiencing major 
regulatory curtailment and a serious drop in investment and job making that is 
prolonging the current economic downturn in the region.  
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In addition, due to the pandemic, it has been reported that while automobile use has 
gone down, more people are walking and biking. Kern COG plans to assume a U-
shape recovery from the pandemic. Transit ridership will be down for a few years, but 
will rise to regular level after the COVID impacts level off.  Jobs will continue to recover 
as the economy continues to rebound.  However, Kern COG has initiated an 
information campaign to encourage employees and employers to continue 
telecommute.  The hope is to retain at least some of the VMT and emission benefits 
seen under COVID.  This effort is part of our new off-model adjustment for 
telecommuting. 
 
In January 2020, DOF released new population forecast (pre census release), which 
showed a 54% decrease in population growth by 2050, compared to the previous 
forecast used in the 2018 RTP/SCS.  In August 2021, the 2020 Census showed 
15,769 lower population or 1% reduction in the 2020 base year compared to adopted 
Kern COG forecast from just 1.5 years earlier.  Please refer to Section III for more 
detailed information about the new socio-economic forecast.  Although the reduced 
population forecast may reduce total VMT/GHG, it makes it more difficult to 
achieve the GHG reduction targets, which are per capita based, as there will be 
less opportunity to increase residential density to offset the relatively less 
efficient, spread-out land use from older developed areas.   
 
With the implementation of Sustainable Groundwater Management ACT (SGMA), the 
Public Policy Institute of California (PPIC) study estimated a loss of 1,500 square miles 
of farmland in the San Joaquin Valley by 2040. Kern’s share of that area could be 300 
sq. mi. or roughly the size of Metropolitan Bakersfield.  Compare that to the 24 sq. mi., 
to be urbanized over the next 25 years.  Farmland at risk form urbanization is less 
than 2% of all of farmland in the county, forecasted in the 2018 RTP/SCS, and with 
half the forecasted growth, the 2022 RTP/SCS will be closer to 1% of farmland in the 
region at risk of urbanization.  Water availability will have more than 12 time the impact 
on agriculture than urbanization in the region.   It is likely that all urbanization will take 
place on land that lacks water for irrigation.  The 2018 RTP also demonstrated that 
the primary land uses agricultural land was being converted to were solar fields 
followed by habitat and groundwater recharge basins.   
 
Approximately 20% of Kern County’s employment is related to agriculture. It is 
anticipated that the SGMA will have profound social and economic impact on Kern 
County in the areas such as employment, air quality, housing affordability, rural 
poverty, etc.  In addition, the mining industry in Kern is also being curtailed primarily 
through lower prices and increased regulation.  While direct oil & gas related jobs are 
roughly 2% of the region’s employment, their average income is 40% higher than the 
county average and they have a multiplier rate of 5.8 supporting 12% of all jobs in the 
region.  In addition, the top 8 of the top 10 property tax-payers are oil companies.  
Again, less growth and fewer jobs for land use related strategies to be effective. 
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In September 2020, the Department of Conservation announced plans to create a 
3,200 ft. setback of new development from oil & gas wells.  Should if go into effect, 
this policy would have a devasting effect on the local jurisdictions to meet Regional 
Housing Need Allocation targets and implement the SCS. 
 
SB 743 is another legislation that will have significant impact on how growth will be 
shaped in the region.  Requiring a VMT test, the legislation provides an additional 
incentive for infill development that local ordinances are providing through the creation 
of infill incentive zones in the core metropolitan area. 
 
Since the 2018 RTP/SCS, several large distribution centers (DC) have started 
operation or expanded in Kern. Two Amazon DCs (a 2nd one now under construction), 
and Walmart Refrigerated Grocery DC, Ross Dress-for-Less DC, Dollar General DC, 
L’Oreal DC, brought close to 2000 jobs to the region.   
 
The Golden Empire Transit District’s first curb to curb micro-transit On-Demand 
service zone, covering 25% of the Metro area, started its operation in 2019, and has 
continued to see ridership increases even during the COVID shutdown. City of 
Bakersfield has adopted the State’s first high-speed rail station area vision plan which 
connects to the BRT trunk line, <15 minute headway, limited stop bus rapid transit 
routes. Kern Transit is providing intercity express transit connecting to outlying cities 
including a new service connecting to Metrolink in Palmdale and Santa Clarita, and is 
discussing provision of thru-way bus services for Amtrak San Joaquins and High 
Speed Rail. In addition, several small cities have also gone through general plan 
updates/amendments. The City of McFarland has added a major jobs hub with 
potential intermodal freight access to the UP, adjacent SR 99, and the City of Shafter 
has continued to develop and expand an intermodal inland port development on the 
BNSF mainline. 
  
In 2019, Kern COG completed one of the first California Energy Commission (CEC) 
funded Electric Vehicle Charging Station Blueprints.  Kern COG has already applied 
to the CEC for funding charging stations identified throughout the region based on the 
Blueprint, and using staff time to actively assist our member agencies in going after 
other funding sources.  
 
Outreach 
 
In March 2019, August 2021 and November 2021, Kern COG held roundtable 
meetings of the environmental, social equity, business and industry stakeholders.  The 
group provided input on the proposed outreach and performance measures strategies 
presented for the 2022 RTP/SCS.  In May 2019, the Kern COG Board approved the 
Public Policies and Procedures Manual1 for the 2022 RTP/SCS Process.  Since the 
input and adoption of these documents, one notable condition that has changed is that 

 
1 https://www.kerncog.org/wp‐content/uploads/2019/05/Public_Involvement_Procedures_01905.pdf  
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more outreach will be done virtually due to COVID.  Kern COG is working closely with 
the stakeholders to leverage our investment in the MetroQuest and PublicInput online 
public outreach platforms.  Kern COG’s online survey tool was featured on the 2020 
Kern County Virtual Fair Website.  The public will also engage through social media 
platforms such as Facebook. Virtual workshops will likely use GotoMeetings and/or 
Microsoft Teams.  Kern COG has also performed four 1,200 person statistically valid 
phone surveys that over sample in outlying, disadvantaged communities.  In summer 
and fall of 2021, Kern COG targeted outreach to disadvantaged communities as well 
as providing a series of mini-grant stakeholder sponsored outreach meetings.  Kern 
COG’s continuous outreach process has already garnered input from over 7,000 
members of the public as part of the 2020 RTP/SCS outreach process and is on track 
to reach over 1% of the region’s adult population to provide input on the RTP/SCS. 

 

III. Population and Employment Forecast  
 

In 2020, Kern COG hired the same economic consultant that prepares the Caltrans 
annual county-level economic growth forecast – California Economic Forecast (CEF). 
Table 2 shows that the new adopted forecast has more than 50% less growth than 
the forecast prepared by another economist 5-years earlier for the 2018 SCS.  This 
change in growth is anticipated to have a significant effect on demonstrating 
attainment of the per capita GHG targets.  Kern COG adopted the updated population 
and employment forecast in March 2020 and the documentation is available online.2  
The update does NOT incorporate COVID conditions.   As allocation and modeling of 
the growth forecast has already begun, the modeling results may require a post model 
adjustment once a clearer picture emerges of how the COVID shutdown will affect 
long term modeling.  In August 2021 Kern COG received the 2020 U.S. Census PL94-
171 census tract level file.  Kern COG intends to adjust the forecast using this more 
up-to-date observed Census data on of the tract-level distribution of households and 
population in the region.   

Table 2: Demographic Forecast Changes 

Kern Forecast 2020 2035 (2018 SCS) 2035 (2022 SCS) 

Population 906,700           1,313,100            1,076,100  

Households 280,600              388,400               318,200  

Employment 339,500              436,100               374,800  
 
The steep reduction in both population and employment projections since the last plan 
and are supported by the most recent available DOF forecast.  The revised forecast 
is with .5% of the latest DOF projection by 2032, the horizon year of the Regional 
Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) as required by the latest SCS guidance.   
 

 
2 https://www.kerncog.org/wp‐content/uploads/2009/10/Kern_2020‐2050_Regional_Growth_Forecast.pdf  
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Forecasted totals by sub-areas are fed into COG’s land use allocation model for all 
scenarios and alternatives.  Note that the public outreach scenarios may not include 
the final adjustments schedule for the forecast in spring and 2021, and any 
adjustments must stay close to the latest DOF forecast even-though there may be two 
more DOF forecast updates released between now and the final adoption of the 2022 
RTP/SCS.  The ARB SCS Technical Review guidance needs to clarify what happens 
when a new DOF forecast is released after a time when it is too late to update the 
modeling for the RTP/SCS.   A similar issue happens with the Caltrans estimate of 
countywide VMT released annually by their HPMS program.  Modeling begins years 
before final adoption of the RTP, and sometimes multiple updates to HPMS can occur 
before adoption.  ARB guidance needs to clarify that MPOs are only required to use 
the latest information at the time of modeling, and not be expected to update the 
modeling simply because new data is released.  It is important to note that RTP/SCS 
is updated every 4 years, so the changes will be reflected in the next cycle update. 
 
The Kern COG land use model methodology includes an economic modeling 
mechanism provided in Uplan.  The predictive land use model uses grid-cell based 
proximity to existing urbanization, utilities, interchanges, transit priority place types, 
and other facilities along with existing local land use assumptions based primarily on 
local general plans.  The result is a socio-economic growth land use pattern 
distribution based on the economic value of the land that is more detailed than what 
can be derived from tools that use rent data such as PECOS, REMI or URBANSIM.  
Kern COG has found that in our region rent data is too homogeneous to provide 
meaningful allocation of growth using tools that use rent data.  

 

IV. Quantification Approaches 
 

1. Quantifying Potential Sustainability Strategies 
 
Kern COG plans to use both the Land Use/Travel model and off-model tools to quantify 
the GHG reductions from the SCS strategies. ARB’s recommended methodology for 
off-model GHG quantification will be referenced and considered in the process. It is 
important to note that most of the SCS strategies are at least partially captured by the 
regional modeling process in Kern.  For example, a new mode such as scooters, would 
be picked up by Kern’s extensive regional traffic count, and bike/pedestrian count 
program of over 2,000 locations.  Each model validation every four years would be 
adjusted to reflect this information and would assume that the level of each mode 
would stay relatively uniform in the future.  If the mode share shrinks, the model would 
reflect that as well. Table 3 is a preliminary list of quantified strategies with planned 
quantification approach.   
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Table 3: Quantified SCS Strategy Types and Categories 

 

Table 3 Quantified SCS 
Strategy Type  Category 

Quantification 
Approach  Status 

Infill, compact development, 
transit‐oriented development, 
mixed‐uses and allocation of 
growth along transportation 
corridors and in areas with 
higher access to bike, ped, and 
transit 

Land use  Traffic model  Present in last plan 

Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs)  Land use  Traffic model  Present in last plan 

Transit Improvements  Transportation 
Traffic model/Off 

model (OM) 
New quantified OM 

strategy 

Bike & Pedestrian infrastructure 
improvement 

Transportation  Traffic model/OM 
New quantified OM 

strategy 

Bike Share  Transportation  OM 
New quantified OM 

strategy 

Telecommute  Transportation  Traffic model/OM 
New quantified OM 

strategy 

Employer‐ based trip‐reduction 
programs (Rule 9410) 

Transportation 
Demand 

Management 
(TDM) 

Off Model 
 New quantified OM 

strategy 

Car Sharing  Transportation  Off Model 
New quantified OM 

strategy 

Parking Management   Transportation  Off Model 
New quantified OM 

strategy 

Electric Vehicle Incentive 
Technology 
improvement 

Off Model 
New quantified OM 

strategy 

Additional regional/local EV 
infrastructure (charger & micro‐
grid system) program 

Technology 
improvement 

Off model 
New quantified 

strategy 

(Transportation System 
Management), ITS operational 
improvements 

Technology 
improvement 

Off model 
New quantified 

strategy 

Vanpool, Carpool, Congestion 
Pricing 

Transportation 
Demand 

Management 
(TDM) 

Traffic model/OM 
New quantified 

strategy 
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All the strategies in Table 3 benefit Kern’s disadvantaged communities.  Table 4 is a 
broader list of more specific strategies that are being at least partially reflected in the 
above quantification based the iterative travel model update processes incorporated 
in latest travel characteristics.  Many of these strategies are transportation related but 
do not directly affect reduction of emissions from passenger vehicles and light duty 
trucks.  This list is being included in the SCS to demonstrate the level of commitment 
to reduction of GHGs in the region. 

Table 4: Specific SCS Strategy Efforts and Other Transportation Related GHG 
Reduction Strategies 

 
NEW STRATEGIES  
 
1. Bakersfield High Speed Rail Station Area Plan – Specific/General Plan Update  
2. Kern COG 4,000+ Workplace Charging Spaces 
3. Improvements to 51 Bus Stops – Metro Bakersfield/Disadvantaged Neighborhoods  
4. Bakersfield Disadvantage Communities Bike Share & Downtown Bicycle Connectivity Project  
5. Kern Highway Projects Advancing Complete Streets  
6. Kern Regional Active Transportation Plan Including Disadvantaged Communities  
7. SJV Rural Transit Shared Mobility Study for Disadvantaged Communities  
8. SR 184 Lamont Bike and Pedestrian improvements 
9. SR 184 and 155 Roundabouts in Disadvantage Communities of Delano and Weedpatch 
10. Kern County General Plan Update – Land Use, Conservation, Open Space, Circulation, Housing, 

and other key elements  
11. Early Deployment Pricing Policies for Parking and FasTrak HOT Lanes 
12. I-5 Freight ZERO Pilot Project  
 
ENHANCED STRATEGIES 
  
13. City of Bakersfield Redevelopment Projects – Mill Creek and Baker Street 
14. Commuter Rail Feasibility Study – Amtrak Improvements  
15. Rideshare Program – Commute Kern  
16. Expanding Park and Ride Lots  
17. Dial-A-Ride and Local Transportation Services  
18. Kern County Bicycle Master Plan & Complete Streets Recommendations/City of Tehachapi 

Bicycle Master Plan  
19. City of Bakersfield Bicycle Facilities  
20. Westside Station Multi-modal Transit Center  
21. San Joaquin Valley Vanpool Program (CalVans) 
22. Kern County Wind Farm Areas (Largest in U.S.)  
23. City of Shafter Container Yard and Intermodal Rail Facility Expansion  
24. Intersection Signalization/Synchronization 
25. City of Bakersfield 4 New Downtown Infill Housing Projects 
26. Cities of McFarland and Shafter – Conversion of transit fleet to electric vehicles  
27. Golden Empire Transit – Purchase of 2 Electric Buses 
28.    Lost Hills Wonderful Park and Community Impvmts.  
29.    Grapevine Specific and Community Plan and Special Plan 
 
EXISTING/CONTINUING STRATEGIES 
 
30.    New Taft Transit Center / Regional Transit Hub 
31.    Early Delivery of Wasco Disadvantage Community Active Transportation Projects 
32.    Kern COG Intelligent Transportation System Plan Update 
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Table 4: Specific SCS Strategy Efforts and Other Transportation Related GHG 
Reduction Strategies 

 
33.    City of Tehachapi General Plan (Form-Based Code, Transect Zone, Mobility Element, Town Form 

Element) 
34.    Infill Incentive Zone – Lower Transportation Impact Fee Core Area  
35.    City of Taft General Plan – Sustainability Principles 
36.    City of Ridgecrest General Plan and Multi-Modal Circulation Element 
37.    Metro Bakersfield General Plan Sewer Policy – Hook-up required for parcels less than 6 acres   
38.    City of Bakersfield Required Lot Area Zoning Strategies 
39.    San Joaquin Valley Air District’s Indirect Source Review to Mitigate Off-Site Impacts of 

Development 
40.    Transit Priority Areas in the Kern COG SCS 
41.    Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Centers Concept – Transit Priority & Strategic Employment 

Place Types  
42.    GET Short-Term Service Plan (2012–2020) 
43.    GET X-92 Commuter Express bus service to Tejon Industrial Complex 
44.    Kern511 – Traveler Information System 
45.    San Joaquin Valley Blueprint Integration Project 
46.    Caltrans Vehicle Detection System – State Route 43 Intersection Improvements and East 

Bakersfield Vehicle Detection Systems  
47.    California Highway Patrol’s Safety Corridors  
48.    Purchase of CNG/RNG Buses (80+ bus fleet) 
49.    The Electric Cab Company of Delano 
50.    Downtown Elementary School Expansion (Bakersfield) 
51.    Traffic Control Devices  
52.    Kern Region Energy Action Plans (Kern REAP) and Kern Energy Watch Goal 3 
53.    Tejon Ranch Conservation and Land Use Agreement  
54.    Kern County Community Revitalization Program 
55.    Kern Transit – Route Connection with Antelope Valley Transit Authority 
56. CSU Bakersfield – Public Transit Center 

 
 

2. Kern Land Use and Travel Model Method to Estimate Interregional Travel 

Kern COG’s modeling methodology for calculating emissions is very similar to the 
accepted method used for the previous RTP/SCS process.  The method continues to 
use a three-model process shown in Figure 1.  The travel model is a 4-step model 
with mode choice and a full congestion feedback loop to account for short term 
induced travel effects. This is the same process that was thoroughly evaluated and 
accepted by ARB for SB 375 target demonstration in for SCS cycle 1 and 2.3  Kern’s 
complete modeling methodology and updates documentation are made available on 
Kern COG’s website4 as part of our transparent modeling process.   

 
3 ARB Technical Evaluation of GHG Quantification for Kern COG SB 375 Sustainable Communities Strategy, 2015 & 
2020, https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/kern‐council‐governments‐kerncog   
4 Kern COG Transportation Modeling Documentation, http://www.kerncog.org/transportation-modeling 
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Figure 1 – Transportation Modeling Methodology Flow Chart  

 

 
3. Land Use Growth Allocation  

 
New to the modeling methodology this cycle, Kern COG is currently experimenting 
with using a second land use model to modify the results more easily from Uplan and 
provide updated performance measures.  The new land use model step is 
EnvisionTomorrow (ET) and is being applied with the assistance of Fregonese 
Associates.  The model has been used extensively by the rest of the Valley in the 
2018 process and should improve comparability of modeling results.   The land use 
and travel model process also incorporate a feedback loop for future growth that was 
used in the previous SCS process and to capture the long term induced demand of 
future transportation infrastructure.  In addition, the land use model method provides 
the economic modeling component that works well for a region with homogeneous 
rents as described in section III. 
 
Land Use/Travel Model Feedback Loop Validation – The land use model 
generates the socio-economic data which is validated at the same time as other inputs 
to the travel model (household characteristics, traffic counts, etc.).  Inputs to the land 
use model (Countywide regional growth forecast targets, housing units per acre by 
land use type, employment by land use type, etc.) are reviewed by local agency 
planning staff that participate in the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC).  
A GIS analysis of current land use types and observed employment from the State 
Employment Development Department and a private sector source (InfoUSA) are 
used to verity the employment densities by land use type.  The Countywide growth 
forecast targets are prepared by a consulting forecast economist and have been 
approved for use by the Kern COG Governing Board as recommended by the RPAC.  
The model allocates the growth forecast totals of households and employment by the 

Land use feedback loop 
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using refined, grid-cell based attraction rates that are calibrated using visual validation 
techniques and local agency input on travel model results.   Overlapping infrastructure 
attraction layer inputs are updated with assistance of local agencies.  The attraction 
rates are calibrated using visual validation techniques and local agency input on travel 
model results.  The land use model generates future year socio-economic data which 
is then used in the trip attraction and production steps of the travel model for trip 
distribution.  Future year runs are validated to evaluate gateways and other future 
year inputs such as the future year socio economic data.  The attraction and 
production rates are validated based on observed data (household characteristics, 
traffic counts, etc.).  Documentation on the land use and travel model are available 
online.5  

Transportation Project Selection Criteria/Land Use Feedback Process for Future 
Transportation Infrastructure – In addition to funded capacity increasing projects in 
the plan, Kern COG has an extensive list of projects that are waiting to be funded, 
a.k.a. fiscally unconstrained.  Many projects were planned for funding in the past but 
had to be delayed or eliminated due to changing priorities (greater focus on 
bike/ped/transit projects for example) and changing forecasts in costs and future 
funding levels.  The SCS development pattern is workshopped each cycle and 
scenarios are reviewed roughly ranging from Accelerated (high density/infill and transit 
focused) to Past Trends (low density/highway focused) with various degrees of 
implementation between these two bookend-runs.  The land use feedback process 
can come into play when, for example, a future freeway interchange or transit center 
is eliminated, delayed, or accelerated in a scenario run.   For example, a new freeway 
interchange in the land use model attracts commercial and residential development in 
the land use model for that run based on proximity to the facility.  If that interchange is 
on the periphery of the metropolitan area, it will likely attract growth or induce sprawl, 
where another scenario without that interchange that might be more transit focused 
would generate less growth at that future interchange site and the model would 
redirect that growth closer to transit centers and available infill locations.  
Documentation on the land use and travel model are available online.6   

 
4. Modeling Assumptions 
 
Modeling assumptions updates include: 

- Local land use assumptions and general plan amendments and associated land 
use densities and development types 
- Document Regional Growth Forecast assumptions 
- Network transportation project assumptions (updated twice a year) 
- Latest socio-economic data available for 2020 base year 
- Latest available household travel characteristics from the household travel 
survey (pre-COVID) 

 
5 https://www.kerncog.org/category/data‐center/transportation‐modeling/ 
6 https://www.kerncog.org/category/data‐center/transportation‐modeling/ 
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- Annual regional traffic count survey for over 1,200 vehicle count locations 
including over 300 classification counts. 
- Annual and once every 3-years bike/pedestrian survey for over 400 locations 
- Annual 1,200-person commute patterns survey 
- California State-wide travel model and 4 neighboring regional models for latest 
gateway validation data. 
 

5. EMFAC Use 

The air quality model will continue to use the appropriate version of EMFAC as set 
out in the ARB SCS Evaluation Guidelines.7  That use will be consistent with the 
template prepared for the San Joaquin Valley Regional Planning Agencies develop 
in consultation with ARB staff. 

 

V. Land Use/Travel Demand Modeling 
 

See section IV. 2. above. 
 

VI. List of Exogenous Variables and Assumptions for Use in Proposed RTP/SCS 
 

This technical methodology will use the first of the two incremental progress methods 
suggested in the ARB SCS Evaluation Guidelines.8  Kern COG will report incremental 
progress as suggested in figure 2. 

The technical methodology will compare three scenarios as illustrated in Figure 2:  

 Scenario 1: SCS2 2035 scenario (as submitted) 

 Scenario 2: SCS2 2035 scenario with updated exogenous variables  

 Scenario 3: SCS3 2035 scenario 

The only difference between scenario 1 and 2 will be that the exogenous variables will 
be updated consistent with Table 5. Strategies between Scenarios 1 and 2 will not 
change.  Scenario 2 will be conducted using a modeling approach consistent with 
Scenario 1.  Since this is the first time Kern is including off-model strategies as part of 
SCS3, off-model strategies will not be included in Scenarios 1 or 2.  

 

  

 
7 ARB SCS Evaluation Guidelines, 2019,  https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/resources/documents/scs‐evaluation‐resources  
8 ARB SCS Eval Guidelines 2019 
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Figure 2 – Comparison of SCS Performance with Updated Assumptions 
(Example) 
 

 
 
Kern COG anticipates that by keeping the exogenous variables the same 
(assumptions of growth, auto operating costs, etc.).  We will see how the funded SCS 
strategies are doing, and how much we will need to improve our strategy efforts to 
meet the SCS targets.  Note that in the past four years we have seen a significant 
reduction in one of the exogenous variables.  The Regional Growth forecast 
(household population, employment, school enrollment) has been reduced by more 
than half, greatly reduce overall emissions, as well as impacts to ag land, etc.  
However, this means less growth to make progress on GHG emissions per capita.     
 
The following are a list of variables derived from outside the model.  Example values 
for 2020 & 2035 are preliminary and may change after the travel model validation is 
complete.  These variables will be applied uniformly to both the SCS 2 and SCS 3 
runs. 
 

Table 5: List of Exogenous Variables for Incremental Progress Analysis 

 Variable  Source(s)  2020  2035 

Total Households 
(HH) 

DOF, KERN COG 
Demographic Forecast 

388,400  318,200 

HH by Size  DOF, KERN COG 
Demographic Forecast 

3.27  3.28 

HH Income below 
$25,000 

KERN COG Demographic 
Forecast 

20.3%  21.4% 

20% 

18% 

New SB 375 Target 

Previous SB 375 Target 
16% --~-·-- -----

14% 

12% 

10% 

8% 

6% 

4% 

2% 

0% 
SCS2 

(previous 
assumptions) 

SCS2 
(today's 

assumptions) 

SCSJ 
(today's 

assumptions) 

Increment of progress 
due to additional 
strategies 

■ Additional Innovation 

■ Land Use and Transportation 
Strategies 

■ Exogenous Variables 

}-
Exogenous 
variables held 
constant 
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Both the 2018 SCS (Old Plan) and 2022 SCS (Plan) strategy assumptions analysis 
will use the same exogenous variables.  The next section deals with the revisions 
to the auto operating cost exogenous variable and how it was listed in Table 5. 
 
San Joaquin Valley Auto Operating Cost Update for the 2022 RTP/SCS 

Auto operating costs were updated for the 2022 RTP/SCS consistent with CARB’s 
SCS Program and Evaluation Guidelines’ Appendix D9 to account for operation costs 
associated with both petroleum-fueled (e.g., gasoline and diesel) and alternative fuel 
vehicles (e.g., electric and plug-in hybrids). The underlying assumptions related to 
petroleum fuel price forecast and vehicle fuel efficiency were updated as detailed 
below. 

The Energy Information Administration’s latest Annual Energy Outlook (AEO)10 fuel 
forecast was used to update future gasoline fuel price projections from 2022 to 2046. 
Specifically, the average price between high and low oil scenarios of the AEO forecast 
was employed in the auto operating cost calculation.  In addition, the revised fuel 
forecast specifically accounted for SB1 and other California-specific fuel fees including 
AB 32 Cost of Implementation Fee (AB32 COI), Cap-and-Trade (CAR), and Low 
Carbon Fuel Standard (LCFS).11 These fees were projected to increase linearly from 
2020 through 2030 and assumed to remain unchanged thereafter, in line with the 
current regulatory standards and timelines (see Table 6). Consistent with the AEO 
methodology, fuel forecast factors were developed based on base year 2020 in 2020 
dollars. These factors were then applied to actual 2020 county-specific fuel prices 
converted to 2010 dollars to remain consistent with the 2005 SB 375 base year and 
travel model validation year. Actual county-specific fuel prices were used for 2020 and 
2021 from AAA12 converted to 2008 dollars. 

 
9 Final Sustainable Communities Strategy Appendices (ca.gov) 
10 EIA ‐ Annual Energy Outlook 2021. 
11 Marcucci, A. Trinity Consultants, Analysis of future fees 2021. 
12 AAA Gas Prices. 

 Variable  Source(s)  2020  2035 

HH by Age of 
Householder 

  KERN COG Demographic 
Forecast�

74.7% Age 25‐64  73.4% Age 25‐64 

HH by Number of 
Workers 

KERN COG Demographic 
Forecast 

1.12 (aggregate ratio 
of employees to 

households) 

1.18 (aggregate ratio) 

School Enrollment 
(K‐12) 

KERN COG Demographic 
Forecast 

240,198   214,041 

Workers by 
Occupation 

KERN COG Demographic 
Forecast 

64.5% (pop age 18‐64)  57.3% (pop age 18‐64) 

Auto‐Operation 
Cost 

VMIP2 Model 2021 DKS 
Validation 

Documentation 

23.07 
cents(2008)/mile 

25.94 
cents(2008)/mile 
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Table 6: California Motor Vehicles Fuel Fee Forecast 

California Motor Vehicle Fuel Fee Forecast, 2020 Dollars 
 SB1 AB32 COI CAR LCFS Total 
2020 0.50 0.03 0.13 0.19 0.85 
2030+ 0.50 0.03 0.21 0.49 1.23 

 

Consistent with 2021 AEO, diesel fuel price was assumed to be 15% higher than 
gasoline fuel price. Note that diesel passenger vehicles represent about 0.5% of total 
light-duty VMT and have a negligible impact on the average auto operating cost 
calculation. No changes to non-fuel maintenance and operating costs were 
implemented since the last RTP, where the AAA actual costs were linearly 
extrapolated through 2046.  

Fuel efficiency inputs were obtained from the latest EMFAC version for all vehicle 
types. Electricity fuel prices were derived from CARB’s 2018 Auto Operating Cost 
Calculator13 and converted to 2008 dollars. The resulting values for years ranging from 
2005 to 2046 for Kern COG are shown in Table 5. 

 

VII. Per Capita GHG Emissions from Prior RTP/SCS 
 

Kern COG plans to use the variable in table 5 to re-run the 2018 model for the 
incremental progress reporting. 

 

VIII. Off-model Strategies 
 

For a list of all off model strategies under consideration see Item IV. 1. Tables 3 & 4. 

The 2022 RTP is the first-time Kern COG will be using and documenting an off-model 
adjustment as recommended by ARB in their review of the 2018 RTP/SCS.  Each off-
model (OM) strategy to be used will include an estimate participation or use rate, 
effects on travel behavior, and rational why the behavior is considered surplus to state 
programs. Performance time frame, investment commitments and project outcomes 
will also be documented.  Kern COG also plans to provide rough estimates of potential 
overlap with the travel model for each off-model adjustment.  The methodology used 
will be in accordance with Appendix E of the 2019 ARB SCS Guidance and calculated 
using a spreadsheet template developed in consultation with ARB staff.  It should be 
noted that many strategies would result in emissions savings that are too small to 
quantify.  That analysis too will play a role into which strategies are included in the off-
model analysis.  Those that will include an explanation of why the analysis is not 
covered by the regional travel model.  Strategies that are included in the off-model 

 
13 CARB AOC tool can be downloaded at https://arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/aoc_calculator_posting.xlsm.  
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analysis will be tracked in all future RTP/SCSs and if terminated an explanation will 
be provided and substitutes identified as appropriate. 

Kern COG will generally follow the guidelines detailed in the Appendices of ARB’s 
Final SCS Program and Evaluation Guidelines Report and supplement with local data 
as much as possible. Off-model adjustment strategies that are currently being 
considered by Kern COG are found in Table 3. 

 
 

IX. Other Data Collection Efforts 
 
As discussed under item V. Modeling Assumptions, Kern COG has an extensive traffic 
count program of over 1,600 vehicle, bike and pedestrian locations.  The data and 
methodology from these locations is available online.14  In addition, Kern COG 
performs an annual statistically valid quality of life survey that includes household 
commuting characteristics for over 1,200 residents in the region.  The results are also 
available online.15  Network assumptions on regional significant routes are collect 
twice a year.  Local general plan amendments and land use assumptions may be 
collected on a quarterly basis.   

 
14 https://www.kerncog.org/traffic‐counts/  
15 https://www.kerncog.org/quality‐of‐life‐survey/  
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February 2, 2022 

TO: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

FROM: Ahron Hakimi 
Executive Director 

By: Linda Urata 
Regional Planner 

SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM VII. 
Mobility Innovations and Incentives Program - Status Report 

DESCRIPTION: 
To help meet stringent air quality standards, Kern COG promotes deployment of alternative fuel vehicle 
technologies. This report provides staff activity information and provides funding information. 

DISCUSSION: 

Kern COG staff carry out Mobility Innovations and Incentives Program elements while telecommuting for 
COVID-19 compliance.   This summary report covers the period August 1, 2021 to December 31, 2021. 

OWP WE 603.3 Mobility Innovations and Incentives 
Kern COG staff worked on several of the tasks identified in the OWP WE 603.3 (and WE 203.3). 

• National Drive Electric Week Webinar was held on September 30, 2021 featuring three virtual EV
rides and guest speakers. 76 individuals registered and 50 attended. Videos are posted here:
http://projectcleanair.us/sjvevp/best-drive-ever/

• National Drive Electric Week Best Drive EVer test drive event planned for October 9, 2021 has
been postponed to May 2022. Test Drives will occur in Bakersfield and Fresno.

• Electric Vehicle Media Campaign planned to support the Best Drive EVer Event has been
postponed to April or May 2022

• Teachers Solar Car Curriculum Workshop was held in Tehachapi on October 23, 2021. Eleven
participants. 14 total including staff, trainer, and volunteers.

• Participation on the San Joaquin Valley EV Partnership monthly meetings
• First Responder Training held on November 2, 2022.  Twenty-one (21) participants.  The

SJVEVP contracted with AFVEducate.  Indiana Fire Captain Chris Womack taught the course.
Linda Urata gave a presentation. Electric Vehicles included a school bus, a Nissan LEAF, a Class
8 refrigerated truck, and a hybrid electric Toyota Camry. The First Responders requested
additional training and suggested a course be offered during their annual conference.

• TRANSITions 2022 Transit Symposium will be held on March 9, 2022 from 8am to 2:30pm at
Hodel’s Country Dining. Planning meetings with CARB Innovative Clean Transit Rule program
manager Yachun Chow and staff member Shirin Barfjani were held at least monthly beginning in
October.

• On September 15th, Linda Urata served as a notetaker for a US DOE Clean Cities Listening
Session engaging fleets in the East Bay Area who operate Fuel Cell Vehicles

• On November 22nd, Kern COG staff met with Caltrans District 9 staff to discuss FAST Alt Fuel
Corridor designations for East Kern and the US 395 Corridor.

LAU
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• On December 16th, Linda Urata attended the groundbreaking ceremony for the EVWatt truck stop 
and solar field on State Route 65.  Additionally, staff helped the organizers with invitations to the 
event and for a public workshop held at MLK Park in Bakersfield. 

• Kern COG staff attends AB 617 Community Steering Committee meetings for Arvin and Shafter 
• Kern COG staff provided technical assistance to a workforce development program, Marianne 

Mintz (Argonne National Labs) for a California Renewable Natural Gas Fact Sheet; SJVEVP for 
hosting the 3 mentioned workshops or webinars; Ollie Danner, Business Development for EVEN 
Recharge; Hytech (Green Hydrogen Production Project), shared Calstart Zero Emission Bus in 
the San Joaquin Valley Workgroup notices; Zero Emission Refrigerated Van sales contacts for a 
local food bank; and provided letters of support for grant proposals, including the US DOE LEAP 
and the CEC IDEAL ZEV Workforce opportunities.  

 
OWP WE 603.4 Kern 2019 Electric Vehicle Charging Station Blueprint Phase II Implementation 
(California Energy Commission [CEC] Agreement ARV-20-010) The following activities occurred during 
this report period: 

• In July 2021, the CEC notified Kern COG that the project award will be revised upward from the 
$700,515 awarded to the $2.5 million requested. Kern COG staff worked throughout this reporting 
period to confirm the sub-recipients’ participation (project, budget, matching funds), to amend the 
budget, scope of work and deliverables.  The CEC will consider the amendment during its 
Business Meeting on January 26, 2022. 

• The additional Scope of Work includes: 
o Adding Charging Station Site Hosts FritoLay, Stuart Petroleum, California City, MioCar 
o Adding MioCar expansion within Kern County 
o Workforce Development Curriculum and Course expansion through Bakersfield College 

and the Kern Community College District 
o Funding a program and outreach management consultant 

 
Work on the existing program of projects continued as follows: 

• Site Partners seek signatures for MOUs 
• Site Partners with completed MOUs submit their Monthly Reports using a template created by 

Kern COG.  Reports indicate several charging station projects are underway. McFarland 
completed the installation of their station and are now working to install solar panels to power the 
facility. 

• Kern COG submitted 5 monthly reports to the CEC. 
• Kern COG worked to promote the EVITP.org workshops for State-Certified Electricians held in 

August. If six or more electricians register from the Central Valley, Kern COG will sponsor a 
Bakersfield testing location, so travel to Los Angeles will not be necessary. The CEC is also 
considering additional methods of delivering this course and/or testing, such as working with 
community colleges. 

 
OWP WE 603.5 Medium-Duty and Heavy-Duty Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure Blueprint grant from 
the California Energy Commission (CEC) Agreement ARV-21-012 

• A kickoff meeting with the CEC and the consultant Gladstein, Neandross and Associates (GNA) 
was held on October 25, 2021. 

• Kern COG administrative staff added the new Work Element 603.5 to the 2021-2022 OWP during 
the amendment process 

• Kern COG staff and GNA worked to identify public and private sector participants for the Working 
Group and/or for project development. 

• GNA has completed the deliverables on time thus far. 
• Kern COG’s project manager Linda Urata frequently has phone calls and exchanges emails with 

GNA project manager Mark Connolly. 



• In lieu of monthly written reports, the CEC Contract Agreement Manager established monthly 
phone calls with Kern COG and GNA.  Written quarterly reports will be prepared, with the first one 
due February 10, 2022. 

The CALeVIP program funding in the San Joaquin Valley shows $1,431,500 available for Level 2 Charging in 
Kern County as of January 20, 2022.  Additionally, the website states that for Level 2 charging, $678,500 has 
been reserved and $507,000 has been provisionally reserved.  For DC Fast Charging, $1,550,000 has been 
reserved and $1,075,000 has been provisionally reserved.  19% of funds have been reserved or issued to 
Disadvantaged Communities which is less than the program minimum goal of 25%.  The program received 
applications in excess of $10,235,000 of DC Fast Charger Funds available. Note that these numbers changed 
significantly from when last checked on August 20, 2021.  For instance, at that time, the CALeVIP website 
reported that 32% of the funding was reserved or issued in Disadvantaged Communities. No explanation for 
the changes is provided on the website. For information, visit https://calevip.org/incentive-project/san-joaquin-
valley. 
 
CANCELLED/CHANGED:  Kern COG staff was working with UC Davis, Dynamic Solutions, and the grant 
partners to plan an event on November 17, 2021 Trucking with Natural Gas Showcase at Southern California 
Gas Company in Bakersfield.  This was cancelled due to COVID restrictions.  A webinar will be held on 
February 22nd to announce the preliminary results from the I5 Freight Zero Emissions Route Operations 
(ZERO) Pilot Study. 
 
Upcoming events 
February 22, 2022: Webinar on I5 Freight ZERO Pilot Study 
March 9, 2022:  TRANSITions 2022 Transit Symposium at Hodel’s Country Dining, 8am to 2:30pm 
May 2022:  Best Drive Ever Test Drives and Media Campaign 
 
ACTION:  Information. 

https://calevip.org/incentive-project/san-joaquin-valley
https://calevip.org/incentive-project/san-joaquin-valley


 
 

February 2, 2022 
 
TO:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
   
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
   

By:  Becky Napier, Deputy Director - Administration  
 
SUBJECT:   REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VIII.  
  REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 
 
DESCRIPTION: 

The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP 2.0) are a key part of strategic investments 
toward more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all areas of the state. REAP 2.0 
builds on the success of 2019’s REAP program but expands the focus by integrating housing and climate 
goals and allowing for broader planning and implementation investments, including infrastructure.  

DISCUSSION: 

REAP 2.0 is explicitly intended to meet multiple objectives – infill development, housing for all incomes, 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) reduction, and affirmatively furthering fair housing in ways that accelerate 
the implementation of adopted regional and local plans to achieve these goals. In late November, the 
State published a Framework Paper for developing Guidelines for REAP 2.0. The Framework Paper can 
be found at https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/reap/reap2.0frameworkpaper.pdf. Staff 
has been advised that the Guidelines will be available sometime in February 2022. The maximum award 
amount for Kern COG is $12,670,717.96. 

The purpose of REAP 2.0 is supporting transformative planning and implementation activities that 
include, but are not limited to, accelerating infill and affordable development; supporting residents through 
realizing multimodal communities; shifting travel behavior through reducing driving; and increasing transit 
ridership, walking, and biking as primary modes of transportation. The program also requires an outreach 
program. 

Program Principles  

In developing and implementing the REAP 2.0 program, the following principles will be considered:  
 

• Equal Weight and Integrated Approach: Meeting housing production and preservation goals, 
advancing the implementation of the VMT-reducing elements of the SCS or APS (where 
applicable), infill development, and affirmatively furthering fair housing (AFFH) are mutual goals 
and will be jointly pursued in the proposed uses as well as overall implementation of the program. 
  

VIII. 
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https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/reap/reap2.0frameworkpaper.pdf


• Simple and Flexible with Accountability: Keep the program design, guidelines, mechanics 
(e.g., applications, documentation, reporting) and implementation simple and flexible and avoid 
overly prescriptive standards (pre-approved options or safe harbors will be considered) while 
maximizing consultations, feedback and accountability toward the program goals and 
requirements.  
 

• Innovative, Impactful and Transformative: Program expectations are that applicants will strive 
for innovative and impactful approaches that produce transformative and visible results on the 
ground. The program will seek activities that are demonstrably exemplary, and applicants can 
demonstrate the funds will lead to visible changes that meet program goals (e.g., housing 
production, VMT reduction, AFFH, Advancing SCS).  
 

• Consistency and Timeliness in Spending: Ensure that all spending meets federal 
requirements and timelines. 
  

• Collaboration, Technical Assistance and Long-term Partnerships: Collaborate across 
governmental and non-governmental entities in the design and long-term implementation of the 
program, including leveraging other federal and state resources and strategies (e.g., 
transportation and infrastructure investments, funding for various regional economic development 
and climate resilience programs and strategies).  
 

• Transparency: Make information available to the public including application materials and 
supporting documentation, awarded applications, and reporting of status and outcomes.  
 

• Replicability: As appropriate, identify investments or programs with the potential to be replicated 
in other regions of the state.  

 
Examples of eligible uses as listed in the statute include:  
 
Accelerating infill development:  

• Rezoning and encouraging development by updating planning documents and zoning 
ordinances, including general plans, community plans, specific plans, sustainable communities 
strategies, and local coastal programs.  

• Revamping local planning processes to accelerate infill housing production and other infill 
development.  

• Completing environmental clearance to eliminate the need for project-specific review for infill 
development.  

• Establishing and funding an affordable housing catalyst fund, trust fund, or revolving loan fund for 
location efficient projects.  

• Performing infrastructure planning and investing in upgrading infrastructure, including for sewers, 
water systems, transit, roads, or other public facilities necessary to enable reduction in per capita 
VMT, including accelerating infill housing production.  
 

Realizing multimodal communities:  
• Establishing and implementing a vision-zero policy and program, a safety plan, and a slow streets 

program.  
• Developing bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure plans and other multimodal plans or policies.  
• Investing in infrastructure projects and other programs to expand active transportation and 

implement bicycle or pedestrian plans.  
• Producing multimodal corridor studies associated with developing specific planning documents or 

implementation actions.  
 

Shifting travel behavior through reducing driving:  
• Studying and implementing road pricing.  



• Funding the establishment of a local VMT impact fee or catalyzing a regional VMT mitigation 
bank (seed funding for mitigation is considered ineligible).  

• Funding and implementing parking and transportation demand management programs or 
ordinances.  

• Accelerating infill housing production near jobs, transit, and resources.  
 

Increasing transit ridership:  
• Funding and implementing actions to establish more seamless regional transit systems between 

and across communities, including establishing common fares, schedules, service design, and 
wayfinding.  

• Developing and implementing multimodal access plans to and from transit facilities.  
• Planning for additional housing near transit.  

 
Program Timing: 
 

 

Final Guidelines and 
Program Launch 

Opening of the application period with 
program guidelines 

February 2022 

Technical Assistance, Marketing, 
Direct Assistance to Applicants 

State will conduct a variety of outreach events 
including statewide webinar, regional events, 
and will provide direct assistance and 
consultations to eligible entities 

December 2021 
through June 2024 

Over-the-Counter 
Application Period 

Initial application window closes on 
December 31, 2022. Depending on 
availability of remaining funds there may 
be a second competitive Innovative and 
Integrated Set Aside funding round if there 
are excess funds at the end of 2022. 

February 2022 - 
December 31, 
2022 

Encumbrance Deadline All funds must be awarded and 
encumbered. 

June 2024 

Annual Reports Recipients submit and post annual reports 
and state posts annual report 
and other applicant information 

April to June of 
every year* 

Expenditure and Close-out 
Report 

 June 30, 2026 

 

ACTION 

RPAC discussion of potential activities in Kern. 
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1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                      March 2, 2022 
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SPECIAL NOTICE 

 
Public Participation and Accessibility 

March 2, 2022, Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
and the Kern Council of Governments Board of Directors Meetings 

 
On September 16, 2021, Governor Gavin Newsom signed into law Assembly Bill (AB) 361 
which authorizes a local agency to use teleconferencing without complying with the 
teleconferencing requirements imposed by the Ralph M. Brown Act when a legislative body of a 
local agency holds a meeting during a declared state of emergency or when state or local health 
officials have imposed or recommended measures to promote social distancing. Based on 
guidance from the California Governor’s Office and Department of Public Health, as well as the 
County Health Officer, in order to minimize the potential spread of the COVID-19 virus, Kern 
Council of Governments hereby provides notice that as a result of the declared federal, state, 
and local health emergencies, and in light of the Governor’s signing of AB 361, the following 
adjustments have been made: 
 

• The meeting scheduled for March 2, 2022, at 1:30 p.m. will have limited public access 
to maintain social distancing. Masks will be required to attend the meeting in person. 

• Consistent with AB 361, Committee/Board Members may elect to attend the meeting 
telephonically and participate in the meeting to the same extent as if they were 
physically present. 

• The public may participate in the meeting and address the Committee/Board in person 
under Public Comments. 

• If the public does not wish to attend in person, they may participate in the meeting and 
address the Committee/Board as follows: 
 

o You may offer comment in real time via your phone or from your computer, 
tablet or smartphone (see below). 

o If you wish to submit a comment in advance of the scheduled meeting you may 
submit your comment via email to feedback@kerncog.org  by 1:00 p.m. March 2, 
2022 (this is not a requirement). 
 

Please join my meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone.  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702  

 
You can also dial in using your phone.  

United States: +1 (312) 878-3080  
 

Access Code: 586-617-702  
 

New to GoToMeeting? Get the app now and be ready when your first meeting starts:  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/586617702 

mailto:feedback@kerncog.org
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702
tel:+13128783080,,586617702
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/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 February 2, 2022. VOICE VOTE 

 
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.  Over 7,000 Kern residents have participated in the 2022 RTP public involvement 
process.  This item is a regular update provided to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
(RPAC). 
   
Action: Information.  

 
V. REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 (Napier) 

 
Comment: The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP 2.0) are a key part of strategic 
investments toward more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all areas of the 
state. REAP 2.0 builds on the success of 2019’s REAP program but expands the focus by integrating 
housing and climate goals and allowing for broader planning and implementation investments, 
including infrastructure.  
 
Action: RPAC discussion of potential activities in Kern. 
 

VI. 4th REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF THE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION (RHNA) 
METHODOLOGY AND REVIEW OF THE PRELIMINARY DRAFT RHNA PLAN (Invina-Jayasiri) 
 
Comment: California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) has found 
that the latest draft Kern COG RHNA Methodology—which incorporates comments from the 
public, local government, stakeholders and HCD—furthers state housing statutory objectives. 
 
Action: 1) Recommend adoption of the Final 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation 
Methodology to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee. ROLL CALL VOTE. 2) Provide 
comments on the Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan by March 23, 2022. 



  

 
VII. TIMELINE FOR: DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT REGIONAL 

HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN; DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT 
2023 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND CORRESPONDING 
DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY (Pacheco) 
  
Comment: Updated schedule for the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan with Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation Plan; Environmental Impact Report; 2023 Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program, and corresponding Air Quality Conformity Analysis. 
 
 
Action: Recommend that the Transportation Planning Policy Committee approve the timeline. ROLL 
CALL VOTE 
 

VIII. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
IX. MEMBER ITEMS 
 
X. ADJOURNMENT 

The next scheduled meeting will be April 6, 2022.  



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
  

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                     WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                 February 2, 2022 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                              1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman Staples called the meeting to order at 1:32 p.m. 
 

I. ROLL CALL: 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Christine Viterelli Arvin 
     Suzanne Forrest Shafter 

     Mark Staples  Taft 
     Lorena Mendibles Caltrans 
     Ricardo Perez  GET 
     Eric Dhanens  Community Member 
     Asha Chandy  Community Member 

  
KERN COG STAFF:  Becky Napier  Linda Urata    
     Ben Raymond  Rob Ball   
            
OTHERS:    Susanna Kormendi Bakersfield    
     Lupita Mendoza  Caltrans 
     Alexa Kolosky  Kern County Public Works 
     John Beutler  CARB 
     Jacqueline Aguilar TDH Associates 
    

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 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 Forrest made a motion to approve the discussion summary of January 5, 
2022, seconded by Committee Member Dhanens with all in favor. 
 
 
ITEM V. WAS READ BEFORE ITEM IV. 

 
 

IV. PRELIMINARY DRAFT 2022 RTP/SCS POLICY SECTON UPDTES – JANUARY 
2022 (Ball) 

 
Comment: Kern COG is proposing revision to the Policy Section of the Draft 2022 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) in response to 
comments received from two local stakeholder groups during the 3.5-year outreach process.  
 

 



Action: Provide comments to rball@kerncog.org by Wednesday, February 16, 2022. 
 

V. 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 
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. This item is a regular update provided to the 
RPAC. Mr. Ball also stated that Kern COG would be scheduling to come to each of the City 
Council to report on the RTP/SCS Outreach. 
 
Chairman Staples asked if Kern COG would be scheduling visits to the City Councils through 
the City Clerks. Mr. Ball stated yes. 
 
Action: Information. 

 
VI. UPDATE: TECHNICAL METHODOLOGY TO ESTIMATE GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION 

REDUCTION FOR KERN COG’S 2022 RTP/SCS – VERSION 3 (Ball) 
 
Comment: As required by SB 375, the attached Technical Methodology version 3and cover 
memo describe the method anticipated to be used to demonstrate attainment of the per 
capita greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction targets in the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP)/ Sustainable communities Strategy (SCS). 
 
Mr. Ball thoroughly discussed the Memorandum to the Technical Methodology and the 
collaboration with ARB. Chairman Staples clarified that there may be additional comments 
from ARB. Mr. Ball stated yes.  
 
Action: Information. 
  

VII. MOBILITY INNOVATIONS AND INCENTIVES PROGRAM – STATUS REPORT (Urata) 
 
Comment: To help meet stringent air quality standards, Kern COG promotes deployment of 
alternative fuel vehicle technologies. This report provides staff activity information and 
provides funding information. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

VIII. REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 (Napier) 
 
Comment: The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP 2.0) are a key part of 
strategic investments toward more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all 
areas of the state. REAP 2.0 builds on the success of2019’s REAP program but expands the 
focus by integrating housing and climate goals and allowing for broader planning and 
implementation investments, including infrastructure. 
 
Action: RPAC discussion of potential activities in Kern. 
 

IX. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

Mr. Ball stated that on February 14 at 5:00 p.m. via ZOOM, there would be a presentation on 
the KARGO Study during the Shafter AB 617 meeting. Information can be found on the ARB 
website. 

 

mailto:rball@kerncog.org


 
 
 

 
  

X. MEMBER ITEMS 
 
None. 
 

XI. ADJOURNMENT 
 

With no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 2:17 p.m. The next scheduled meeting 
of the RPAC is March 2, 2022.  
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IV. 
RPAC 

March 2, 2022 

TO: Regional Planning Advisory Committee 

FROM: Ahron Hakimi,  
Executive Director 

By:   Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director
Ben Raymond, Regional Transportation Planner 

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.  Over 
7,000 Kern residents have participated in the 2022 RTP public involvement process.  This item is 
a regular update provided to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC). 

DISCUSSION: 

This periodic update report chronicles development and implementation of the SB 375 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) process in Kern with recent activity listed first.  Note 
that this report excludes 50 plus staff presentations on the SCS made to the Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee (RPAC) and the Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) during 
the 4-year update cycle.  The report also includes a timeline with upcoming events: 

February 16, 2022 – Received one comment from the Golden Empire Transit District on 
the preliminary draft policy section to add introduction of demand response, circulator, and 
express transit services.  No other comments were received on the proposed policy changes 
circulated to the RPAC and TPPC.  Kern COG staff plans to incorporate the comments into the 
draft RTP. 

February 14, 2022 – California Department of Housing and Community Development 
(HCD) Issued letter to Kern COG with a finding “that the draft Kern COG RHNA Methodology 
furthers the statutory objectives described in Government Code 65584(d).” 

Kern Council 
of Governments 
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January 27, 2022 – Kern COG submitted Kern SCS Technical Methodology revision 3 to 
California Air Resources Board (ARB) to address their comments received 12/21/21. 
 
January 13, 2022 – Bob Smith, Kern COG Chair & Bakersfield City Councilmember, and Ahron 
Hakimi, Kern COG executive director, met with members of a Bakersfield seniors group at Hodel’s 
to discuss the RTP and senior Transit opportunities. 
 
December 21, 2021 – Call between ARB and 8-San Joaquin Valley COGs technical staff better 
coordinate ARB SCS technical methodology review including off-model GHG adjustment method.  
Kern COG revised SCS technical methodology review by RPAC delayed till February 2, 2022 to 
incorporate changes from ARB received 12/14/21. 
 
November 8, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the 2nd revision to the SCS technical 
methodology sent to ARB on October 12, 2021.    
 
November 3, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #3 - on Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation (RHNA) methodology.  Attendees:  City of Bakersfield staff, City of California City 
staff and planning commissioner, City of Maricopa Councilmember, City of Taft staff, City of Shafter staff, 
City of Arvin Staff, City of Ridgecrest staff, ACLU of Southern California, Bakersfield Senior Center, Centro 
de Unidad Popular Benito Juarez, Faith In The Valley, Home Builders Association, Housing Authority of 
Kern, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, LOUD For Tomorrow, Rebuilding Together Kern 
County, TDH Associates, Sigala, Inc, RGS, and local community residents.  Public discussion 
recommended:  Engagement in local housing element development beginning after adoption of RHNA in 
Summer 2022.  Employ more affordable housing techniques such as land banking, housing trust fund, 
impact fee waivers, online permitting process, homebuilding labor force development, “set the table” for 
low-income housing development w/land & architecture requirements pre-set, and provide more housing 
development on eastside of Metro.   

October 29, 2021 – State Housing & Community Development (HCD) Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA) Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
October 18, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the SB 150 review of the 2018 SC.  A 
discussion of the revised technical methodology has been sent to ARB was postponed to 
November 8, 2021.   
 
October 11, 2021 – HCD RHNA Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
September 7, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff, on the status of development of 
modeling for the SCS methodology. 
 
August 31, 2021 - HCD issued Kern’s low-income housing need determination for June 30, 2023 
– December 31, 2031.  RHNA process to allocate that determination to each jurisdiction.  That 
allocation must be incorporated into each jurisdiction’s housing element update. 
 
August 20, 2021 – Four Community Based Outreach Mini-grants applications were received from 
All Of Us Or None (AOUON), Bakersfield Senior Center, Kern County Black Chamber of 
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Commerce, and Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability to host RTP/SCS outreach 
events in Fall 2021 and be reimbursed for hosting related expenses. 
 
August 5, 2021 – Conference call with HCD RHNA staff, California Department of Finance (DOF) 
forecasting staff, Kern COG consulting economist, on 2032 forecast of household formation rates.  
DOF agreed to revise rates to be closer to Kern COG’s adopted forecast as developed by our 
consulting economist. 
 
August 4, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #2 - On Improving Public 
Outreach.  Attendees: Tubatulabal Tribe, City of Maricopa City Councilmember, Kern County Black 
Chamber of Commerce, League of Women Voters, Leadership Council for Justice & Accountability, Bike 
Bakersfield, California Trucking Association/CPT, Downtown Business Association, TDH Associates, 
Upside Productions, Cal Centre Logistics Park, Kern County Library, City of Taft Planning Director, Kern 
County Public Works, Federal Highways Administration, California Air Resources Board, Caltrans District 
6, RGS Consulting.  Ways participants suggested to improve public input – 1) More meetings like this, 
2) Keep sending out more information to Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) so they can pass it on, 
3) Virtual meetings via PublicInput software, 4) Newsletter announcements (including Tribal newsletters), 
and 5) NGOs may propose use of phone banks with mini-grant. 
 
August 4, 2021 – Transportation Modeling Committee–a subcommittee of the RPAC and TTAC–
met to review the latest travel model validation, SB 743 script update, and the regional traffic 
count program. 
 
July 28, 2021 - Community Based Outreach Mini-grants Application released for fall outreach 
events for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
July 10, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff on the status of development of 
modeling data for the SCS methodology. 
 
June 30, 2021 – RTP/SCS update to RPAC and announcement of numerous Summer/Fall events. 
 
June 11, 2021 – Kick-off meeting for the Kern Area Goods Movement Operations (KARGO) 
Sustainability Study phase 2.  Public outreach meeting tentatively schedule for October 28, 2021. 
 
May 20, 2021 – Kern Quality of Life Survey results https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/ 
 
May 10, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the status of development of modeling data for 
the SCS methodology.  A revised methodology is anticipated to be sent to ARB in August, 2021. 
 
May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 – Public comment period on the Notice of Preparation of a Program 
Environmental Impact Report for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Kern Transportation Foundation on regional freight efforts to 
be incorporated into the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
February 17, 2021 – ARB provided a follow-up letter to the January 5, 2021 meeting covering 6 
areas they would like to see additional information on related to the Kern COG 2022 SCS 
methodology. 
 

https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/
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January 21, 2021 – The annual “Transitions” web conference was held with two dozen 
participants discussing green transit technology and funding options.  Participants were 
encouraged to participate in the MetroQuest online survey tool to provide input to the 2022 RTP. 
 
January 14, 2021 – Kern COG provided a live web presentation to the new Bakersfield 
representative of the Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability.  The presentation was 
the same one presented to the Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on January 22, 2020. 
 
January 5, 2021 – Kern COG had a call with the ARB staff, answering questions about the 
Technical Methodology Report.  Kern is awaiting a final list of follow-up items from the call. 
 
December 7, 2020 – Kern COG sent the Technical Methodology Report to the ARB.  The draft 
report was reviewed by Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) and the RPAC at their 
regular November meetings.  The report includes a discussion of how Kern COG intends to 
address ARB comments from their July 27, 2020 Technical Evaluation of the 2018 RTP 
methodology.  The draft Technical Methodology Report for the 2022 RTP can be viewed on the 
November 19, 2020 TPPC as agenda item IV. J. - https://www.kerncog.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf  
 
September 20, 2020 – Kern COG released its 3rd online public survey on the 2022 RTP/SCS.  
Responses are scheduled to be collected by November 9, 2030.  Participants and provide their 
input at https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/ 
 
July 27, 2020 – ARB published the Kern Technical Evaluation and finding of acceptance of the 
Kern COG 2018 RTP/SCS methodology now available at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-
work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council   
 
June 18, 2020 – Rural Alternative Transit Plan & RTP/SCS Workshops Report adopted – Plan is 
available online at https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf  
 
January 22, 2020 – 2022 RTP/SCS Stakeholder Roundtable #1 was held at Kern COG to garner 
input on the 2022 RTP/SCS public outreach process.  Twenty-two (22) participants attended the 
meeting from various interest areas in the community including: the Tejon Indian Tribe, 
Lamont/Weedpatch Family Resource Center, Caltrans, Kern County Black Chamber of Commerce, League 
of Women Voters, Valley Fever Awareness & Resources, Golden Empire Transit, Project Clean Air, Tejon 
Ranch, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, Troy D. Hightower International, Senator Melissa 
Hertado’s Office, California Alliance for Retired Americans, Congressman TJ Cox’s Office, and the cities of 
Bakersfield, Taft, Shafter, Tehachapi and California City.  Participants were presented an overview of 
the 2022 RTP/SCS performance measure and outreach methodology and participants provided 
input on how Kern COG can improve the outreach process. Recommendations included: 1) 
Continue the Kern County Fair Booth; 2) Mini Grant Outreach – consider providing tools to stakeholders to 
go into communities to gather input rather than a having a formal meeting; 3) Use Interactive Social Media; 
4) Use Parent Centers connected to the Bakersfield City School District; 5) Use Advisory Councils 
associated with schools; 6) Provide information to the Kern County Network for Children; 7) Consider going 
to McDonalds Play Areas – free Wi-Fi for adults and play space for children; 8) Community events such as 
Taft Oildorado, California City Tortoise Days and other community festivals (pre-COVID event). 
 
May 16, 2019 – Kern County Electric Passenger Vehicle Charging Blueprint completed: 
https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/  

https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/
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February 21, 2019 – Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan & RTP Workshops Report 
completed: https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf  
 
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.  
The 2018 conformity analysis is available online at https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/  
 
August 15, 2018 – Kern COG Board adopted the 2018 RTP/SCS and associated documents 
available online at https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/    
 
Table 1 – 2011 & 2018 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region 
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/ 2020 2035 
Targets for 2014 & 18 RTP/SCS (set in 2011 by ARB)* -5% -10% 
2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018)* -12.5% -12.7% 
Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by 
ARB, effective October 1, 2018) 

-9% -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. 
 
March 15, 2018 – Kern Region Active Transportation Plan completed and incorporated into the 
2018 RTP/SCS: https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/  
 
June 13, 2017 – ARB released proposed targets that were 2 percentage points higher than what 
Kern COG recommended based on local modeling 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.  Failure to meet this 
arbitrarily-set, higher target would require the region to prepare and Alternative Planning Strategy 
(APS) with additional voluntary strategies1 that meet the target.  ARB is required to update targets 
every 4-8 years. 
 
April 20, 2017 – 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. 
 
 

 
1 Note that to-date no region in California has had to prepare an APS.  Some stakeholders are concerned about the voluntary 
nature of the strategies in the SCS.  Kern has been very aggressive on SCS strategies to avoid the APS requirement. 

https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/
https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
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2022 RTP/SCS Preliminary Public Outreach and Adoption Timeline  
 
• Spring 2018 to Spring 2021 – Four statistically valid Sustainable Community Quality of Life 

Phone Surveys (Kern residents/year & oversampled in rural disadvantage areas) 
• Spring 2018 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS – Complete 
• September 4, 2019 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• September 17-November 12, 2019 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 1 (220 

participants) - Complete  
• Fall 2019 to Fall 2021 – Fairs/Festivals/Farmer’s Market outreach events - Ongoing 
• January 22, 2020 – 1st Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA outreach 

process - Complete  
• January 24-March 13, 2020 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 2 (446 participants) 

- Complete 
• Spring 2020 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• March 2020 – Adopt Regional Growth Forecast Update - Complete 
• Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) process - Ongoing 
• September 3, 2020 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• August 21 - -November12, 2020 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 3 (200+ participants) - 

Complete 
• September 22, 2020-Oct. 10 – KUZZ Virtual Kern County Fair Outreach Event – Complete   
• January 21, 2021 – Transitions – Transit tech event - Complete 
• April 2021 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents), results available 

at - Complete 
• April 2021 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 4 on Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) (144 

participants) shows nearly half of respondents interested in ADUs – Complete 
• May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 - Notice of Preparation of a Program Environmental Impact Report 

for the 2022 RTP/SCS - Complete 
• August 4, 2021 at 1:30PM – 2nd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA 

outreach process in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main conference room 
- Complete 

• Summer-Fall 2021 – 2020 U.S. Census population data available - Complete 
• Summer 2021 – RTP Public Outreach – Local Roads Safety Planning (LSRP) 9 online Zoom 

meetings, for info contact eflickinger@kerncog.org - Complete: 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/ site is excepting input 

through November 2021 (350 participants) 
1. June 22, 2021, 5–6pm, Shafter – online Zoom meeting 
2. June 24, 2021, 4-5pm, Delano – online Zoom meeting 
3. June 29, 2021, 5:30-6:30pm, Bakersfield – online Zoom meeting 
4. July 12, 2021, 4–5pm, Wasco – online Zoom meeting 
5. July 24, 2021, 3-4pm Maricopa – online Zoom meeting 
6. August 4, 2021, 5-6pm, Taft – online Zoom meeting 
7. August 5, 2021, 6-7pm, Tehachapi – online Zoom meeting 
8. August 17, 2021, 6–7am, Arvin – online Zoom meeting 
9. September 16, 2021, 5-6pm, California City – online Zoom meeting 

mailto:eflickinger@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/
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10. October 28, 2021, 2:30pm – All Of Us Or None Mtg., – 948 Baker St, Bakersfield  – 
online Zoom meeting 

• Summer 2021 - RTP Public Outreach – Clean Mobility Options Needs Assessment for up to 
13 Disadvantaged Communities, (500+ participants) for info contact 
SCampbell@kerncog.org - Complete 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/  
- April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Shafter Rotary Club 
- Social media posts of survey February - August, 2021 targeted to reach the following zip 

codes:  Tejon Tribe, Tubatulabal Tribe, Delano, McFarland, Lost Hills, Wasco, Taft, 
Arvin, Lamont, Buttonwillow, Shafter, California City, Ridgecrest, Maricopa 

- Tubatulabal Tribe July newsletter promotion of survey with link.  
- July 20, 2021 exhibitor participation in United Way of Kern County's Community 

Development Conference, Bakersfield (50+ participants). 
• Summer 2021 - Mini-grant stakeholder application process for hosting RTP/SCS outreach 

events (possibly web-enabled and/or in-person type events) 
• September 6 – October 6, 2021 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for 

SCS Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies. 
• September 28 – November 24, 2021 – Mini-grant stakeholder hosted events (*) and other  

coordinated RTP public outreach events 
1. *September 28, 2021, 5:30pm – Kern Black Chamber of Commerce, 3501 Sterling, N.E. 

Bakersfield (51 participants) 
2. *September 30, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 1st Mtg., 530 4th St, S. 

Downtown Bakersfield (12 participants) 
3. *October 13, 2021, 1pm – All Of Us Or None – 948 Baker St, E. Bakersfield (23 

participants) 
4. October 16, 2021, 9am-2pm – Booth at Oildorado Days, Taft (25 participants) 
5. *October 14, 2021, 6pm – Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 10300 San Diego St, Lamont 

(6 participants) 
6. *October 18, 2021, 6pm - Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 8228 Hilltop Dr, Fuller Acres 

(9 participants) 
7. *October 19, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 2nd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. Downtown 

Bakersfield (12 participants) 
8. October 23, 2021, 10am-2pm – Clean Cities Coalition – Workshop for Jr. High and H.S. 

Teachers, Valley Oaks Charter School, must register 661-847-9756, Tehachapi (15 
participants) 

9. October 28, 2021, 8am-4pm – Kern Transportation Foundation, must register 
http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/ – Hodel’s, 5917 Knudsen 
Dr, N. Bakersfield (85 participants) 

10. *October 30, 2021, 6pm - Kern Black Chamber of Commerce 2nd Mtg. – Alliance Against 
Family Violence, 1660 South St, Downtown Bakersfield (22 participants) 

11. *November 4, 2021, 6pm? 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 3rd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. 
Downtown Bakersfield (12 participants) 

12. November 6, 2021, 9am-4pm – Ridgecrest Native American Petroglyph Festival – 
Downtown Ridgecrest (30 participants) 

13. *November 9, 2021, 7-8:30 pm - Bike Bakersfield, Missionary Baptist Church, 1451 
Madison St, 93307, S.E. Bakersfield (16 participants) 

• November 3, 2021, 1:30-3pm – 3rd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS outreach 
status and RHNA Methodology in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main 
conference room and via GoToMeeting online 

• November 8, 2021, 3pm – Kern COG/ARB meeting on SCS Technical Methodology Update 

mailto:SCampbell@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/
http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/
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• November 8-December 9, 2021 – Public review period for RHNA Methodology 
• November 18, 2021 – Advertised public hearing on RHNA Methodology 
• November 10 – December 10, 2021 – Online public survey on housing needs (67 participants 

in English & Spanish) 
• January 13, 2022 – Senior Transit Opportunities - Bakersfield seniors group (80 participants) 
• Spring 2022 – Statistically Valid Annual Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) results 

available in May 2022 
__________________ 

• Spring 2022 – Publicly agendized meetings with all 11 City Councils and the County Board of 
Supervisors (law only requires meetings at 2 local government jurisdictions) 

• June 6, 2022 (tentative) – Begin 55-day combined public review period and release Draft 
RTP/SCS/air quality conformity/environmental document and RHNA housing needs plan. 

• July 21, 2022 (tentative) – Combined public hearing and Adopt RTP/SCS, Air Quality 
Conformity, RHNA, and environmental document 

• October 2022 – Community Level SCS Progress Report Update & Requests for SCS 
Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies 

 
To be added to the RTP/SCS email notification list for up-coming events, please email Becky 
Napier BNapier@kerncog.org . 
  
ACTION:  Information. 

mailto:BNapier@kerncog.org


March 2, 2022 

TO: Regional Planning Advisory Committee 

FROM: Ahron Hakimi, 
Executive Director 

By:  Becky Napier, Deputy Director - Administration 

SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: V. 
REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 

DESCRIPTION: 

The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP 2.0) are a key part of strategic investments 
toward a more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all areas of the state. REAP 2.0 
builds on the success of 2019’s REAP program but expands the focus by integrating housing and climate 
goals and allowing for broader planning and implementation investments, including infrastructure. 

DISCUSSION: 

REAP 2.0 is explicitly intended to meet multiple objectives – infill development, housing for all incomes, 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) reduction, and affirmatively furthering fair housing in ways that accelerate 
the implementation of adopted regional and local plans to achieve these goals. In late November, the 
State published a Framework Paper for developing Guidelines for REAP 2.0. The Framework Paper can 
be found at https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/reap/reap2.0frameworkpaper.pdf. HCD 
originally planned to release the Guidelines in February 2022, but they have been delayed and the target 
month now is March 2022. The maximum award amount for Kern COG is $12,670,717.96. 

During the February TTAC meeting, the Chairman of the TTAC requested staff provide information to the 
TTAC and the RPAC. The information below was sent out via email on February 10, 2022. 

• Status of REAP 1 Allocations to the member agencies (attached)
• A listing of the potential projects for the REAP 2.0 funding including Cycle 5 ATP MPO

Augmentation Projects; Potential 2021-22 Article 3 Projects and Potential CMAQ Contingency
List Projects (attached)

The City of Arvin requests funding for the following items: 

• Complete the Housing Element - $43,391
• Funding for a Clean Mobility Options Project - $598,182. (see attachment)
• 4th Electric Passenger Bus (Proterra Catalyst 35’ Passenger Bus with configurations) and

conduct public outreach and offer a free rides program in Arvin to increase ridership -
$1,098,747.

• Civic Spark Fellow Match for 2022-2023 - $ 29,000

V. 
RPAC 

Kern Council 
of Governments 

https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/reap/reap2.0frameworkpaper.pdf


Program Timing: 
 

 

Final Guidelines and 
Program Launch 

Opening of the application period with 
program guidelines 

February 2022 

Technical Assistance, Marketing, 
Direct Assistance to Applicants 

State will conduct a variety of outreach events 
including statewide webinar, regional events, 
and will provide direct assistance and 
consultations to eligible entities 

December 2021 
through June 2024 

Over-the-Counter 
Application Period 

Initial application window closes on 
December 31, 2022. Depending on 
availability of remaining funds there may 
be a second competitive Innovative and 
Integrated Set Aside funding round if there 
are excess funds at the end of 2022. 

February 2022 - 
December 31, 
2022 

Encumbrance Deadline All funds must be awarded and 
encumbered. 

June 2024 

Annual Reports Recipients submit and post annual reports 
and state posts annual report 
and other applicant information 

April to June of 
every year* 

Expenditure and Close-out 
Report 

 June 30, 2026 

ACTION 

Committee discuss the potential projects for the REAP 2.0 funding and provide staff direction concerning 
projects that are viable and can be completed before June 30, 2026. 



City Approved Allocation Concept Letter Rec'd Date Allocated Amount

City of Arvin 16,609 2/3/2022 2/17/2022 16,609$         
City of Bakersfield 291,476 1/12/2022 1/20/2022 291,476$       
City of California City 11,233
City of Delano 40,392
City of Maricopa 10,000
City of McFarland 11,415 10/26/2021 12/2/2021 11,415$         
City of Ridgecrest 22,251
City of Shafter 15,641 9/10/2021 9/27/2021 15,641$         
City of Taft 10,000 9/13/2021 10/8/2021 10,000$         
City of Tehachapi 10,236 7/13/2021 8/13/2021 10,236$         
City of Wasco 20,935 10/21/2021 11/5/2021 20,935$         
County of Kern 238,151

Total 698,339 376,312$       

KERN COG REAP SUBALLOCATION



Member Agency Project Title REAP 2.0 

City of Bakersfield
Add funding to approved Cycle 5 ATP - Chester 
Avenue (4th Street to Brundage Lane) $581,000

City of Bakersfield Norh Bakersfield Bicycle Connectivity Project $234,000

City of Tehachapi Valley Blvd. and Mill Street Gap Closure Project $2,934,000
City of Bakersfield Garces Memorial Circle $172,000

Kern County
Kern River Parkway Multi-Use Path Safety 
Improvement Project $1,939,000

City of Bakersfield

Friant-Kern Canal Multi-Use Path (Bakersfield: 
bounded by 7th Standard Rd., Kern River 
Parkway and Approx. 6 miles Friant-Kern Canal; 
Construct Class I Multi-Use Path). $8,200,000

City of Wasco Central Avenue Class 1 & Class II Bicycle Trails $404,000

City of Bakersfield California Avenue (Oleander Avenue to R St.) $595,000

Sub-Total for Potential Funding 
by REAP 2.0 $15,059,000

Member Agency Project Title REAP 2.0 

City of Tehachapi

Complete pedestrian facilities on both sides of 
Brentwood Dr. between Curr St. and Oakwood 
St. with a new ADA compliant sidewalk, curb, 
and gutter $284,750

City of Taft

Construct new curb and gutter, sidewalk, ADA 
cucrb ramps, drive approaches and related 
pedestrian improvements on west side of 4th 
Street and Supply Row to Main Street $169,080

City of Wasco

Remove existing non-ADA compliant ramps and 
replace with ADA compliant curb and ramps on 
D St. Blvd. between Filburn St. and Stephen 
Court east side and on Filburn St. between 
Gaston St. and D St. north side $156,831

CYCLE 5 ATP MPO AUGMENTATION PROJECTS

AVAILABLE REAP 2.0 FUNDING $12,670,717.96

POTENTIAL 2021-22 ARTICLE 3 PROJECTS



City of California City

Construct new sidewalk, curb & gutter, ADA 
curb ramps, and related pedestrian 
improvements on Hacienda Blvd. $170,538

Sub-Total for Potential Funding 
by REAP 2.0 $781,199

Member Agency Project Description REAP 2.0

Kern County (Shafter)
Census-designated place called Mexican Colony; 
Sidewalk and ancillary facilities $1,059,377

Kern County (Rosamond)

Intersection of Rosamond Blvd. and 40th St. 
West; Construct a traffic signal and ancillary 
facilities $1,881,500

Sub-Total for Potential Funding 
by REAP 2.0 $2,940,877

Total for Potential Funding by 
REAP 2.0 $18,781,076

POTENTIAL CMAQ CONTINGENCY LIST PROJECTS



Becky Napier 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Christine Viterelli <cviterelli@arvin.org> 

Thursday, February 17, 2022 4:59 PM 

Becky Napier 
REAP 2.0- Email 2 of 3- CMO Project Request for Funding 
CMO MPV-A TT-1-Budget-Worksheet Arvin Revised 02.17.22.xlsx; CMO-MPV-A TT-2-

Community Transportation Needs Assessment Detailed MioCar and 
Arvin_NOTE_Replaces 2-NO infrastructure needed.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-3-Team-Profile
Worksheet-1.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-4-City of Arvin Community Needs Assesment Survey 
English & Spanish.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-5-Arvin Transportation Survey 2020_Combined 
Results.xlsx; CMO-MPV-ATT-6-MioCar Needs Assesment Survey_English and 

Spanish.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-7-Arvin LOC Sub-Applicant_Miocar.docx.pdf; CMO-MPV

ATT-8-Arvin LOC Sub-Applicant_MDO.docx.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-9-Miocar and Arvin 
Resumes.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-10-DAC Maps.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-11-Arvin ADA 

Passenger Map.png; CMO-MPV-A TT-12-LOC from the City of Arvin 10.16.20.pdf; CMO
M PV-ATT-13 -LOS from Commitee for A Better Arvin CBO.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-14-Arvin 

MioCar results summary.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-15-CCEJN CMO LOS.pdf; CMO-M PV
ATT-16-DHF CMO LOS.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-17-Miocar and MOO corporate docs.pdf; 
CMO-MPV-ATT-18-MioCar Caltrans Ecosystem of Mobility Business Plan .pdf; CMO
MPV-ATT-19-ILG Resource Contribution No. 1.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-20-Arvin Resource 

Contribution re Infrastructure No. 2.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-21-Arvin CivicSpark Agreement 
re Outreach Resource Contribution No. 3.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-22-Arvin Transit 
Operat ions Resource Contribution No. 4.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-23-Arvin MioCar Resource 

LOC Revenue Contribution No. 5.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-24-EVgo PSA resolution re EV 
Public Stations Adobe Complex_Veteran's Hall Resource Contribution No. 6.pdf; CMO
MPV-ATT-25-Arvin G-91617 Resource Contribution No. 7.pdf; CMO-MPV-ATT-26-Arvin 
Final Report Park and Ride Resource Contribution No. 8.pdf; CMO-M PV-ATT-27-MioCar 

DOE grant resource contribution No. 9.pdf 

Attached is a CMO project that is ready to launch and well planned out. All we need is the fund ing. 

Arvin CMO Requested REAP 2.0 Project Budget: $ 587,482 

Project Description: 

The City of Arvin's project proposal aligns with our work of helping the community of Arvin get access to 
more clean transportation opportunities. Specifically, the proposal will expand an electric vehicle car 
sharing program available in Arvin, and relocate Mio Car, an existing ride share program (subrecipient) 

from the Caliente Creek affordable housing project to centrally located activity centers such as the 

Veteran's Hall, the Adobe complex, and to the Arvin transit park and ride to resolve first mile, last mile 

challenges as well as affording direct access to the car share program by locating a vehicle at the Arvin 

transit park and ride . A disadvantaged resident will be able to catch an Arvin transit bus or employ the 

dial a ride service to be picked up at their home and to easily transported to the car sharing program . 
This accessibility to transit will increase the convenience of using the ride share program and boost the 

number of participants by offering incentives. Relocating and expanding Mio Car's car sharing program 

to major activity centers and transit facilities will increase ridership . Additionally, the proposal seeks to 
expand Mio Car's services by seeking funding for an additional ride share vehicle . Currently Mio Car 

operates two vehicles at Caliente creek, and Arvin's proposes to add a third vehicle . Mio Car's portion of 

1 



the project focuses on clean transportation and air quality burdened residents so they may use the car 

sharing program for errands like going to medical appointments or trips to the grocery store . As leaders 
in clean energy, we know that this project will contribute to the change we are trying to achieve by 
increasing mobility and offering residents clean mobility options. 

Additionally, this application seeks funding for a Dial-A Ride paratransit zero emission bus to replace a 

gasoline powered bus, and funding for a robust public outreach program to promote the use of the car 
sharing and transit buses ridership by offering "free rides" on the new ADA paratransit bus. Additionally, 
this application proposes additional transportation enhancements by seeking funding for "free rides" on 

all Arvin transit buses to provide an enhancement incentive for new ridership thus garnering new 
ridership while reducing single occupancy vehicle use and emissions . The intended users of Arvin's 
proposal are the DAC residents within the City of Arvin area, and residents who currently use single 

occupancy gasoline powered vehicles. Services will be provided within the Arvin city area. 

As part of our outreach program, Arvin proposed to support clean energy events, and provide incentives 

to its disadvantaged community residents . These Clean energy events will focus on providing 
opportunities to take advantage of ride share programs, clean transportation, information about electric 
vehicles and EV incentives, available funding for those vehicles, display of Arvin 's electric bus fleet, and 
multiple methodologies available to residents through programs that assist DAC residents with energy 
saving programs that reduce GHGs. Arvin intends to provide give-away items as part of its incentive 
offerings at these events, and in its public outreach efforts. 

One of the poorest and most heavily polluted areas of Kern County, Arvin is severely impacted by 
emissions from commercial fleets, industrial discharge, container trucks, and highway traffic with in the 
Kern County limits. During the summer months, Arvin transforms into a sweltering heat island of thick, 
hot, wavy air. To improve air qual ity, the city became an early adopter of alternative fuel vehicles and 

· renewable energy. Challenged by the inequities of air pollution, water contamination, and poverty, the 
city approaches energy reduction and greenhouse gases through multiple layers of programming. 

Christine Viterelli, City of Arvin Grant Writer 
200 Campus Drive, P.O. BOX 548 
Arvin, Ca. 93203 
(661) 606-6052 Direct Dial 
www.arvin.org 
Cvite relli @arvin.org 
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March 2, 2022 

  
TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
  

By: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri, Regional Planner  
  
SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTE AGENDA ITEM: VI. 

4th REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF THE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION 
(RHNA) METHODOLOGY AND REVIEW OF THE PRELIMINARY DRAFT RHNA PLAN 

  
DESCRIPTION:  
 
California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) has found that the latest draft 
Kern COG RHNA Methodology—which incorporates comments from the public, local government, 
stakeholders and HCD—furthers state housing statutory objectives. 
 
DISCUSSION:   
 
Background 
HCD is required to allocate the region’s share of the statewide housing need to Councils of Governments 
(COGs) based on Department of Finance (DOF) population projections and regional population forecasts 
used in preparing regional transportation plans. Kern COG has the responsibility of developing the state-
mandated RHNA Plan. 
 
The RHNA process will identify the number of housing units that each local government must 
accommodate in the Housing Element of its General Plan (Government Code §65584). As part of the 
region’s planning efforts, Kern COG works with local governments and stakeholders on the RHNA Plan 
to identify areas within the region sufficient to house an 8.5-year projection of the regional housing need. 
Additionally, the RHNA allocates housing units within the region consistent with the development pattern 
included in the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), and is part of the Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP). The development of 6th Cycle RHNA Plan will happen in tandem with the Kern COG’s 2022 
RTP/SCS. The Plan is scheduled to be completed in July 2022. 
 
Activities 
Feb. 2021 - Commence 6th cycle RHNA development 
Jun. 2021 - Kern COG began the RHNA determination consultation with HCD 
Jul. 2021 - Kern COG contracted with Regional Government Services Authority (RGS), Rincon 

Consultants, Inc. and Mintier Harnish Planning Consultants to assist with the development 
of the 6th Cycle RHNA Plan.  

Kern Council 
of Governments 



Aug. 2021  - Staff presented the RHNA development timeline and RHNA objectives during the 
RTP/SCS Community Stakeholder Meeting #2, Kern COG requested an early RHNA 
determination from HCD, and the Member Jurisdiction Survey was emailed to member 
agencies (Attachment 3)  

 - Kern COG receives final RHNA Determination from HCD 
Sept. 2021 - Staff and RHNA consultants begin draft RHNA methodology consultation with HCD 

- Staff and RHNA consultants presented an overview of the RHNA methodology during 
the RPAC meeting  

Oct. 2021 - Staff and RHNA consultants presented the preliminary Draft RHNA Methodology to 
RPAC and TPPC 

 - Continue draft RHNA methodology consultation with HCD 
Nov. 2021  - Staff and RHNA consultants presented the Draft RHNA Methodology during the 

RTP/SCS Community Stakeholder Meeting #3 on November 3rd 
 - 30-day Public Comment Period on the Draft RHNA Methodology from November 8 – 

December 9, 2021 with Public Hearing on November 18th  
 - Community Stakeholder Survey (Attachment 4) 
Dec. 2021  - Kern COG submits Draft RHNA Methodology to HCD for their 60-day review process  
Jan. 2022  - Staff and RHNA consultants work on draft RHNA Plan  
Feb. 2022 - HCD completes review of Draft RHNA Methodology (see Feb. 14, 2022 letter 

attached). Staff and RHNA consultants continue to work on draft RHNA Plan 
Mar.-  - Adoption of Final RHNA Methodology  
  May 2022 - Present Draft RHNA Plan to RPAC and TPPC  

- Public Review of Draft RHNA Plan (combined with Draft 2022 RTP/SCS/air quality 
conformity/environmental documents)   

 
Kern COG RHNA development updates and information is available on RHNA webpage: 
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/ If you have any questions or comments regarding the 
RHNA process, please contact Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri at rinvina@kerncog.org.  
 
Draft RHNA Methodology Development 
One of the RHNA statutory tasks Kern COG is responsible for is to develop and propose a RHNA 
methodology for distributing the existing and projected housing regional housing need to the cities and 
counties within the region. There were several recent legislation changes in the development of the 
RHNA for this 6th cycle. One includes the addition of the 5th objective, the requirement of the RHNA 
plan to “affirmatively further fair-housing.” Which means “taking meaningful actions, in addition to 
combating discrimination, that overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities free 
from barriers that restrict access to opportunity based on protected characteristics… transforming 
racially and ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into areas of opportunity, and fostering and 
maintaining compliance with civil rights and fair housing laws,” (Government Code 65584(e)).   
 
Kern COG, with input from elected officials, local staff, and stakeholders, must develop a methodology 
that quantifies and distributes the number of housing units assigned to each local government to meet 
the total regional housing need. During the September 1st RPAC meeting, Kern COG’s RHNA 
consultant, Thomas Pogue of the University of the Pacific, presented an overview of the draft RHNA 
methodology and discussed the objectives and factors for this RHNA cycle. On the October 6th RPAC 
meeting, the preliminary Draft RHNA Methodology Framework report was presented and discussed. 
The report provides the detailed steps and explanation of the factors applied in the draft RHNA 
methodology. The report also includes the final RHNA determination by HCD. The Kern COG Final 
Regional Determination for Cycle 6 RHNA (2024-2032) is 57,650 units. That final RHNA Determination 
was received on August 31, 2021 and includes adjustments for vacancy, replacement, overcrowding, 
and cost burden as required by state law. 

https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/
mailto:rinvina@kerncog.org


 
In addition, Kern COG hosted Public Roundtable Meetings on August 3rd and November 3rd to seek 
community stakeholder input. Staff has received input from local member agencies, public and private 
industries and community organizations such as Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability and 
Center on Race, Poverty and the Environment. During the November Roundtable meeting, Kern COG 
hosted a housing panel discussion that involved representatives from the City of Bakersfield, San Joaquin 
Valley COG’s planning consultant, Kern Home Builder’s Association, and Housing Authority of Kern. 
During this meeting the City of Bakersfield staff expressed concerns with the City’s initial draft RHNA. 
The City would be allocated a large part of the region’s share along with a significant share of the low-
income allocation. Kern COG staff and the City of Bakersfield staff met to further discuss these concerns 
and potential solutions and is continuing to work with them to address their concerns.  Most recently Kern 
COG and the 7 other Valley COGs are amending a valley wide housing planning contract to prepare an 
analysis of the impact of planned future housing by new oil & gas well set back rules proposed by the 
State.  
 
A Community Stakeholder Survey was also conducted virtually. The Survey was about the housing needs 
in the Kern Community that will assist Kern COG, cities, and county plan for the housing needs of the 
region. The Survey was also available in Spanish at the recommendation of the Leadership Counsel for 
Justice & Accountability. The Survey summary and results is available on the RHNA webpage.  
 
RHNA Methodology Review Process 
The public comment period for the Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology began November 8, 2021 and 
ended December 9, 2021 with a Public Hearing held during the November 18th Kern COG Board Meeting. 
There were no comments received during the Public Hearing. There only comment received was 
submitted by the City of Tehachapi in support of the proposed methodology. Kern COG submitted 
the Draft RHNA Methodology to HCD for their review on December 17, 2021. 
 
On February 14, 2022, Kern COG received a letter from HCD on their review of the Draft 6th Cycle RHNA 
Methodology (Attachment 2). HCD has completed its review of the methodology and finds that the 
draft Kern COG RHNA Methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government 
Code 65584(d). In HCD’s letter, they included a brief summary of findings and “commends Kern 
COG for including factors in the draft methodology linked to the statutory objectives such as 
income parity, jobs-housing imbalances, and affirmatively furthering fair housing.” 
 
HCD had no other requested adjustments to the draft RHNA Methodology. Kern COG staff requests that 
the RPAC recommend adoption of the Final Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology Report to the 
Transportation Planning Policy Committee scheduled for their consideration on March 17, 2022.  
 
Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan  
 
Attachment 3 is the Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan. The RHNA Plan includes the draft RHNA for each 
jurisdiction that applies HCD’s determination and the RHNA methodology. Staff and the consultant team 
are working on the development of the draft RHNA Plan which is scheduled to be part of the combined 
Public Review of the Draft 2022 RTP/SCS/air quality conformity/environmental documents tentatively 
beginning on April 6, 2022. Staff asks for committee to review the preliminary RHNA Plan and provide 
comments by March 23, 2022. Comments may be emailed to rinvina@kerncog.org 
 
 
 



ACTION: 1) Recommend adoption of the Final 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation 
Methodology to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee. ROLL CALL VOTE. 2) Provide 
comments on the Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan by March 23, 2022. 
 
Attachments:  
Attachment 1: Final Draft RHNA Methodology Report  
Attachment 2: HCD Letter: Review of Draft RHNA Methodology 
Attachment 3: Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan  
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Introduction 

Overview 
The Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) is a state-required process that seeks to ensure cities and counties are 
planning for enough housing to accommodate all economic segments of the community. The process is split into 
three steps: 

1. Regional Determination: The State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) provides 
each region a Regional Determination of housing need, which includes a total number of units split into four 
income categories. Kern COG received its Final Regional Determination for Cycle 6 RHNA (2023-2031) in 
August of 2021. 

2. RHNA Methodology: Councils of Governments are responsible for developing a RHNA methodology for 
allocating the Regional Determination to each jurisdiction in the region. This methodology must further a 
series of State objectives. 

3. Housing Element Updates: Each jurisdiction must then adopt a housing element that demonstrates, among 
other things, how the jurisdiction can accommodate its assigned RHNA number through its zoning. The state 
reviews each jurisdiction’s housing element for compliance. 

This document describes a Draft Methodology Framework for Kern County’s 2023-2031 RHNA Cycle 6. The Kern COG 
Final Regional Determination for Cycle 6 RHNA (2023-2031) is 57,650 units. That final RHNA Determination was 
received on August 31, 2021, and includes adjustments for vacancy, replacement, overcrowding, and cost burden as 
required by state law. In development of this Draft Methodology Framework, efforts on other Cycle 6 Methodologies 
were reviewed and incorporated as their demonstration of best practices warranted. To these ends, particular focus 
was given to the Cycle 6 RHNA Methodology used by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) and that 
under development by Fresno COG.   

Implications of RHNA for Local Governments 
California requires that all local governments (cities and counties) adequately plan to meet the housing needs of 
everyone in the community. The RHNA quantifies the need for housing at all income levels and informs local land use 
planning in addressing existing and future housing needs resulting from population, employment, and household 
growth. As such, in addition to the total overall housing need number of 57,650 units, the Final RHNA Determination 
includes units required to meet housing needs across four income categories which are defined in terms of area 
median household income (AMHI). These housing needs by income level are reported in Table 1. 

Table 1 Final HCD RHNA Determination for Kern COG 

Income Category Income Limits Percent 
Housing 

Unit Need 

Broad 
Income 

Category 
Income 
Limits Percent 

Housing 
Unit Need 

Very Low  <50% AMHI 25.4% 14,658 Lower 
Income 

<80% 
AMHI 41.6% 23,986 

Low 50%-80% AMHI 16.2% 9,328 
Moderate 80%-120% AMHI 16.1% 9,299 Higher 

Income 
>80% 
AMHI 58.4% 33,664 

Above Moderate >120% AMHI 42.3% 24,365 
Total  100.0% 57,650   100.0% 57,650 
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Kern COG, with input from elected officials, local staff, and stakeholders, must develop a methodology that quantifies 
and distributes the number of housing units assigned to each local government to meet the total regional housing 
need. The allocation must meet statutory objectives identified in California Housing Element Law (Government Code 
§§ 65580-65589.11) and be consistent with the forecasted development pattern from the Regional Transportation 
Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) (e.g., see Government Code § 65584.04(m)). The RHNA 
methodology allows for some discretion; however, state law, such as in Government Code § 65584(d) and 
Government Code §65584.04(e), requires Kern COG to further a series of objectives and to consider and include 
several additional factors to the extent that sufficient data is available and so long as either the factor is specifically 
listed in 65584.04(e) or 1) Kern COG specifies which objective(s) from 65584(d) each additional factor is necessary to 
further or 2) none of the factors undermine the objectives in 65584(d), the factors are applied equally across all 
income levels, and Kern COG makes a finding that any factors not already listed in 65584.04(e) are necessary to 
address significant health and safety conditions. This draft Methodology Framework Report develops that RHNA 
methodology, presenting a Draft RHNA Methodology for RHNA Cycle 6 that addresses the statutory objectives while 
considering the other factors as well. 

Following the development and adoption of the RHNA methodology, the Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan 
(RHNA Plan) formalizes the RHNA process into a planning document, establishing the total number of housing units 
that each city and county must plan for within the eight-year planning period. California Housing Element Law 
requires local governments to adopt plans and regulatory systems that provide opportunities for, and do not unduly 
constrain, housing development. Following the adoption of the RHNA Plan, each local jurisdiction must then update 
the housing element of its general plan to demonstrate how zoning will accommodate its share of RHNA (e.g., see 
Government Code § 65583(a)(3)). 

If a jurisdiction does not take actions consistent with its adopted housing element, HCD may revoke housing element 
compliance (e.g., see Government Code § 65585(i)(1)(B)). If noncompliance is determined a range of penalties and 
consequences are possible. These include finding, because of its noncompliant housing element, that the 
jurisdiction’s General Plan is inadequate and is therefore invalid, in which case the jurisdiction can no longer make 
permitting decisions. Jurisdictions with noncompliant housing elements are also vulnerable to litigation from housing 
rights’ organizations, developers, and HCD, which may lead to mandatory compliance orders, suspension of local 
building control, and court approval of housing developments.  

RHNA Objectives 
State statute requires Kern COG to demonstrate how its methodology “furthers” the five RHNA objectives shown 
below. This not only requires consistency, but proactive inclusion of each objective into the methodology. Each 
objective in Government Code § 65584(d) is described below.1 

OBJECTIVE 1. INCREASE HOUSING SUPPLY AND MIX OF HOUSING TYPES 
Increasing the housing supply and the mix of housing types, tenure, and affordability in all cities and counties within 
the region in an equitable manner, which shall result in each jurisdiction receiving an allocation of units for low- and 
very low-income households. 

 
1 Descriptions are taken from: 
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=65584.&lawCode=GOV accessed on 
8/31/2021. 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=65584.&lawCode=GOV


 

Final Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology: March 2022     Page 7 of 17 

OBJECTIVE 2. PROMOTE INFILL, EQUITY, AND ENVIRONMENT 
Promoting infill development and socioeconomic equity, the protection of environmental and agricultural resources, 
the encouragement of efficient development patterns, and the achievement of the region’s greenhouse gas 
reductions targets provided by the State Air Resources Board pursuant to Section 65080. 

OBJECTIVE 3. ENSURE JOBS HOUSING BALANCE AND FIT 
Promoting an improved intraregional relationship between jobs and housing, including an improved balance between 
the number of low-wage jobs and the number of housing units affordable to low-wage workers in each jurisdiction.  

OBJECTIVE 4. PROMOTE REGIONAL INCOME PARITY 
Allocating a lower proportion of housing need to an income category when a jurisdiction already has a 
disproportionately high share of households in that income category, as compared to the countywide distribution of 
households in that category from the most recent American Community Survey.  

OBJECTIVE 5. AFFIRMATIVELY FURTHER FAIR HOUSING 
Affirmatively furthering fair housing means taking meaningful actions, in addition to combating discrimination, that 
overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities free from barriers that restrict access to 
opportunity based on protected characteristics. Specifically, affirmatively furthering fair housing means taking 
meaningful actions that, taken together, address significant disparities in housing needs and in access to opportunity, 
replacing segregated living patterns with truly integrated and balanced living patterns, transforming racially and 
ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into areas of opportunity, and fostering and maintaining compliance with 
civil rights and fair housing laws.  

Base RHNA Calculation 

The first step in the RHNA methodology is to determine each jurisdiction’s total RHNA before it is divided by income 
categories. The Draft RHNA Methodology determines each jurisdiction’s total RHNA number by multiplying the HCD 
RHNA Determination by the proportion of household growth attributed to a jurisdiction in the forecast for the 
RTP/SCS between 2023 and 2031.  

Table 2 Total RHNA Allocation by Jurisdiction 2023-2031 

Jurisdiction 
A B C 

Household Growth (2023-2031) Share of Growth Base RHNA Allocation 
Arvin 398 2.04% 1,174 
Bakersfield 12,713 64.98% 37,461 
California City 145 0.74% 427 
Delano 633 3.24% 1,866 
Maricopa 4 0.02% 13 
McFarland 83 0.42% 244 
Ridgecrest 487 2.49% 1,436 
Shafter 1,118 5.71% 3,294 
Taft 171 0.88% 504 
Tehachapi 306 1.56% 902 
Wasco 369 1.88% 1,086 
Unincorporated 3,137 16.03% 9,243 
Total Kern County 19,564 100% 57,650 
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Table 2 reports the results of this process for Kern County. In Column A each jurisdiction’s household growth during 
Kern County’s 6th RHNA Cycle (2023-2031) is reported based on the RTP/SCS forecast.2 The associated jurisdictional 
shares (Column B) are then multiplied by the County’s total housing unit need, 57,650, to get the base total RHNA 
determination by jurisdiction in Column C.  

The second step determines the jurisdictional allocations by income category based on the existing distribution of 
household income and an Income Equity Adjustment Factor. The Income Equity Adjustment Factor directly furthers 
the first and fourth RHNA objectives by promoting a mixture of housing types, tenure, and affordability as well as 
regional balance across household income distributions. It does this by applying the adjustment factor to the 
difference between each jurisdiction’s household income distribution and the income distribution for the entire 
county.    

Table 3 illustrates how this process is applied in Kern County. In Columns A and B, the jurisdictions’ existing share of 
lower income and higher income households are reported.3 The difference between the regional share of lower 
income households (43%) and the jurisdiction’s existing share of lower income households (Column A) is then 
calculated in Column C. Similarly, the difference between the regional share of higher income households (57%) and 
the jurisdiction’s existing share of higher income households (Column B) is calculated in Column D. Those differences 
are then multiplied by the Income Equity Adjustment Factor (Column E), 150%, and then added to the existing 
proportions to get the equity adjusted shares of lower income (Column F) and higher income (Column G) households. 

Table 3 Calculation of Equity Adjusted Household Income Shares 
Jurisdiction  A B C D E F G 

Existing 
Lower HH 

(%) 

Existing 
Higher HH 

(%) 

Regional Lower 
HH Share (43%) 
less Jurisdiction 

Regional Higher 
HH Share (57%) 
less Jurisdiction 

Income Equity 
Adjustment 

Factor 

Equity Adj. 
Lower HH 

(%) 

Equity Adj. 
Higher HH 

(%) 
Arvin 65% 35% -23% 23% 

150% 

32% 68% 
Bakersfield 36% 64% 7% -7% 46% 54% 
California City 48% 52% -6% 6% 40% 60% 
Delano 57% 43% -14% 14% 36% 64% 
Maricopa 61% 39% -18% 18% 34% 66% 
McFarland 69% 31% -26% 26% 30% 70% 
Ridgecrest 35% 65% 8% -8% 47% 53% 
Shafter 56% 44% -13% 13% 36% 64% 
Taft 45% 55% -3% 3% 42% 58% 
Tehachapi 42% 58% 1% -1% 43% 57% 
Wasco 60% 40% -17% 17% 34% 66% 
Unincorporated 47% 53% -4% 4% 41% 59% 
Kern County 43% 57% 0% 0% 43% 57% 

When multiplied by the jurisdictions’ total RHNA allocations, these equity adjusted household shares give jurisdictions 
with a relatively high share of households in an income category a smaller allocation of housing units in that category 
and gives jurisdictions with low shares of households in an income category larger allocations of housing units in that 
category. It thereby directly balances disproportionate household income distributions and promotes a mixture of 
housing types.   

 
2 This report uses the Kern County RTP/SCS Forecast dated 10/13/2021 for these estimates.  
3 In this report, the percentage of lower income households is based on the number of households with median family 
income reported as 80% or less HUD Area Median Family Income (HAMFI) by jurisdiction in the U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development's Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data from the 2013-2017 American 
Community Survey 5-year average estimates. 
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Table 4 details the process of how these elements are applied to estimate the initial housing unit allocation by income 
category for Kern County. In Column A the jurisdictions’ Base RHNA Allocation is multiplied by their Equity Adjusted 
Lower Income Household share to get a base lower income RHNA determination in Column C. However, because of 
adjustments to the allocations, the sum of lower income RHNA housing units in Column C, 25,304, is more than the 
23,986 lower income housing units in the Final HCD RHNA Determination for Kern County. Therefore, that difference 
of -5.21% at the County level (Column D) is applied to each jurisdiction’s base lower income RHNA determination 
(Column D) to get in Column E the initial lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction calibrated to the Final 
HCD RHNA Determination for Kern County.  The share of higher income households (Column F) is then estimated by 
subtracting the Initial Lower Income allocation (Column E) from the Total Base RHNA (Column A).  

Table 4 Initial RHNA Allocation by Jurisdiction and Calibration to Final HCD RHNA Determination 

Jurisdiction 

A B C D E F 
Base RHNA 
Allocation 

 Equity Adj. 
Lower HH (%) 

Lower 
RHNA 

% Adj Lower 
RHNA 

Initial Lower 
RHNA 

Initial Higher 
RHNA 

Arvin 1,174 32% 371 -5.21% 352 822 
Bakersfield 37,461 46% 17,376 -5.21% 16,471 20,990 
California City 427 40% 172 -5.21% 163 265 
Delano 1,866 36% 667 -5.21% 632 1,233 
Maricopa 13 34% 4 -5.21% 4 9 
McFarland 244 30% 72 -5.21% 69 175 
Ridgecrest 1,436 47% 673 -5.21% 638 798 
Shafter 3,294 36% 1,200 -5.21% 1,137 2,157 
Taft 504 42% 210 -5.21% 199 305 
Tehachapi 902 43% 390 -5.21% 369 533 
Wasco 1,086 34% 373 -5.21% 354 732 
Unincorporated 9,243 41% 3,797 -5.21% 3,599 5,643 
Kern County 57,650 43% 25,304 -5.21% 23,986 33,664 

Table 5 presents the draft jurisdictional allocations aligned to the Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination by 
broad income level.   

Table 5 Final RHNA Housing Unit Determination Calibrated to Jurisdictional Household Income Levels 

Jurisdiction 
A B C 

Lower Income (0-80%) Higher Income (80+%) Base RHNA Allocation 
Arvin 352 822 1,174 

Bakersfield 16,471 20,990 37,461 
California City 163 265 427 

Delano 632 1,233 1,866 
Maricopa 4 9 13 

McFarland 69 175 244 
Ridgecrest 638 798 1,436 

Shafter 1,137 2,157 3,294 
Taft 199 305 504 

Tehachapi 369 533 902 
Wasco 354 732 1,086 

Unincorporated 3,599 5,643 9,243 
Kern County  23,986 33,664 57,650 
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Using the RTP/SCS forecast as the basis for total RHNA calculations ensures consistency between these two planning 
efforts. Since the RTP/SCS forecast is built from local plans, it incorporates a variety of regulatory, market, and 
performance factors. The RTP/SCS growth forecast has also been thoroughly vetted by local planning staff and 
represents a County-wide agreement on growth and its path to attaining climate and quality of life goals. While the 
RTP/SCS forecast of household growth during the 6th RHNA cycle from 2023-2031 has been used in this Draft RHNA 
Methodology, the RTP/SCS also generates county-wide and jurisdictional forecasts of population. A range of elements 
in RTP/SCS forecast could potentially be employed as the basis for the total RHNA calculations. These include using 
the jurisdictional composition of population/households in 2031 and using the shares of population/household 
growth rates through the RTP/SCS forecast period of 2046. Although the 2023-2031 RTP household growth shares 
have been selected, an overview of some of these additional RTP/SCS base allocations by jurisdiction of the RHNA 
Determination are presented in Table 14 in the Appendix.     

 Lower Income Housing Units Adjustment Factors 

The framework for the RHNA methodology is oriented around furthering each of the statutory RHNA objectives.  
In Table 6, the five RHNA objectives are listed by row and the adjustment factors used to further those objectives 
are listed by column. As described above, the First, Second and Fourth objectives are furthered through the total 
RHNA calculation relying on the development pattern in the RTP/SCS (step one) and the Income Equity 
Adjustment Factor (step two). However, additional adjustment factors are needed to further the Third and Fifth 
RHNA objectives. This section describes those factors. 

Table 6 RHNA Objectives and Allocation Adjustment Factors 

RHNA Objectives (rows)/ RHNA Adjustment 
Factors (columns) 

Baseline 
RTP/SCS 
Forecast 

Affirmatively 
Furthering Fair 
Housing Factor 

Income Equity 
Adjustment 

Factor 
Jobs-Housing 

Fit Factor 
Increasing the housing supply and mix of 
housing types, tenure, and affordability Furthers  Supports Furthers  Supports 

Promoting infill development and 
socioeconomic equity, protecting environmental 
and agricultural resources, and encouraging 
efficient development patterns 

Furthers  Supports   Supports 

Promoting an improved intraregional 
relationship between jobs and housing Supports      Furthers   

Balancing disproportionate household income 
distributions    Supports  Furthers    

Affirmatively furthering fair housing    Furthers  Supports    

Adjustment Factor One: Jobs-Housing Fit Factor 
This factor addresses the objective to improve the intraregional relationship between jobs and housing, including 
explicit consideration of the balance between the number of low-wage jobs and the number of units affordable to 
low-wage jobs in the jurisdiction. While the RTP/SCS addresses the overall jobs-housing balance, it does not separate 
the lower income work-housing balance issue. Therefore, this factor considers the existing ratio of low-wage workers 
to units affordable to low-wage workers. Jurisdictions with a higher-than-average ratio receive an upward adjustment 
of lower income RHNA units and those with a lower-than-average ratio receive a downward adjustment of lower 
income RHNA units.  
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Table 7 reports the jobs-housing fit adjustment factors by jurisdiction for Kern County. It uses the number of jobs by 
jurisdiction that pay $3,333 per month or less as the measure of low-wage jobs in Column B.4  Given that HCD 
considers households who spend more than 30% of their income on housing to be cost burdened, data on units for 
rent at less than $1,000 a month (30% of $3,333 income) are used to estimate the number of affordable housing units 
by jurisdiction in Column A.5 The percentage difference between the overall county ratio of 2.32 and the jurisdictions’ 
ratios (Column C) is then used to proportionally adjust the jurisdictions’ allocated affordable housing units in Column 
D. Through this process jurisdictions with higher ratios of low-wage workers to affordable housing units are 
encouraged to zone for more affordable housing. 

Table 7 Jobs-Housing Fit Factor Jurisdictional Variance 

Jurisdiction 

A B C D 
Affordable Housing 

Units 
Low-Wage 

Jobs         
Jobs-Housing Fit 

Ratio 
% Adjustment from County 

Ratio [2.32] 
Arvin 1,789 2,592 1.45 -37.5% 

Bakersfield 27,064 84,241 3.11 34.2% 
California City 1,564 734 0.47 -79.8% 

Delano 4,141 9,970 2.41 3.8% 
Maricopa 171 90 0.53 -77.3% 

McFarland 1,211 5,660 4.67 101.5% 
Ridgecrest 2,961 4,396 1.48 -36.0% 

Shafter 1,866 6,644 3.56 53.5% 
Taft 1,263 1,732 1.37 -40.9% 

Tehachapi 874 2,445 2.80 20.6% 
Wasco 2,116 3,217 1.52 -34.5% 

Unincorporated 30,796 54,155 1.76 -24.2% 

Adjustment Factor Two: Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Factor  
This factor addresses the objective to take meaningful actions to address disparities in housing needs and in access to 
opportunity, such as employment, higher performing schools, health care, and transportation.  Using the share of 
existing homes in higher opportunity areas, this factor seeks to open high opportunity jurisdictions to all economic 
segments of the community by giving jurisdictions with a higher-than-average share of high opportunity housing units 
an upward adjustment of lower income RHNA units and those with a lower-than-average share a downward 
adjustment of lower income RHNA units.  

Table 8 reports the Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) adjustment factors by jurisdiction for Kern County. It 
uses the number of housing units a jurisdiction has that are in higher opportunity areas (Column A) divided by total 
number of housing units in that jurisdiction (Column B) to estimate the share of higher opportunity areas (Column C).6  
The percentage difference between the overall county share of 31.1% higher opportunity units and the jurisdictions’ 
shares are then used to proportionally adjust the jurisdictions’ allocated affordable housing units in Column D. 

 
4 In this report, 2018 jobs by jurisdiction data are used from the U.S. Census Bureau’s Longitudinal Employer-Household 
Dynamics (LEHD) program. 
5 In this report, Contract Rent reported by jurisdiction in the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey Table# 
B25056, 2019 5-Year Estimates is used to estimate affordable housing units. 
6 In this report the census tracts identified as high and highest resource in the 2021 Statewide Summary Table of the 
TCAC/HCD Opportunity Area Maps are used to identify the higher opportunity areas by jurisdiction. The associated housing 
units in those census tracts are then estimated from the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey Table# DP04, 
2019 5-Year data.  
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Through this process jurisdictions with larger shares of higher opportunity housing units are asked to zone for more 
affordable housing. In so doing, this factor intends to open high opportunity jurisdictions to all economic segments.  

Table 8 Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Factor Jurisdictional Variance 

Jurisdiction 

A B C D 
Housing Units in 

High/Highest Resource 
Areas 

Total Housing 
Units       

Higher 
Opportunity Share 

Adjustment from County 
Share [31.1%] 

Arvin 0 5,130 0% -31.1% 
Bakersfield 60,872 124,478 48.9% 17.8% 

California City 0 4,836 0% -31.1% 
Delano 2,293 12,518 18.3% -12.8% 

Maricopa 0 462 0% -31.1% 
McFarland 0 3367 0% -31.1% 
Ridgecrest 11,006 12,403 88.7% 57.6% 

Shafter 0 5,383 0% -31.1% 
Taft 0 3,504 0% -31.1% 

Tehachapi 0 3,616 0% -31.1% 
Wasco 0 6,469 0% -31.1% 

Unincorporated 18,594 115,951 16.0% -15.1% 

Application of the Adjustment Factors 
The third step applies the two adjustment factors to each jurisdictions’ lower income units according to their 
respective factor weights and then uses the sum of those factors to increase or decrease the jurisdictions’ total lower 
income units. The lower income allocations from Column A of Table 5 are included in Column A of Table 9, and they 
are then adjusted by the factors. Each of the adjustment factors is weighted equally, so each gets one-half of the 
initial lower income housing unit allocation. The jurisdictions’ adjustments for each factor are then applied and the 
sum of these adjustments gives the Factor Adjusted Lower Income Housing Unit Allocation.  

Table 9 Jurisdictions’ Lower Income Factor Adjustment Allocations 

Jurisdiction 

A B C D E F G H 
Lower 

Income 
RHNA 

Factor 1 
Weight = 

50% 

Factor 1 
% 

Adjusted 

Factor 1 
Jobs-

Housing 

Factor 2 
Weight = 

50% 

Factor 2 
% 

Adjusted 

Factor 
2  

AFFH 

Factor Adjusted 
Lower Income 

RHNA 
Arvin 352 176 -38% 110 176 -31% 121 231 
Bakersfield 16,471 8,235 34% 11,050 8,235 18% 9,700 20,750 
California City 163 81 -80% 16 81 -31% 56 72 
Delano 632 316 4% 328 316 -13% 276 604 
Maricopa 4 2 -77% 1 2 -31% 1 2 
McFarland 69 34 101% 69 34 -31% 24 93 
Ridgecrest 638 319 -36% 204 319 58% 503 707 
Shafter 1,137 569 53% 873 569 -31% 392 1,264 
Taft 199 100 -41% 59 100 -31% 69 127 
Tehachapi 369 185 21% 223 185 -31% 127 350 
Wasco 354 177 -34% 116 177 -31% 122 238 
Unincorporated 3,599 1,800 -24% 1,364 1,800 -15% 1,528 2,892 
Kern County 23,986 11,993 

 
14,412 11,993 

 
12,918 27,330 

Note: Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided.   

Table 9 details the factor adjustment process for Kern County. First, each factor’s weight is multiplied by the lower 
income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction (Column A). Doing this results in unadjusted factor weighted lower 
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income housing units in Columns B and E for both factors. Next, both factor adjustments are applied. The percentage 
adjustment from Factor One, the Jobs-Housing Fit Factor, from Column D of Table 7 is reported in Column C. The 
value in Column C is multiplied by the unadjusted factor weighted units from Column B and then added to Column B 
to get the factor adjusted jobs-housing fit lower income housing unit allocation in Column D.  Next, the percentage 
adjustment from Factor Two, the Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) Factor, from Column D of Table 8 is 
reported in Column F and multiplied by the unadjusted factor weighted units from Column E and then added to 
Column E to get the factor adjusted AFFH lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction in Column G. The sum 
of Column D and G then form a factor adjusted lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction in Column H.    

Draft Factor Adjusted RHNA Determination  

The fourth and final step re-aligns the jurisdictional factor adjusted housing unit allocations to those specified in the 
Final RHNA Determination. If Kern County is to maintain the county-wide Draft RHNA Determination across each of 
the income categories, it is necessary to correct the factor adjusted housing units by income category. Like the 
calibration in Step Two, the percentage differences in the totals across the income levels are applied to each of 
the jurisdictional factor adjusted housing unit allocations to align the sum of the jurisdictional allocations to the 
Final Determination values. 

Table 10 Factor Adjusted Allocations Calibrated to Final HCD RHNA Determination  
A B C D E 

Jurisdiction 

Factor Adjusted 
Lower Income 

RHNA 

Lower Income 
RHNA % 

Adjustment  

Calibrated Factor 
Adjusted Lower 
Income RHNA 

Base Total 
RHNA 

Allocation 

Calibrated Factor 
Adjusted Higher 
Income RHNA 

Arvin 231 -12.24% 203 1,174 971 
Bakersfield 20,750 -12.24% 18,211 37,461 19,250 
California City 72 -12.24% 64 427 364 
Delano 604 -12.24% 530 1,866 1,336 
Maricopa 2 -12.24% 2 13 11 
McFarland 93 -12.24% 81 244 162 
Ridgecrest 707 -12.24% 620 1,436 816 
Shafter 1,264 -12.24% 1,110 3,294 2,185 
Taft 127 -12.24% 112 504 393 
Tehachapi 350 -12.24% 307 902 595 
Wasco 238 -12.24% 209 1,086 877 
Unincorporated 2,892 -12.24% 2,539 9,243 6,704 
Kern County 27,330 -12.24% 23,986 57,650 33,664 

Note: Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided.   

Table 10 details this adjustment process. In Column A, the jurisdictions’ factor adjusted lower income housing unit 
allocation from Column H of Table 9 is carried forward. Since the sum of lower income RHNA housing units in Column 
A, 27,330, is higher than the 23,986 in the Final HCD RHNA Determination for lower income housing units, it is 
necessary to adjust downward the allocations in Column A. Therefore, the percentage difference of -12.24% at the 
County level (Column B) is applied to each jurisdiction’s factor adjusted lower income housing unit allocation (Column 
A) to get the factor adjusted lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction calibrated to the Final HCD RHNA 
Determination for Kern County in Column C. Given these adjustments, it is necessary to make complementary 
adjustments to the jurisdiction’s higher income housing unit allocations. Those adjustments are made by subtracting 



 

Final Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology: March 2022     Page 14 of 17 

the calibrated factor adjusted lower income housing units (Column C) from the base total RHNA allocation (Column 
D), which results in calibrated factor adjusted higher income housing units in Column E.  

Table 11 Draft Factor Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination 

Jurisdiction 
Factor Adjusted Lower Income 

(0-80%) 
Factor Adjusted Higher 

Income (80+%) Base RHNA Allocation 
Arvin 203 971 1,174 

Bakersfield 18,211 19,250 37,461 
California City 64 364 427 

Delano 530 1,336 1,866 
Maricopa 2 11 13 

McFarland 81 162 244 
Ridgecrest 620 816 1,436 

Shafter 1,110 2,185 3,294 
Taft 112 393 504 

Tehachapi 307 595 902 
Wasco 209 877 1,086 

Unincorporated 2,539 6,704 9,243 
Kern County  23,986 33,664 57,650 

Note: The Final RHNA Determination by income level and in total is reported in the Kern County row.   
Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided. 

Table 11 reorganizes the data in Table 10 to summarize the Draft Factor Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination 
by income level. Differences between the existing share of households by income and shares of factor adjusted RHNA 
unit allocations are reported in Table 12. It highlights the influence the Draft RHNA Methodology has in promoting 
transformative housing opportunities in Kern County.  

Table 12 Comparison of Existing Household Shares with Factor Adjusted Housing Unit Shares 

Jurisdiction 
Lower Income (0-80%)  Higher Income (80+%) 

Existing Factor Adjusted Difference Baseline Factor Adjusted Difference 
Arvin 65% 17% -48% 35% 83% 48% 

Bakersfield 36% 49% 13% 64% 51% -13% 
California City 48% 15% -34% 52% 85% 34% 

Delano 57% 28% -29% 43% 72% 29% 
Maricopa 61% 13% -48% 39% 87% 48% 

McFarland 69% 33% -36% 31% 67% 36% 
Ridgecrest 35% 43% 8% 65% 57% -8% 

Shafter 56% 34% -22% 44% 66% 22% 
Taft 45% 22% -23% 55% 78% 23% 

Tehachapi 42% 34% -8% 58% 66% 8% 
Wasco 60% 19% -41% 40% 81% 41% 

Unincorporated 47% 27% -19% 53% 73% 19% 
Kern County 43% 42%  57% 58%  

Context regarding existing residential unit capacity and the Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination is 
presented in Table 13. Following a summary of existing housing units by jurisdiction, Table 13 compares existing 
medium, high, and mixed-use density residential unit capacity to the lower income Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit 
Determination. It then compares existing very low- and low-density residential unit capacity to the higher income 
Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination. The final two columns in Table 13 compare total existing 
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residential unit capacity to the total Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination for each jurisdiction. Those 
values illustrate that each jurisdiction in Kern County has enough existing residential unit capacity to meet their 
respective total Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination resulting from this Draft Methodology. 
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Table 13 Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination and Vacant Land Capacity for Housing Units 

Jurisdiction 

Existing 
Housing 

Units (2020) 

Residential Unit 
Capacity 
(Vacant): 

Medium, High, 
and Mixed-Use 

Density 

Lower Income 
Draft Factor 

Adjusted 
RHNA 

Allocation 

Residential Unit 
Capacity 

(Vacant): Very 
Low and Low 

Density 

Higher Income 
Draft Factor 

Adjusted RHNA 
Allocation 

Total 
Residential 

Units Capacity 
(Vacant) 

Total Draft Factor 
Adjusted RHNA 

Allocation = Base 
RHNA Allocation 

Arvin 4,884 536 203 1,025 971 1,561 1,174 
Bakersfield 132,697 27,524 18,211 64,870 19,250 92,394 37,461 

California City 5,196 48,354 64 34,947 364 83,301 427 
Delano 11,572 1,303 530 3,493 1,336 4,796 1,866 

Maricopa 432 0 2 253 11 253 13 
McFarland 3,412 82 81 449 162 531 244 
Ridgecrest 12,359 1,784 620 3,543 816 5,328 1,436 

Shafter 5,412 1,303 1,110 19,713 2,185 21,015 3,294 
Taft 2,596 1,065 112 4,289 393 5,354 504 

Tehachapi 3,784 460 307 2,305 595 2,765 902 
Wasco 6,366 242 209 3,029 877 3,272 1,086 

Unincorporated 112,299 229,230 2,539 147,711 6,704 376,940 9,243 
Kern County  301,009 311,883 23,968 285,627 33,664 597,511 57,650 

Note: The residential unit capacity was estimated by Kern COG using a GIS analysis of each jurisdiction's latest general plan information (2020) outside 
urban/built-up areas and demonstrates sufficient existing capacity to accommodate a variety of density ranges to meet each jurisdiction's housing need. 
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 Appendix: Alternative Base Jurisdictional Allocations 

Table 14 Alternative Base Jurisdictional Allocations from RTP/SCS Forecast 
Jurisdiction Base Allocation 1: Base Allocation 2: Base Allocation 3: Base Allocation 4: Base Allocation 5: Base Allocation 6: 

 

RTP/SCS 
Population 
Growth to RHNA  
(2023-31) 

RTP/SCS 
Population in 
2031 

RTP/SCS 
Population 
Growth (2023-46) 

RTP/SCS 
Household 
Growth to RHNA 
(2023-31) 

RTP/SCS 
Households in 
2031 

RTP/SCS 
Household 
Growth (2023-46) 

Arvin 1,419 1,258 1,272 1,174 991 929 
Bakersfield 35,923 26,807 39,191 37,461 27,170 38,631 
California City 597 908 539 427 902 482 
Delano 2,755 3,201 1,932 1,866 2,240 1,546 
Maricopa 8 58 12 13 71 15 
McFarland 221 818 629 244 647 581 
Ridgecrest 1,224 1,708 1,485 1,436 2,216 1,743 
Shafter 3,023 1,474 3,627 3,294 1,260 3,584 
Taft 433 529 431 504 489 481 
Tehachapi 885 828 813 902 738 838 
Wasco 1,366 1,674 1,194 1,086 1,237 1,009 
Unincorporated 9,797 18,389 6,526 9,243 19,690 7,811 
Total 57,650 

Note: Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided. 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT (i 
DIVISION OF HOUSING POLICY DEVELOPMENT . ~~~ •••• 
2020 W El Camino Avenue, SL1ite 500 ~cy.':~ 
Sacramento. CA 95833 
(916) 263-2911 / FAX (916) 263-7453 
\WIW hcd ca gov 

February 14, 2022 

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kem Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 

Dear Ahron Hakimi: 

RE: Review of Draft Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) Methodology 

Thank you for submitting the draft Kern Council of Government's (Kern COG) Sixth Cycle 
Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) Methodology. Pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65584.04(i), the California Department of Housing and Community Development 
(HCD) is required to review draft RHNA methodologies to determine whether a 
methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government Code Section 
65584(d). 

The draft Kern COG RHNA methodology begins with the total regional determination 
provided by HCD of 57,650 units. The methodology then provides a base allocation to 
each jurisdiction based on its proportion of household growth in the RTP/SCS between 
2023 and 2031 . Next, the methodology applies an Income Equity Adjustment Factor based 
on each jurisdiction's existing distribution of lower and higher income households. The 
difference between each jurisdiction's existing share of households by these income 
categories and the regional average is multiplied by 150%. 

Lastly, the methodology applies two adjustment factors to the lower income categories: a 
jobs-housing fit factor and an Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) factor. The 
jobs-housing factor is based on the balance between jobs paying $3,333 per month or less 
and units that rent for $1 ,000 a month or less and allocates more lower income RHNA 
units to jurisdictions with higher ratios of low-wage workers to affordable housing units. 
The AFFH factor upwardly adjusts lower income RHNA units to jurisdictions with higher 
opportunity as indicated in the 2021 TCAC/HCD Opportunity maps. 

-continued on next page-
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HCD has completed its review of the methodology and finds that the draft Kern COG 
RHNA Methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government Code 
65584(d). 1 Kern COG's draft methodology directs RHNA units - including more lower 
income units - into high resource areas and areas with higher jobs-housing imbalances. 
The draft methodology also makes adjustments that increase the number of lower income 
units going to higher income areas as a percentage of their total allocation. HCD 
commends Kern COG for including factors in the draft methodology linked to the statutory 
objectives such as income parity, jobs-housing imbalances. and affirmatively furthering fair 
housing. 

Below is a brief summary of findings related to each statutory objective described within 
Government Code Section 65584(d): 

1. Increasing the housing supply and the mix of housing types, tenure, and affordability in 
all cities and counties within the region in an equitable manner, which shall result in each 
jurisdiction receiving an allocation of units for low- and very low-income households. 

On a per household basis, the methodology allocates slightly more shares of RHNA to 
jurisdictions with more high-income households. Additionally, due to the income parity 
adjustment, these higher income jurisdictions receive more lower income RHNA relative 
to their existing share of households. Jurisdictions with higher housing costs - both in 
terms of home values and rent - also receive more RHNA on a per household basis. 
Lastly, jurisdictions with higher percentages of owners receive a higher percentage of 
lower income RHNA relative to their total allocation. 

2. Promoting infill development and socioeconomic equity, the protection of environmental 
and agricultural resources, the encouragement of efficient development patterns, and the 
achievement of the region ·s greenhouse gas reductions targets provided by the State Air 
Resources Board pursuant to Section 65080. 

The draft methodology encourages a more efficient development pattern due to the 
inclusion of the RTP/SCS in the base allocation and the job-housing fit factor. 
Jurisdictions with access to more jobs via a 30-minute commute receive more RHNA 
both in terms of RHNA per household and total RHNA. Jurisdictions with access to more 
jobs via a 45~minute transit commute also receive more total RHNA on average and 
generally receive more RHNA per household. 

3. Promoting an improved intraregional relationship between jobs and housing, including 
an improved balance between the number of /ow-wage jobs and the number of housing 
units affordable to low-wage workers in each Jurisdiction. 

Most cities in Kern County have a jobs-housing balance ratio between 0.3 and 1.9 and 

-continued on next page-

1 While HCD finds this methodology furthers statutory objectives, applying this methodology to another region or 
cycle may not necessarily further the statutory objectives as housing conditions and circumstances may differ. 
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the draft methodology generally allocates more RHNA per household share to the 
jurisdictions with the worst imbalances Uobs-housing balance ratio over 1.5). The draft 
methodology allocates slightly less RHNA relative to household share to jurisdictions with 
a jobs-housing balance ratio between 1.0 and 1.4. while jurisdictions with jobs-housing 
balance ratios below 1 0 receive the smallest RHNA allocations relative to household 
share. Among Kern COG jurisdictions, there is an even greater imbalance between the 
number of low-wage jobs and the number affordable housing units. Accordingly, the 
methodology allocates more lower income RHNA per household share to the jurisdictions 
with the worst imbalances Uobs-housing fit ratio over 2). 

4. Allocating a lower proportion of housing need to an income category when a jurisdiction 
already has a disproportionately high share of households in that income category, as 
compared to the countywide distribution of households in that category from the most 
recent American Community Survey. 

On average, cities with a larger existing share of lower income units receive smaller 
allocations of low- and very low-income units as a percentage of the total RHNA For 
cities with higher shares of lower income units, the average lower income allocation is 25 
percent of total RHNA. The average lower income allocation for cities with smaller 
percentages of lower income units is 38 percent. 

5. Affirmatively furthering fair housing, which means taking meaningful actions. in addition 
to combating discrimination, that overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive 
communities free from barriers that restrict access to opportunity based on protected 
characteristics Specifically, affirmatively furthering fair housing means taking meaningful 
actions that, taken together. address significant disparities in housing needs and in access 
to opportunity, replacing segregated living patterns with truly integrated and balanced 
living patterns. transforming racially and ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into 
areas of opportunity, and fostering and maintaining compliance with civil rights and fair 
housing laws. 

Jurisdictions with more access to opportunity receive larger total RHNA and lower income 
allocations on a per household basis. Jurisdictions where more than 50 percent of 
households live in low-resource and high-segregation areas receive a share of the lower 
income RHNA that is, on average, 32 percent of their share of households, compared to 
129 percent for higher resourced jurisdictions. 

HCD appreciates the active role of Kern COG and the University of the Pacific's Center for 
Business and Policy Research staff in providing data and input throughout the draft Kern 
COG RHNA methodology development and review period. HCD especially thanks 
Rochelle lnvina-Jayasiri, Rob Ball, Thomas Pogue, and Steven McCarty-Snead for their 
significant efforts and assistance. 

HCD looks forward to continuing our partnership with Kern COG to help its member 
jurisdictions meet and exceed the planning and production of the region's housing need. 

-continued on next page-
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Support opportunities available for the Kern COG region this cycle include, but are not 
limited to: 

• Regional Early Action Planning (REAP) 2.0 - $600 million state and 
federal investment to advance implementation of adopted regional plans. 
REAP 2.0 funding may be used for planning and implementation that 
accelerate infill housing development and reduce per capita vehicle miles 
traveled. https //hcd.ca.qov/grants-funding/active-fund1ng/reap2.shtml. 

• Prohousing Designation Program - Ongoing awards distributed over-the
counter to local jurisdictions with compliant Housing Elements and 
prohousing policies. Those awarded receive additional points on 
application processing preference when applying to housing and non
housing funding programs including the Affordable Housing & 
Sustainable Communities (AHSC), Infill Infrastructure Grant (IIG), and 
Transformative Climate Communities (TCC). 

• HCD also encourages all Kern County local governments to consider the many 
other affordable housing and community development resources available to local 
governments, including the Permanent Local Housing Allocation program. HCD's 
programs can be found at https./twww.hcd.ca gov/grants-funding/nofas.shtml. 

If HCD can provide any additional assistance, or if you, or your staff, have any 
questions, please contact Annelise Osterberg, Housing Policy Specialist at 
(916) 776-7540 or annelise.osterberg@hcd.ca gov. 

Sincerely, 

Tyrone Buckley 
Assistant Deputy Director of Fair Housing 

cc: 

City of Arvin: Jeff Jones, Interim City Manager 
City of Bakersfield: Christian Clegg, City Manager 
City of California City: Anne Ambrose, Interim City Manager 
City of Delano: Maribel Reyna, City Manager 
City of Maricopa: Eric Ziegler, City Administrator 
City of McFarland: Maria Lara, City Manager 
City of Ridgecrest: Ron Strand, City Manager 
City of Shafter: Gabriel Gonzalez, City Manager 
City of Taft: Craig Jones, City Manager 
City of Tehachapi: Greg Garrett, City Manager 
City of Wasco: Scott Hurlbert, City Manager 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

State housing element law assigns the responsibility for preparing the Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA) for the Kern County region to Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG). 
Kern COG, and other California councils of governments (COGs), undertake the RHNA process 
prior to each housing element cycle. The current RHNA is for the sixth housing element cycle 
and covers an eight and one-half year projection period (June 30, 2023 – December 31, 2031).  

The Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan (RHNA Plan) for the Kern Council of Governments 
(Kern COG) includes the cities of Arvin, Bakersfield, California City, Delano, Maricopa, 
McFarland, Ridgecrest, Shafter, Taft, Tehachapi, Wasco, and Kern County. The purpose of the 
RHNA Plan is to allocate to the Cities and County their “fair share” of the region’s projected 
housing need by household income group over the projection period covered by the plan. As the 
RHNA Plan tables demonstrate, each jurisdiction received one “overall” allocation, which was 
then divided into four income categories. By distributing the overall allocation into four income 
categories, which are defined by state law, the methodology reduces the over-concentration of 
lower income households in one community versus another.  

The plan is required by state law (Government Code Section 65584) and is based on 
countywide housing projections developed by the California Department of Housing and 
Community Development (HCD). HCD works with regional COGs to determine the amount of 
housing needed within the region. The determination of housing need is based on existing need 
and estimated population growth. Need is determined for households in all income categories: 
very low, low, moderate, and above moderate incomes. On August 31, 2021, HCD provided 
Kern COG its RHNA determination. HCD determined Kern COG’s regional housing need to be 
57,650 for the 8-1/2-year projection period. Appendix B contains a copy of the HCD 
determination letter.  

Once the total regional need is determined, Kern COG works with local governments to allocate 
the total need to individual cities and counties. Local governments are then required to plan 
where and how the allocated housing units will be developed within their communities. This is 
done through the Housing Element of each local government’s General Plan. The Housing 
Element Planning Period for this cycle is June 30, 2023, to December 31, 2031. Pursuant to SB 
375, the start of the planning period is 18 months from the estimated adoption date Kern COG’s 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the end of the planning period was calculated 18 
months after the adoption of every second RTP update (Government Code 65588)(e)(3)(A).  
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2023-2031 Draft RHNA Allocations by Income Category 

 Lower Income (Very 
Low & Low Income) 

Higher Income (Moderate 
& Above Moderate 

Income) 

Jurisdiction Total RHNA 
Allocation Units % of Total 

RHNA Units % of Total 
RHNA 

Arvin 1,174 203 17.3% 971 82.7% 

Bakersfield 37,461 18,211 48.6% 19,250 51.4% 

California City 427 64 14.9% 364 85.1% 

Delano 1,866 530 28.4% 1,336 71.6% 

Maricopa 13 2 12.8% 11 87.2% 

McFarland 244 81 33.4% 162 66.6% 

Ridgecrest 1,436 620 43.2% 816 56.8% 

Shafter 3,294 1,110 33.7% 2,185 66.3% 

Taft 504 112 22.2% 393 77.8% 

Tehachapi 902 307 34.0% 595 66.0% 

Wasco 1,086 209 19.2% 877 80.8% 

Unincorporated 9,243 2,539 27.5% 6,704 72.5% 

 

Total Kern 
County 

57,650 23,986 41.6% 33,664 58.4% 
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I. INTRODUCTION  

The Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan (RHNA Plan) for the Kern Council of Governments 
(Kern COG) includes the cities of Arvin, Bakersfield, California City, Delano, Maricopa, 
McFarland, Ridgecrest, Shafter, Taft, Tehachapi, Wasco, and Kern County. The purpose of the 
RHNA Plan is to allocate to the Cities and County their “fair share” of the region’s projected 
housing need by household income group over the 8-1/2-year (June 30, 2023 – December 31, 
2031) projection period covered by the plan. 

The plan is required by state law (Government Code Section 65584) and is based on 
countywide housing projections developed by the California Department of Housing and 
Community Development (HCD). HCD works with regional Councils of Governments (COGs) to 
determine the amount of housing needed within the region. Kern COG is this region’s COG. The 
determination of housing need is based on existing need and estimated population growth. 
Need is determined for households in all income categories: very low, low, moderate, and above 
moderate incomes. On August 31, 2021, HCD provided Kern COG its RHNA determination. 
HCD determined Kern COG’s regional housing need to be 57,650 for the 8-1/2 -year projection 
period. Appendix B contains a copy of the HCD determination letter.  

Once the total regional need is determined, Kern COG works with local governments to allocate 
the total need to individual cities and counties. Local governments are then required to plan 
where and how the allocated housing units will be developed within their communities. This is 
done through the Housing Element of each local government’s General Plan. The Housing 
Element Planning Period for this cycle is June 30, 2023, to December 31, 2031. Pursuant to SB 
375, the start of the planning period is 18 months from the estimated adoption date Kern COG’s 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the end of the planning period was calculated 18 
months after the adoption of the second RTP (Government Code 65588)(e)(3)(A).  

This RHNA Plan summarizes current housing element law, documents the process for 
determining the total regional housing need, and describes the allocation methodology and the 
rationale for each component of the method.  

KERN COUNTY PROFILE  

Kern County spans across the southern end of the Central Valley, covering 8,161 square miles. 
Kern County is seen as the gateway to Southern California, the San Joaquin Valley, the Sierra 
Nevada, and the Mojave Desert. The geography of the county is diverse, containing 
mountainous areas, agricultural lands, and desert areas. The population of Kern County was 
909,235 in 2020, making it the eleventh most populous county in the state.  

Kern County was initially developed by settlers searching for gold, and the county became 
known as the Golden Empire. In subsequent years, the county developed a large agricultural 
base, as well as significant energy production and resource extraction industries. There is also a 
strong aviation, space, and military presence, such as Edwards Air Force Base and China Lake 
Naval Air Weapons Station.  
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II. THE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PROCESS  

STATE HOUSING ELEMENT LAW  

State law requires each city and county to adopt a general plan. The general plan must contain 
seven elements, including a housing element. Unlike other mandatory general plan elements, 
the housing element, which is required to be updated every eight years, per Senate Bill 375, is 
subject to detailed statutory requirements, housing element law, and a mandatory review by the 
HCD. 

Housing elements have been mandatory portions of general plans since 1969. This reflects the 
statutory recognition that the availability of housing is a matter of statewide importance. The 
limitation of the state’s housing supply through planning and zoning powers affects the state’s 
ability to achieve its housing goal of “decent housing and a suitable living environment for every 
California family.” A limited housing supply also impacts the state’s ability to remain 
economically competitive.  

Housing element law requires local governments to plan for their existing and projected housing 
need. It is the state’s primary “market-based strategy” to increase housing supply. The law 
recognizes that for the private sector to adequately address housing needs and demand, local 
governments must adopt land use plans and regulations, i.e., zoning, that provide opportunities 
for housing development, rather than constrain opportunities.  

The state is required to allocate the region’s share of the statewide housing need to COGs 
based on Department of Finance population projections and regional population forecasts used 
in preparing regional transportation plans. Kern COG serves as the region’s COG. Housing 
element law requires the COG to develop a RHNA Plan. The plan describes the region’s 
allocation method and the actual allocation of housing need to the cities and counties within the 
region. This document serves as the Kern County’s RHNP.  

According to state housing law (Government Code Section 65584(d)), the RHNA Plan is to 
promote the following objectives:  

1)   Increasing the housing supply and mix of housing types, tenure, and affordability.  

2)   Promoting infill development and socioeconomic equity, protecting environmental and 
agricultural resources, and encouraging efficient development patters  

3)   Promoting an improved intraregional relationship between jobs and housing  

4)   Balancing disproportionate household income distributions  

5)  Affirmatively furthering fair housing  
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SB 375: INTEGRATING LAND USE, HOUSING, AND TRANSPORTATION PLANNING  

In 2008, Senate Bill 375 (SB 375) was passed to support the State’s climate action goals that 
were identified in Assembly Bill 32, to reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions through 
coordinated land use and transportation planning. SB 375 mandates each of the metropolitan 
planning organizations (MPOs), Kern COG, to prepare a Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(SCS) as part of its Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The SCS contains land use, housing, 
and transportation strategies that, if implemented, would allow the region to meet its GHG 
reduction targets. Because SB 375 requires better coordination between transportation planning 
with land use and housing planning, the RHNA process is now integrated to the adoption of 
every two cycles of the regional RTP/SCS. As a result, RHNA Plans must be adopted every 
eight years, following the adoption of the update of the RTP/SCS. 

GROWTH PROJECTIONS FOR THE RTP/SCS AND RHNA  

The 2022 RTP forecast serves as the basis for the RHNA methodology, allocation share, and 
for the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy. The 2022 
forecast is a locally driven study that provides housing unit, employment, and population 
projections for each jurisdiction in the Kern region through the year 2050. The RTP forecast 
complies with all applicable statutes and regulations in relation to the RTP, SCS, and RHNA 
from SB 375 and the California Transportation Commission’s RTP Guidelines. Local general 
plans, specific plans and other community plans, growth trends, and jobs/housing balance were 
just some of the factors that were considered in the development of RTP forecasted growth 
pattern. Consultation with local jurisdiction staff, Regional Planning Advisory Committee, and 
Transportation Modeling Committee was integrated in the development of the RTP forecast and 
growth pattern.  

There is a difference between the housing units projected in the 2022 RTP forecast and the 
HCD RHNA determination because the two projections have different purposes, but still 
integrate and are consistent with each other in the RHNA process. The 2022 RTP forecast is 
oriented toward actual housing production, whereas the RHNA determination is focused on 
planning to meet anticipated housing demands that also consider several adjustment factors 
including: vacancy, overcrowding, replacement, occupied units and cost-burdened households. 
The RTP forecast reflects the number of housing units that are likely to be built in the region 
based on market considerations and other policy factors. Upon completing the RHNA 
determination, HCD applied methodology and assumptions regarding factors from Government 
Code Section 65584.01(c)(1), see Appendix B of the RHNA Plan for HCD’s Determination Letter 
to Kern COG.  

KERN COUNTY’S REGIONAL SHARE OF PROJECTED STATEWIDE HOUSING NEED  

HCD determines the regional share of the state’s existing and projected housing needs for Kern 
County.  

On August 31,2021, Kern COG received its 6th cycle regional housing need assessment 
determination from HCD (Appendix B). HCD is required to determine Kern COG’s existing and 
projecting housing need pursuant to State housing law (Government Code Section 65584, et. 
seq.). The total number of housing units for the region are further broken down by HCD into four 
income categories:  
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 VERY LOW INCOME—Four-person household does not exceed 50 percent of the 
median family income of the county.  

 LOW INCOME—Four-person household with income between 51 percent and 80 
percent of the county median family income.  

 MODERATE INCOME—Four-person household with income between 81 percent and 
120 percent of the county median family income.  

 ABOVE MODERATE INCOME—Four-person household with income 121 percent or 
more of the county median family income.  

Below is a table the Regional Housing Needs Determination by Income Category that HCD 
provided to Kern COG.  

Income Category Percent Housing Unit Need 

Very Low* 25.4% 14,658 

Low 16.2% 9,328 

Moderate 16.1% 9,299 

Above Moderate 42.3% 24,365 

Total 100.0% 57,650 
      * Extremely Low 13.1% (included within Very Low category) 

As required by state law, the county and eleven cities will have to agree to plan for this region’s 
share of housing.  

KERN COG REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ASSESSMENT SCHEDULE  

The development of the 6th Cycle RHNA Plan commenced in Spring 2021. Updates were 
provided during Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC and the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee (TPPC) meetings.  The Public Outreach section that follows provides greater 
detail regarding events within this schedule and Appendix C provides links to the various 
reports, surveys, meeting agendas, and minutes. 

July 2021 

• Kern COG has contracted with Regional Government Services Authority (RGS), Rincon 
Consultants, Inc., and Mintier Harnish Planning Consultants to assist with the development 
of the 6th Cycle RHNA Plan. 

August 2021  

• 6th cycle RHNA introduction and development schedule discussion at the Roundtable 
Stakeholders  

• Member Jurisdictional Survey August 25, 2021 – September 8, 2021 
• Commenced development of the Draft RHNA Methodology 
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September 2021 

• Presentations to RPAC and TPPC regarding the RHNA adjustment factors and objectives 

October 2021 

• Presentations to RPAC and TPPC regarding the Draft RHNA Methodology 

November 2021 – December 2021 

• Public Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on Draft RHNA Methodology 
November 3, 2021 

• Community Stakeholder Survey  
• Draft Kern 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology – Public Review Document Released  

for Public Comment Period (November 9 – Thursday, December 9, 2021) 
• Public Hearing on Draft RHNA Methodology  
• November 18th during Kern COG Board Meeting  

December 2021 

• Submitted Draft RHNA Methodology to HCD for review.  December 17, 2021 

February 2022 

• HCD Comments Received on Draft RHNA Methodology.  February 14, 2022 (Appendix G). 

March 2022  

• Presentations to RPAC and Kern COG Board regarding the RHNA Plan status 

April 2022 

• Kern COG releases Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation to local jurisdictions for 55-day 
comment period. 

July 2022 

• Kern COG adopts Final Regional Housing Allocation Plan  
• HCD reviews Proposed Final Regional Housing Allocation Plan  

December 2023 

• Local Governments complete Housing Element Revisions  
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PUBLIC OUTREACH 

Government Code Section 65584.04(d) states that “public participation and access shall be 
required in the development of the methodology and in the process of drafting and adopting the 
allocation of the regional housing needs.” Kern COG’s public outreach effort for the RHNA 
process encompassed diverse opportunities to obtain public input.  A summary of outreach 
efforts is provided below.  Appendix C contains links to meeting agendas and minutes for 
working groups, stakeholders, and Kern COG Board actions. 

Working Groups 

Kern COG’s Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) served as the working group for 
the RHNA project.  The members represent the County and all the incorporated cities within 
Kern County. The RPAC provided a forum to review and develop recommendations on key 
activities associated with RHNA methodology and accept public/stakeholder input on the RHNA 
project.  Stakeholders were notified and invited to all RPAC meetings related to the RHNA 
project.   Additionally, the Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) and Kern COG 
Board were kept apprised of progress on the development of the draft methodology and 
ultimately held a public hearing on the draft RHNA Plan. 

Stakeholder/Public Engagement and Participation  

In accordance with Government Code Section 65584.04(d) community engagement was 
solicited from a diverse group of over 150 stakeholders representing all economic segments of 
the community as well as members of protected classes under Section 12955.  Stakeholders 
including housing providers, housing advocacy/fair housing groups, legal and environmental 
justice organizations, business organizations, the building industry, as well as interested 
community members were all invited to participate.  Kern COG held three stakeholder 
roundtable meetings, including an introductory overview of the RHNA process in January 2020, 
a first draft review of the proposed RHNA methodology, a revised draft methodology, and 
hosted a panel discussion focusing on Kern Housing Concerns and Solutions.   

Kern COG also surveyed stakeholders and the public1 regarding housing needs and issues to 
help inform the methodology development and draft RHNA Plan being submitted for formal 
review by the State Department of Housing and Community Development.  (See Appendix E) 

Kern COG Board Public Hearing and Formal Comment Period on Draft RHNA 
Plan 

Finally, the Kern COG Board held a public hearing on November 18, 2021, and held open a 
public comment period from November 8, 2021, through December 9, 2021, to receive input on 
the draft RHNA Plan being submitted for formal review by the State Department of Housing and 
Community Development.   No comments were received at the public hearing and only one 
comment letter in support of the methodology and draft allocations was received from the City of 
Tehachapi during the comment period. 

 

1 Survey provided in both English and Spanish. 

- Kern Council 
~ of Governments -
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Website Information  

Kern COG provided a webpage for the RHNA process.  The webpage includes project 
background material, the RHNA development schedule, draft methodology report, and public 
participation and contact information.  The website can be found at 
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/ 

REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF THE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN  

Prior to the approval of a Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan, specific plan 
reviews and appeals must be considered. At the very minimum, a 45-day public review period 
as outlined in subsection (b) of Government Code Section 65584.05 will be provided to local 
governments. If any local government disagrees with the RHNA allocation as determined by 
Kern COG, a revision of its share may be considered, which will then trigger the following 
actions within the time periods outlined below.  

Revision Request (45 days)—A jurisdiction may propose to revise the determination of its share 
of the regional housing need in accordance with the considerations set forth in Government 
Code Section 65584.05 (a) within 45 days of receiving the draft allocation. The proposed 
revised share shall be based upon available data and accepted planning methodology and 
supported by adequate documentation. Any proposed revision to a jurisdiction’s housing need 
will require a compensating adjustment to one or more of the other jurisdiction’s housings needs 
to maintain the total housing need within the region. Within this period, a copy of the Draft 
RHNA may be submitted to HCD requesting a review for consistency with the statewide housing 
need which may result in revisions to the Draft RHNA to obtain consistency.  

Kern COG Action on Revision Requests—Within 45 days of receiving a timely request for 
revision to the Draft RHNA, Kern COG shall either accept the proposed revision and modify the 
Draft RHNA or indicate, based upon available data and accepted planning methodology, why 
the proposed revision is inconsistent with the regional housing need.  

Appeal Request and Public Hearing—A jurisdiction shall have the right to appeal Kern COG’s 
denial of a revision request within 45 days of the date established by Kern COG to file a timely 
appeal. No later than 30 days after the close of the comment period, and after providing all local 
governments at least 21 days prior notice, the Kern Council of Governments shall conduct one 
public hearing to consider all appeals filed pursuant to subdivision (b) and all comments 
received pursuant to subdivision (c) of Code Section 65584.05. The appealing jurisdiction shall 
be notified by certified mail, return receipt requested, of at least one public hearing on its appeal  

Final Determination—Before making its final determination, Kern COG shall consider 
comments, recommendations, available data, accepted planning methodology, and local 
geological and topographical restraints on the production of housing. If Kern COG accepts a 
revision or appeal and modifies its earlier determination, the city or county shall use the revised 
determination. If Kern COG grants a revised allocation, pursuant to Government Code Section 
65584(c)(1), the current total housing need must still be maintained. If, however, Kern COG 
indicates that the revision or appeal is inconsistent with the regional housing need, the 
jurisdictions will be required to use the original shares as previously determined.  

- Kern Council 
~ of Governments -

https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/
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III.  RHNA METHODOLOGY AND  

REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION 

This section includes the 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation Methodology 
2023-2031.  See Appendix G for HCD's review of the allocation and methodology 
report. 

- Kern Council 
~ of Governments -
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Introduction 

Overview 
The Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) is a state-required process that seeks to ensure cities and counties are 
planning for enough housing to accommodate all economic segments of the community. The process is split into 
three steps: 

1. Regional Determination: The State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) provides 
each region a Regional Determination of housing need, which includes a total number of units split into four 
income categories. Kern COG received its Final Regional Determination for Cycle 6 RHNA (2023-2031) in 
August of 2021. 

2. RHNA Methodology: Councils of Governments are responsible for developing a RHNA methodology for 
allocating the Regional Determination to each jurisdiction in the region. This methodology must further a 
series of State objectives. 

3. Housing Element Updates: Each jurisdiction must then adopt a housing element that demonstrates, among 
other things, how the jurisdiction can accommodate its assigned RHNA number through its zoning. The state 
reviews each jurisdiction’s housing element for compliance. 

This document describes a Draft Methodology Framework for Kern County’s 2023-2031 RHNA Cycle 6. The Kern COG 
Final Regional Determination for Cycle 6 RHNA (2023-2031) is 57,650 units. That final RHNA Determination was 
received on August 31, 2021, and includes adjustments for vacancy, replacement, overcrowding, and cost burden as 
required by state law. In development of this Draft Methodology Framework, efforts on other Cycle 6 Methodologies 
were reviewed and incorporated as their demonstration of best practices warranted. To these ends, particular focus 
was given to the Cycle 6 RHNA Methodology used by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) and that 
under development by Fresno COG.   

Implications of RHNA for Local Governments 
California requires that all local governments (cities and counties) adequately plan to meet the housing needs of 
everyone in the community. The RHNA quantifies the need for housing at all income levels and informs local land use 
planning in addressing existing and future housing needs resulting from population, employment, and household 
growth. As such, in addition to the total overall housing need number of 57,650 units, the Final RHNA Determination 
includes units required to meet housing needs across four income categories which are defined in terms of area 
median household income (AMHI). These housing needs by income level are reported in Table 1. 

Table 1 Final HCD RHNA Determination for Kern COG 

Income Category Income Limits Percent 
Housing 

Unit Need 

Broad 
Income 

Category 
Income 
Limits Percent 

Housing 
Unit Need 

Very Low  <50% AMHI 25.4% 14,658 Lower 
Income 

<80% 
AMHI 41.6% 23,986 

Low 50%-80% AMHI 16.2% 9,328 
Moderate 80%-120% AMHI 16.1% 9,299 Higher 

Income 
>80% 
AMHI 58.4% 33,664 

Above Moderate >120% AMHI 42.3% 24,365 
Total  100.0% 57,650   100.0% 57,650 
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Kern COG, with input from elected officials, local staff, and stakeholders, must develop a methodology that quantifies 
and distributes the number of housing units assigned to each local government to meet the total regional housing 
need. The allocation must meet statutory objectives identified in California Housing Element Law (Government Code 
§§ 65580-65589.11) and be consistent with the forecasted development pattern from the Regional Transportation 
Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) (e.g., see Government Code § 65584.04(m)). The RHNA 
methodology allows for some discretion; however, state law, such as in Government Code § 65584(d) and 
Government Code §65584.04(e), requires Kern COG to further a series of objectives and to consider and include 
several additional factors to the extent that sufficient data is available and so long as either the factor is specifically 
listed in 65584.04(e) or 1) Kern COG specifies which objective(s) from 65584(d) each additional factor is necessary to 
further or 2) none of the factors undermine the objectives in 65584(d), the factors are applied equally across all 
income levels, and Kern COG makes a finding that any factors not already listed in 65584.04(e) are necessary to 
address significant health and safety conditions. This draft Methodology Framework Report develops that RHNA 
methodology, presenting a Draft RHNA Methodology for RHNA Cycle 6 that addresses the statutory objectives while 
considering the other factors as well. 

Following the development and adoption of the RHNA methodology, the Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan 
(RHNA Plan) formalizes the RHNA process into a planning document, establishing the total number of housing units 
that each city and county must plan for within the eight-year planning period. California Housing Element Law 
requires local governments to adopt plans and regulatory systems that provide opportunities for, and do not unduly 
constrain, housing development. Following the adoption of the RHNA Plan, each local jurisdiction must then update 
the housing element of its general plan to demonstrate how zoning will accommodate its share of RHNA (e.g., see 
Government Code § 65583(a)(3)). 

If a jurisdiction does not take actions consistent with its adopted housing element, HCD may revoke housing element 
compliance (e.g., see Government Code § 65585(i)(1)(B)). If noncompliance is determined a range of penalties and 
consequences are possible. These include finding, because of its noncompliant housing element, that the 
jurisdiction’s General Plan is inadequate and is therefore invalid, in which case the jurisdiction can no longer make 
permitting decisions. Jurisdictions with noncompliant housing elements are also vulnerable to litigation from housing 
rights’ organizations, developers, and HCD, which may lead to mandatory compliance orders, suspension of local 
building control, and court approval of housing developments.  

RHNA Objectives 
State statute requires Kern COG to demonstrate how its methodology “furthers” the five RHNA objectives shown 
below. This not only requires consistency, but proactive inclusion of each objective into the methodology. Each 
objective in Government Code § 65584(d) is described below.1 

OBJECTIVE 1. INCREASE HOUSING SUPPLY AND MIX OF HOUSING TYPES 
Increasing the housing supply and the mix of housing types, tenure, and affordability in all cities and counties within 
the region in an equitable manner, which shall result in each jurisdiction receiving an allocation of units for low- and 
very low-income households. 

 
1 Descriptions are taken from: 
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=65584.&lawCode=GOV accessed on 
8/31/2021. 

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?sectionNum=65584.&lawCode=GOV
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OBJECTIVE 2. PROMOTE INFILL, EQUITY, AND ENVIRONMENT 
Promoting infill development and socioeconomic equity, the protection of environmental and agricultural resources, 
the encouragement of efficient development patterns, and the achievement of the region’s greenhouse gas 
reductions targets provided by the State Air Resources Board pursuant to Section 65080. 

OBJECTIVE 3. ENSURE JOBS HOUSING BALANCE AND FIT 
Promoting an improved intraregional relationship between jobs and housing, including an improved balance between 
the number of low-wage jobs and the number of housing units affordable to low-wage workers in each jurisdiction.  

OBJECTIVE 4. PROMOTE REGIONAL INCOME PARITY 
Allocating a lower proportion of housing need to an income category when a jurisdiction already has a 
disproportionately high share of households in that income category, as compared to the countywide distribution of 
households in that category from the most recent American Community Survey.  

OBJECTIVE 5. AFFIRMATIVELY FURTHER FAIR HOUSING 
Affirmatively furthering fair housing means taking meaningful actions, in addition to combating discrimination, that 
overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities free from barriers that restrict access to 
opportunity based on protected characteristics. Specifically, affirmatively furthering fair housing means taking 
meaningful actions that, taken together, address significant disparities in housing needs and in access to opportunity, 
replacing segregated living patterns with truly integrated and balanced living patterns, transforming racially and 
ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into areas of opportunity, and fostering and maintaining compliance with 
civil rights and fair housing laws.  

Base RHNA Calculation 

The first step in the RHNA methodology is to determine each jurisdiction’s total RHNA before it is divided by income 
categories. The Draft RHNA Methodology determines each jurisdiction’s total RHNA number by multiplying the HCD 
RHNA Determination by the proportion of household growth attributed to a jurisdiction in the forecast for the 
RTP/SCS between 2023 and 2031.  

Table 2 Total RHNA Allocation by Jurisdiction 2023-2031 

Jurisdiction 
A B C 

Household Growth (2023-2031) Share of Growth Base RHNA Allocation 
Arvin 398 2.04% 1,174 
Bakersfield 12,713 64.98% 37,461 
California City 145 0.74% 427 
Delano 633 3.24% 1,866 
Maricopa 4 0.02% 13 
McFarland 83 0.42% 244 
Ridgecrest 487 2.49% 1,436 
Shafter 1,118 5.71% 3,294 
Taft 171 0.88% 504 
Tehachapi 306 1.56% 902 
Wasco 369 1.88% 1,086 
Unincorporated 3,137 16.03% 9,243 
Total Kern County 19,564 100% 57,650 
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Table 2 reports the results of this process for Kern County. In Column A each jurisdiction’s household growth during 
Kern County’s 6th RHNA Cycle (2023-2031) is reported based on the RTP/SCS forecast.2 The associated jurisdictional 
shares (Column B) are then multiplied by the County’s total housing unit need, 57,650, to get the base total RHNA 
determination by jurisdiction in Column C.  

The second step determines the jurisdictional allocations by income category based on the existing distribution of 
household income and an Income Equity Adjustment Factor. The Income Equity Adjustment Factor directly furthers 
the first and fourth RHNA objectives by promoting a mixture of housing types, tenure, and affordability as well as 
regional balance across household income distributions. It does this by applying the adjustment factor to the 
difference between each jurisdiction’s household income distribution and the income distribution for the entire 
county.    

Table 3 illustrates how this process is applied in Kern County. In Columns A and B, the jurisdictions’ existing share of 
lower income and higher income households are reported.3 The difference between the regional share of lower 
income households (43%) and the jurisdiction’s existing share of lower income households (Column A) is then 
calculated in Column C. Similarly, the difference between the regional share of higher income households (57%) and 
the jurisdiction’s existing share of higher income households (Column B) is calculated in Column D. Those differences 
are then multiplied by the Income Equity Adjustment Factor (Column E), 150%, and then added to the existing 
proportions to get the equity adjusted shares of lower income (Column F) and higher income (Column G) households. 

Table 3 Calculation of Equity Adjusted Household Income Shares 
Jurisdiction  A B C D E F G 

Existing 
Lower HH 

(%) 

Existing 
Higher HH 

(%) 

Regional Lower 
HH Share (43%) 
less Jurisdiction 

Regional Higher 
HH Share (57%) 
less Jurisdiction 

Income Equity 
Adjustment 

Factor 

Equity Adj. 
Lower HH 

(%) 

Equity Adj. 
Higher HH 

(%) 
Arvin 65% 35% -23% 23% 

150% 

32% 68% 
Bakersfield 36% 64% 7% -7% 46% 54% 
California City 48% 52% -6% 6% 40% 60% 
Delano 57% 43% -14% 14% 36% 64% 
Maricopa 61% 39% -18% 18% 34% 66% 
McFarland 69% 31% -26% 26% 30% 70% 
Ridgecrest 35% 65% 8% -8% 47% 53% 
Shafter 56% 44% -13% 13% 36% 64% 
Taft 45% 55% -3% 3% 42% 58% 
Tehachapi 42% 58% 1% -1% 43% 57% 
Wasco 60% 40% -17% 17% 34% 66% 
Unincorporated 47% 53% -4% 4% 41% 59% 
Kern County 43% 57% 0% 0% 43% 57% 

When multiplied by the jurisdictions’ total RHNA allocations, these equity adjusted household shares give jurisdictions 
with a relatively high share of households in an income category a smaller allocation of housing units in that category 
and gives jurisdictions with low shares of households in an income category larger allocations of housing units in that 
category. It thereby directly balances disproportionate household income distributions and promotes a mixture of 
housing types.   

 
2 This report uses the Kern County RTP/SCS Forecast dated 10/13/2021 for these estimates.  
3 In this report, the percentage of lower income households is based on the number of households with median family 
income reported as 80% or less HUD Area Median Family Income (HAMFI) by jurisdiction in the U.S. Department of Housing 
and Urban Development's Comprehensive Housing Affordability Strategy (CHAS) data from the 2013-2017 American 
Community Survey 5-year average estimates. 
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Table 4 details the process of how these elements are applied to estimate the initial housing unit allocation by income 
category for Kern County. In Column A the jurisdictions’ Base RHNA Allocation is multiplied by their Equity Adjusted 
Lower Income Household share to get a base lower income RHNA determination in Column C. However, because of 
adjustments to the allocations, the sum of lower income RHNA housing units in Column C, 25,304, is more than the 
23,986 lower income housing units in the Final HCD RHNA Determination for Kern County. Therefore, that difference 
of -5.21% at the County level (Column D) is applied to each jurisdiction’s base lower income RHNA determination 
(Column D) to get in Column E the initial lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction calibrated to the Final 
HCD RHNA Determination for Kern County.  The share of higher income households (Column F) is then estimated by 
subtracting the Initial Lower Income allocation (Column E) from the Total Base RHNA (Column A).  

Table 4 Initial RHNA Allocation by Jurisdiction and Calibration to Final HCD RHNA Determination 

Jurisdiction 

A B C D E F 
Base RHNA 
Allocation 

 Equity Adj. 
Lower HH (%) 

Lower 
RHNA 

% Adj Lower 
RHNA 

Initial Lower 
RHNA 

Initial Higher 
RHNA 

Arvin 1,174 32% 371 -5.21% 352 822 
Bakersfield 37,461 46% 17,376 -5.21% 16,471 20,990 
California City 427 40% 172 -5.21% 163 265 
Delano 1,866 36% 667 -5.21% 632 1,233 
Maricopa 13 34% 4 -5.21% 4 9 
McFarland 244 30% 72 -5.21% 69 175 
Ridgecrest 1,436 47% 673 -5.21% 638 798 
Shafter 3,294 36% 1,200 -5.21% 1,137 2,157 
Taft 504 42% 210 -5.21% 199 305 
Tehachapi 902 43% 390 -5.21% 369 533 
Wasco 1,086 34% 373 -5.21% 354 732 
Unincorporated 9,243 41% 3,797 -5.21% 3,599 5,643 
Kern County 57,650 43% 25,304 -5.21% 23,986 33,664 

Table 5 presents the draft jurisdictional allocations aligned to the Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination by 
broad income level.   

Table 5 Final RHNA Housing Unit Determination Calibrated to Jurisdictional Household Income Levels 

Jurisdiction 
A B C 

Lower Income (0-80%) Higher Income (80+%) Base RHNA Allocation 
Arvin 352 822 1,174 

Bakersfield 16,471 20,990 37,461 
California City 163 265 427 

Delano 632 1,233 1,866 
Maricopa 4 9 13 

McFarland 69 175 244 
Ridgecrest 638 798 1,436 

Shafter 1,137 2,157 3,294 
Taft 199 305 504 

Tehachapi 369 533 902 
Wasco 354 732 1,086 

Unincorporated 3,599 5,643 9,243 
Kern County  23,986 33,664 57,650 
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Using the RTP/SCS forecast as the basis for total RHNA calculations ensures consistency between these two planning 
efforts. Since the RTP/SCS forecast is built from local plans, it incorporates a variety of regulatory, market, and 
performance factors. The RTP/SCS growth forecast has also been thoroughly vetted by local planning staff and 
represents a County-wide agreement on growth and its path to attaining climate and quality of life goals. While the 
RTP/SCS forecast of household growth during the 6th RHNA cycle from 2023-2031 has been used in this Draft RHNA 
Methodology, the RTP/SCS also generates county-wide and jurisdictional forecasts of population. A range of elements 
in RTP/SCS forecast could potentially be employed as the basis for the total RHNA calculations. These include using 
the jurisdictional composition of population/households in 2031 and using the shares of population/household 
growth rates through the RTP/SCS forecast period of 2046. Although the 2023-2031 RTP household growth shares 
have been selected, an overview of some of these additional RTP/SCS base allocations by jurisdiction of the RHNA 
Determination are presented in Table 14 in the Appendix.     

 Lower Income Housing Units Adjustment Factors 

The framework for the RHNA methodology is oriented around furthering each of the statutory RHNA objectives.  
In Table 6, the five RHNA objectives are listed by row and the adjustment factors used to further those objectives 
are listed by column. As described above, the First, Second and Fourth objectives are furthered through the total 
RHNA calculation relying on the development pattern in the RTP/SCS (step one) and the Income Equity 
Adjustment Factor (step two). However, additional adjustment factors are needed to further the Third and Fifth 
RHNA objectives. This section describes those factors. 

Table 6 RHNA Objectives and Allocation Adjustment Factors 

RHNA Objectives (rows)/ RHNA Adjustment 
Factors (columns) 

Baseline 
RTP/SCS 
Forecast 

Affirmatively 
Furthering Fair 
Housing Factor 

Income Equity 
Adjustment 

Factor 
Jobs-Housing 

Fit Factor 
Increasing the housing supply and mix of 
housing types, tenure, and affordability Furthers  Supports Furthers  Supports 

Promoting infill development and 
socioeconomic equity, protecting environmental 
and agricultural resources, and encouraging 
efficient development patterns 

Furthers  Supports   Supports 

Promoting an improved intraregional 
relationship between jobs and housing Supports      Furthers   

Balancing disproportionate household income 
distributions    Supports  Furthers    

Affirmatively furthering fair housing    Furthers  Supports    

Adjustment Factor One: Jobs-Housing Fit Factor 
This factor addresses the objective to improve the intraregional relationship between jobs and housing, including 
explicit consideration of the balance between the number of low-wage jobs and the number of units affordable to 
low-wage jobs in the jurisdiction. While the RTP/SCS addresses the overall jobs-housing balance, it does not separate 
the lower income work-housing balance issue. Therefore, this factor considers the existing ratio of low-wage workers 
to units affordable to low-wage workers. Jurisdictions with a higher-than-average ratio receive an upward adjustment 
of lower income RHNA units and those with a lower-than-average ratio receive a downward adjustment of lower 
income RHNA units.  
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Table 7 reports the jobs-housing fit adjustment factors by jurisdiction for Kern County. It uses the number of jobs by 
jurisdiction that pay $3,333 per month or less as the measure of low-wage jobs in Column B.4  Given that HCD 
considers households who spend more than 30% of their income on housing to be cost burdened, data on units for 
rent at less than $1,000 a month (30% of $3,333 income) are used to estimate the number of affordable housing units 
by jurisdiction in Column A.5 The percentage difference between the overall county ratio of 2.32 and the jurisdictions’ 
ratios (Column C) is then used to proportionally adjust the jurisdictions’ allocated affordable housing units in Column 
D. Through this process jurisdictions with higher ratios of low-wage workers to affordable housing units are 
encouraged to zone for more affordable housing. 

Table 7 Jobs-Housing Fit Factor Jurisdictional Variance 

Jurisdiction 

A B C D 
Affordable Housing 

Units 
Low-Wage 

Jobs         
Jobs-Housing Fit 

Ratio 
% Adjustment from County 

Ratio [2.32] 
Arvin 1,789 2,592 1.45 -37.5% 

Bakersfield 27,064 84,241 3.11 34.2% 
California City 1,564 734 0.47 -79.8% 

Delano 4,141 9,970 2.41 3.8% 
Maricopa 171 90 0.53 -77.3% 

McFarland 1,211 5,660 4.67 101.5% 
Ridgecrest 2,961 4,396 1.48 -36.0% 

Shafter 1,866 6,644 3.56 53.5% 
Taft 1,263 1,732 1.37 -40.9% 

Tehachapi 874 2,445 2.80 20.6% 
Wasco 2,116 3,217 1.52 -34.5% 

Unincorporated 30,796 54,155 1.76 -24.2% 

Adjustment Factor Two: Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Factor  
This factor addresses the objective to take meaningful actions to address disparities in housing needs and in access to 
opportunity, such as employment, higher performing schools, health care, and transportation.  Using the share of 
existing homes in higher opportunity areas, this factor seeks to open high opportunity jurisdictions to all economic 
segments of the community by giving jurisdictions with a higher-than-average share of high opportunity housing units 
an upward adjustment of lower income RHNA units and those with a lower-than-average share a downward 
adjustment of lower income RHNA units.  

Table 8 reports the Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) adjustment factors by jurisdiction for Kern County. It 
uses the number of housing units a jurisdiction has that are in higher opportunity areas (Column A) divided by total 
number of housing units in that jurisdiction (Column B) to estimate the share of higher opportunity areas (Column C).6  
The percentage difference between the overall county share of 31.1% higher opportunity units and the jurisdictions’ 
shares are then used to proportionally adjust the jurisdictions’ allocated affordable housing units in Column D. 

 
4 In this report, 2018 jobs by jurisdiction data are used from the U.S. Census Bureau’s Longitudinal Employer-Household 
Dynamics (LEHD) program. 
5 In this report, Contract Rent reported by jurisdiction in the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey Table# 
B25056, 2019 5-Year Estimates is used to estimate affordable housing units. 
6 In this report the census tracts identified as high and highest resource in the 2021 Statewide Summary Table of the 
TCAC/HCD Opportunity Area Maps are used to identify the higher opportunity areas by jurisdiction. The associated housing 
units in those census tracts are then estimated from the U.S. Census Bureau’s American Community Survey Table# DP04, 
2019 5-Year data.  
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Through this process jurisdictions with larger shares of higher opportunity housing units are asked to zone for more 
affordable housing. In so doing, this factor intends to open high opportunity jurisdictions to all economic segments.  

Table 8 Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing Factor Jurisdictional Variance 

Jurisdiction 

A B C D 
Housing Units in 

High/Highest Resource 
Areas 

Total Housing 
Units       

Higher 
Opportunity Share 

Adjustment from County 
Share [31.1%] 

Arvin 0 5,130 0% -31.1% 
Bakersfield 60,872 124,478 48.9% 17.8% 

California City 0 4,836 0% -31.1% 
Delano 2,293 12,518 18.3% -12.8% 

Maricopa 0 462 0% -31.1% 
McFarland 0 3367 0% -31.1% 
Ridgecrest 11,006 12,403 88.7% 57.6% 

Shafter 0 5,383 0% -31.1% 
Taft 0 3,504 0% -31.1% 

Tehachapi 0 3,616 0% -31.1% 
Wasco 0 6,469 0% -31.1% 

Unincorporated 18,594 115,951 16.0% -15.1% 

Application of the Adjustment Factors 
The third step applies the two adjustment factors to each jurisdictions’ lower income units according to their 
respective factor weights and then uses the sum of those factors to increase or decrease the jurisdictions’ total lower 
income units. The lower income allocations from Column A of Table 5 are included in Column A of Table 9, and they 
are then adjusted by the factors. Each of the adjustment factors is weighted equally, so each gets one-half of the 
initial lower income housing unit allocation. The jurisdictions’ adjustments for each factor are then applied and the 
sum of these adjustments gives the Factor Adjusted Lower Income Housing Unit Allocation.  

Table 9 Jurisdictions’ Lower Income Factor Adjustment Allocations 

Jurisdiction 

A B C D E F G H 
Lower 

Income 
RHNA 

Factor 1 
Weight = 

50% 

Factor 1 
% 

Adjusted 

Factor 1 
Jobs-

Housing 

Factor 2 
Weight = 

50% 

Factor 2 
% 

Adjusted 

Factor 
2  

AFFH 

Factor Adjusted 
Lower Income 

RHNA 
Arvin 352 176 -38% 110 176 -31% 121 231 
Bakersfield 16,471 8,235 34% 11,050 8,235 18% 9,700 20,750 
California City 163 81 -80% 16 81 -31% 56 72 
Delano 632 316 4% 328 316 -13% 276 604 
Maricopa 4 2 -77% 1 2 -31% 1 2 
McFarland 69 34 101% 69 34 -31% 24 93 
Ridgecrest 638 319 -36% 204 319 58% 503 707 
Shafter 1,137 569 53% 873 569 -31% 392 1,264 
Taft 199 100 -41% 59 100 -31% 69 127 
Tehachapi 369 185 21% 223 185 -31% 127 350 
Wasco 354 177 -34% 116 177 -31% 122 238 
Unincorporated 3,599 1,800 -24% 1,364 1,800 -15% 1,528 2,892 
Kern County 23,986 11,993 

 
14,412 11,993 

 
12,918 27,330 

Note: Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided.   

Table 9 details the factor adjustment process for Kern County. First, each factor’s weight is multiplied by the lower 
income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction (Column A). Doing this results in unadjusted factor weighted lower 
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income housing units in Columns B and E for both factors. Next, both factor adjustments are applied. The percentage 
adjustment from Factor One, the Jobs-Housing Fit Factor, from Column D of Table 7 is reported in Column C. The 
value in Column C is multiplied by the unadjusted factor weighted units from Column B and then added to Column B 
to get the factor adjusted jobs-housing fit lower income housing unit allocation in Column D.  Next, the percentage 
adjustment from Factor Two, the Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) Factor, from Column D of Table 8 is 
reported in Column F and multiplied by the unadjusted factor weighted units from Column E and then added to 
Column E to get the factor adjusted AFFH lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction in Column G. The sum 
of Column D and G then form a factor adjusted lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction in Column H.    

Draft Factor Adjusted RHNA Determination  

The fourth and final step re-aligns the jurisdictional factor adjusted housing unit allocations to those specified in the 
Final RHNA Determination. If Kern County is to maintain the county-wide Draft RHNA Determination across each of 
the income categories, it is necessary to correct the factor adjusted housing units by income category. Like the 
calibration in Step Two, the percentage differences in the totals across the income levels are applied to each of 
the jurisdictional factor adjusted housing unit allocations to align the sum of the jurisdictional allocations to the 
Final Determination values. 

Table 10 Factor Adjusted Allocations Calibrated to Final HCD RHNA Determination  
A B C D E 

Jurisdiction 

Factor Adjusted 
Lower Income 

RHNA 

Lower Income 
RHNA % 

Adjustment  

Calibrated Factor 
Adjusted Lower 
Income RHNA 

Base Total 
RHNA 

Allocation 

Calibrated Factor 
Adjusted Higher 
Income RHNA 

Arvin 231 -12.24% 203 1,174 971 
Bakersfield 20,750 -12.24% 18,211 37,461 19,250 
California City 72 -12.24% 64 427 364 
Delano 604 -12.24% 530 1,866 1,336 
Maricopa 2 -12.24% 2 13 11 
McFarland 93 -12.24% 81 244 162 
Ridgecrest 707 -12.24% 620 1,436 816 
Shafter 1,264 -12.24% 1,110 3,294 2,185 
Taft 127 -12.24% 112 504 393 
Tehachapi 350 -12.24% 307 902 595 
Wasco 238 -12.24% 209 1,086 877 
Unincorporated 2,892 -12.24% 2,539 9,243 6,704 
Kern County 27,330 -12.24% 23,986 57,650 33,664 

Note: Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided.   

Table 10 details this adjustment process. In Column A, the jurisdictions’ factor adjusted lower income housing unit 
allocation from Column H of Table 9 is carried forward. Since the sum of lower income RHNA housing units in Column 
A, 27,330, is higher than the 23,986 in the Final HCD RHNA Determination for lower income housing units, it is 
necessary to adjust downward the allocations in Column A. Therefore, the percentage difference of -12.24% at the 
County level (Column B) is applied to each jurisdiction’s factor adjusted lower income housing unit allocation (Column 
A) to get the factor adjusted lower income housing unit allocation by jurisdiction calibrated to the Final HCD RHNA 
Determination for Kern County in Column C. Given these adjustments, it is necessary to make complementary 
adjustments to the jurisdiction’s higher income housing unit allocations. Those adjustments are made by subtracting 
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the calibrated factor adjusted lower income housing units (Column C) from the base total RHNA allocation (Column 
D), which results in calibrated factor adjusted higher income housing units in Column E.  

Table 11 Draft Factor Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination 

Jurisdiction 
Factor Adjusted Lower Income 

(0-80%) 
Factor Adjusted Higher 

Income (80+%) Base RHNA Allocation 
Arvin 203 971 1,174 

Bakersfield 18,211 19,250 37,461 
California City 64 364 427 

Delano 530 1,336 1,866 
Maricopa 2 11 13 

McFarland 81 162 244 
Ridgecrest 620 816 1,436 

Shafter 1,110 2,185 3,294 
Taft 112 393 504 

Tehachapi 307 595 902 
Wasco 209 877 1,086 

Unincorporated 2,539 6,704 9,243 
Kern County  23,986 33,664 57,650 

Note: The Final RHNA Determination by income level and in total is reported in the Kern County row.   
Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided. 

Table 11 reorganizes the data in Table 10 to summarize the Draft Factor Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination 
by income level. Differences between the existing share of households by income and shares of factor adjusted RHNA 
unit allocations are reported in Table 12. It highlights the influence the Draft RHNA Methodology has in promoting 
transformative housing opportunities in Kern County.  

Table 12 Comparison of Existing Household Shares with Factor Adjusted Housing Unit Shares 

Jurisdiction 
Lower Income (0-80%)  Higher Income (80+%) 

Existing Factor Adjusted Difference Baseline Factor Adjusted Difference 
Arvin 65% 17% -48% 35% 83% 48% 

Bakersfield 36% 49% 13% 64% 51% -13% 
California City 48% 15% -34% 52% 85% 34% 

Delano 57% 28% -29% 43% 72% 29% 
Maricopa 61% 13% -48% 39% 87% 48% 

McFarland 69% 33% -36% 31% 67% 36% 
Ridgecrest 35% 43% 8% 65% 57% -8% 

Shafter 56% 34% -22% 44% 66% 22% 
Taft 45% 22% -23% 55% 78% 23% 

Tehachapi 42% 34% -8% 58% 66% 8% 
Wasco 60% 19% -41% 40% 81% 41% 

Unincorporated 47% 27% -19% 53% 73% 19% 
Kern County 43% 42%  57% 58%  

Context regarding existing residential unit capacity and the Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination is 
presented in Table 13. Following a summary of existing housing units by jurisdiction, Table 13 compares existing 
medium, high, and mixed-use density residential unit capacity to the lower income Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit 
Determination. It then compares existing very low- and low-density residential unit capacity to the higher income 
Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination. The final two columns in Table 13 compare total existing 
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residential unit capacity to the total Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination for each jurisdiction. Those 
values illustrate that each jurisdiction in Kern County has enough existing residential unit capacity to meet their 
respective total Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination resulting from this Draft Methodology. 
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Table 13 Draft Adjusted RHNA Housing Unit Determination and Vacant Land Capacity for Housing Units 

Jurisdiction 

Existing 
Housing 

Units (2020) 

Residential Unit 
Capacity 
(Vacant): 

Medium, High, 
and Mixed-Use 

Density 

Lower Income 
Draft Factor 

Adjusted 
RHNA 

Allocation 

Residential Unit 
Capacity 

(Vacant): Very 
Low and Low 

Density 

Higher Income 
Draft Factor 

Adjusted RHNA 
Allocation 

Total 
Residential 

Units Capacity 
(Vacant) 

Total Draft Factor 
Adjusted RHNA 

Allocation = Base 
RHNA Allocation 

Arvin 4,884 536 203 1,025 971 1,561 1,174 
Bakersfield 132,697 27,524 18,211 64,870 19,250 92,394 37,461 

California City 5,196 48,354 64 34,947 364 83,301 427 
Delano 11,572 1,303 530 3,493 1,336 4,796 1,866 

Maricopa 432 0 2 253 11 253 13 
McFarland 3,412 82 81 449 162 531 244 
Ridgecrest 12,359 1,784 620 3,543 816 5,328 1,436 

Shafter 5,412 1,303 1,110 19,713 2,185 21,015 3,294 
Taft 2,596 1,065 112 4,289 393 5,354 504 

Tehachapi 3,784 460 307 2,305 595 2,765 902 
Wasco 6,366 242 209 3,029 877 3,272 1,086 

Unincorporated 112,299 229,230 2,539 147,711 6,704 376,940 9,243 
Kern County  301,009 311,883 23,968 285,627 33,664 597,511 57,650 

Note: The residential unit capacity was estimated by Kern COG using a GIS analysis of each jurisdiction's latest general plan information (2020) outside 
urban/built-up areas and demonstrates sufficient existing capacity to accommodate a variety of density ranges to meet each jurisdiction's housing need. 
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 Appendix: Alternative Base Jurisdictional Allocations 

Table 14 Alternative Base Jurisdictional Allocations from RTP/SCS Forecast 
Jurisdiction Base Allocation 1: Base Allocation 2: Base Allocation 3: Base Allocation 4: Base Allocation 5: Base Allocation 6: 

 

RTP/SCS 
Population 
Growth to RHNA  
(2023-31) 

RTP/SCS 
Population in 
2031 

RTP/SCS 
Population 
Growth (2023-46) 

RTP/SCS 
Household 
Growth to RHNA 
(2023-31) 

RTP/SCS 
Households in 
2031 

RTP/SCS 
Household 
Growth (2023-46) 

Arvin 1,419 1,258 1,272 1,174 991 929 
Bakersfield 35,923 26,807 39,191 37,461 27,170 38,631 
California City 597 908 539 427 902 482 
Delano 2,755 3,201 1,932 1,866 2,240 1,546 
Maricopa 8 58 12 13 71 15 
McFarland 221 818 629 244 647 581 
Ridgecrest 1,224 1,708 1,485 1,436 2,216 1,743 
Shafter 3,023 1,474 3,627 3,294 1,260 3,584 
Taft 433 529 431 504 489 481 
Tehachapi 885 828 813 902 738 838 
Wasco 1,366 1,674 1,194 1,086 1,237 1,009 
Unincorporated 9,797 18,389 6,526 9,243 19,690 7,811 
Total 57,650 

Note: Due to rounding, numbers presented in this table may not add up precisely to the totals provided. 
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CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT CODE 
 



Appendix A 
Excerpts from Housing Element Law 

(Local Government Code Sections 65584, 
 
65584. 
   
(a) (1) For the fourth and subsequent revisions of the housing element pursuant to Section 
65588, the department shall determine the existing and projected need for housing for each 
region pursuant to this article. For purposes of subdivision (a) of Section 65583, the share of a 
city or county of the regional housing need shall include that share of the housing need of 
persons at all income levels within the area significantly affected by the general plan of the city 
or county. 
(2) It is the intent of the Legislature that cities, counties, and cities and counties should 
undertake all necessary actions to encourage, promote, and facilitate the development of 
housing to accommodate the entire regional housing need, and reasonable actions should be 
taken by local and regional governments to ensure that future housing production meets, at a 
minimum, the regional housing need established for planning purposes. These actions shall 
include applicable reforms and incentives in Section 65582.1. 
(3) The Legislature finds and declares that insufficient housing in job centers hinders the state’s 
environmental quality and runs counter to the state’s environmental goals. In particular, when 
Californians seeking affordable housing are forced to drive longer distances to work, an 
increased amount of greenhouse gases and other pollutants is released and puts in jeopardy 
the achievement of the state’s climate goals, as established pursuant to Section 38566 of the 
Health and Safety Code, and clean air goals. 
(b) The department, in consultation with each council of governments, shall determine each 
region’s existing and projected housing need pursuant to Section 65584.01 at least two years 
prior to the scheduled revision required pursuant to Section 65588. The appropriate council of 
governments, or for cities and counties without a council of governments, the department, shall 
adopt a final regional housing need plan that allocates a share of the regional housing need to 
each city, county, or city and county at least one year prior to the scheduled revision for the 
region required by Section 65588. The allocation plan prepared by a council of governments 
shall be prepared pursuant to Sections 65584.04 and 65584.05. 
(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the due dates for the determinations of the 
department or for the council of governments, respectively, regarding the regional housing need 
may be extended by the department by not more than 60 days if the extension will enable 
access to more recent critical population or housing data from a pending or recent release of the 
United States Census Bureau or the Department of Finance. If the due date for the 
determination of the department or the council of governments is extended for this reason, the 
department shall extend the corresponding housing element revision deadline pursuant to 
Section 65588 by not more than 60 days. 
(d) The regional housing needs allocation plan shall further all of the following objectives: 
(1) Increasing the housing supply and the mix of housing types, tenure, and affordability in all 
cities and counties within the region in an equitable manner, which shall result in each 
jurisdiction receiving an allocation of units for low- and very low income households. 
(2) Promoting infill development and socioeconomic equity, the protection of environmental and 
agricultural resources, the encouragement of efficient development patterns, and the 
achievement of the region’s greenhouse gas reductions targets provided by the State Air 
Resources Board pursuant to Section 65080. 



(3) Promoting an improved intraregional relationship between jobs and housing, including an 
improved balance between the number of low-wage jobs and the number of housing units 
affordable to low-wage workers in each jurisdiction. 
(4) Allocating a lower proportion of housing need to an income category when a jurisdiction 
already has a disproportionately high share of households in that income category, as 
compared to the countywide distribution of households in that category from the most recent 
American Community Survey. 
(5) Affirmatively furthering fair housing. 
(e) For purposes of this section, “affirmatively furthering fair housing” means taking meaningful 
actions, in addition to combating discrimination, that overcome patterns of segregation and 
foster inclusive communities free from barriers that restrict access to opportunity based on 
protected characteristics. Specifically, affirmatively furthering fair housing means taking 
meaningful actions that, taken together, address significant disparities in housing needs and in 
access to opportunity, replacing segregated living patterns with truly integrated and balanced 
living patterns, transforming racially and ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into areas of 
opportunity, and fostering and maintaining compliance with civil rights and fair housing laws. 
(f) For purposes of this section, “household income levels” are as determined by the department 
as of the most recent American Community Survey pursuant to the following code sections: 
(1) Very low incomes as defined by Section 50105 of the Health and Safety Code. 
(2) Lower incomes, as defined by Section 50079.5 of the Health and Safety Code. 
(3) Moderate incomes, as defined by Section 50093 of the Health and Safety Code. 
(4) Above moderate incomes are those exceeding the moderate-income level of Section 50093 
of the Health and Safety Code. 
(g) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, determinations made by the department, a 
council of governments, or a city or county pursuant to this section or Section 65584.01, 
65584.02, 65584.03, 65584.04, 65584.05, 65584.06, 65584.07, or 65584.08 are exempt from 
the California Environmental Quality Act (Division 13 (commencing with Section 21000) of the 
Public Resources Code). 
(Amended by Stats. 2018, Ch. 989, Sec. 1.5. (AB 1771) Effective January 1, 2019.) 

65584.01. 
   
For the fourth and subsequent revision of the housing element pursuant to Section 65588, the 
department, in consultation with each council of governments, where applicable, shall determine 
the existing and projected need for housing for each region in the following manner: 
(a) The department’s determination shall be based upon population projections produced by the 
Department of Finance and regional population forecasts used in preparing regional 
transportation plans, in consultation with each council of governments. If the total regional 
population forecast for the projection year, developed by the council of governments and used 
for the preparation of the regional transportation plan, is within a range of 1.5 percent of the total 
regional population forecast for the projection year by the Department of Finance, then the 
population forecast developed by the council of governments shall be the basis from which the 
department determines the existing and projected need for housing in the region. If the 
difference between the total population projected by the council of governments and the total 
population projected for the region by the Department of Finance is greater than 1.5 percent, 
then the department and the council of governments shall meet to discuss variances in 
methodology used for population projections and seek agreement on a population projection for 
the region to be used as a basis for determining the existing and projected housing need for the 
region. If agreement is not reached, then the population projection for the region shall be the 



population projection for the region prepared by the Department of Finance as may be modified 
by the department as a result of discussions with the council of governments. 
(b) (1) At least 26 months prior to the scheduled revision pursuant to Section 65588 and prior to 
developing the existing and projected housing need for a region, the department shall meet and 
consult with the council of governments regarding the assumptions and methodology to be used 
by the department to determine the region’s housing needs. The council of governments shall 
provide data assumptions from the council’s projections, including, if available, the following 
data for the region: 
(A) Anticipated household growth associated with projected population increases. 
(B) Household size data and trends in household size. 
(C) The percentage of households that are overcrowded and the overcrowding rate for a 
comparable housing market. For purposes of this subparagraph: 
(i) The term “overcrowded” means more than one resident per room in each room in a dwelling. 
(ii) The term “overcrowded rate for a comparable housing market” means that the overcrowding 
rate is no more than the average overcrowding rate in comparable regions throughout the 
nation, as determined by the council of governments. 
(D) The rate of household formation, or headship rates, based on age, gender, ethnicity, or 
other established demographic measures. 
(E) The vacancy rates in existing housing stock, and the vacancy rates for healthy housing 
market functioning and regional mobility, as well as housing replacement needs. For purposes 
of this subparagraph, the vacancy rate for a healthy rental housing market shall be considered 
no less than 5 percent. 
(F) Other characteristics of the composition of the projected population. 
(G) The relationship between jobs and housing, including any imbalance between jobs and 
housing. 
(H) The percentage of households that are cost burdened and the rate of housing cost burden 
for a healthy housing market. For the purposes of this subparagraph: 
(i) The term “cost burdened” means the share of very low, low-, moderate-, and above 
moderate-income households that are paying more than 30 percent of household income on 
housing costs. 
(ii) The term “rate of housing cost burden for a healthy housing market” means that the rate of 
households that are cost burdened is no more than the average rate of households that are cost 
burdened in comparable regions throughout the nation, as determined by the council of 
governments. 
(I) The loss of units during a state of emergency that was declared by the Governor pursuant to 
the California Emergency Services Act (Chapter 7 (commencing with Section 8550) of Division 
1 of Title 2), during the planning period immediately preceding the relevant revision pursuant to 
Section 65588 that have yet to be rebuilt or replaced at the time of the data request. 
(2) The department may accept or reject the information provided by the council of governments 
or modify its own assumptions or methodology based on this information. After consultation with 
the council of governments, the department shall make determinations in writing on the 
assumptions for each of the factors listed in subparagraphs (A) to (I), inclusive, of paragraph (1) 
and the methodology it shall use and shall provide these determinations to the council of 
governments. The methodology submitted by the department may make adjustments based on 
the region’s total projected households, which includes existing households as well as projected 
households. 
(c) (1) After consultation with the council of governments, the department shall make a 
determination of the region’s existing and projected housing need based upon the assumptions 
and methodology determined pursuant to subdivision (b). The region’s existing and projected 
housing need shall reflect the achievement of a feasible balance between jobs and housing 
within the region using the regional employment projections in the applicable regional 



transportation plan. Within 30 days following notice of the determination from the department, 
the council of governments may file an objection to the department’s determination of the 
region’s existing and projected housing need with the department. 
(2) The objection shall be based on and substantiate either of the following: 
(A) The department failed to base its determination on the population projection for the region 
established pursuant to subdivision (a), and shall identify the population projection which the 
council of governments believes should instead be used for the determination and explain the 
basis for its rationale. 
(B) The regional housing need determined by the department is not a reasonable application of 
the methodology and assumptions determined pursuant to subdivision (b). The objection shall 
include a proposed alternative determination of its regional housing need based upon the 
determinations made in subdivision (b), including analysis of why the proposed alternative 
would be a more reasonable application of the methodology and assumptions determined 
pursuant to subdivision (b). 
(3) If a council of governments files an objection pursuant to this subdivision and includes with 
the objection a proposed alternative determination of its regional housing need, it shall also 
include documentation of its basis for the alternative determination. Within 45 days of receiving 
an objection filed pursuant to this section, the department shall consider the objection and make 
a final written determination of the region’s existing and projected housing need that includes an 
explanation of the information upon which the determination was made. 
(d) Statutory changes enacted after the date the department issued a final determination 
pursuant to this section shall not be a basis for a revision of the final determination. 
(Amended by Stats. 2019, Ch. 497, Sec. 146. (AB 991) Effective January 1, 2020.) 

65584.02. 
   
(a) For the fourth and subsequent revisions of the housing element pursuant to Section 65588, 
the existing and projected need for housing may be determined for each region by the 
department as follows, as an alternative to the process pursuant to Section 65584.01: 
(1) In a region in which at least one subregion has accepted delegated authority pursuant to 
Section 65584.03, the region’s housing need shall be determined at least 26 months prior to the 
housing element update deadline pursuant to Section 65588. In a region in which no subregion 
has accepted delegation pursuant to Section 65584.03, the region’s housing need shall be 
determined at least 24 months prior to the housing element deadline. 
(2) At least six months prior to the department’s determination of regional housing need 
pursuant to paragraph (1), a council of governments may request the use of population and 
household forecast assumptions used in the regional transportation plan. This request shall 
include all of the following: 
(A) Proposed data and assumptions for factors contributing to housing need beyond household 
growth identified in the forecast. These factors shall include allowance for vacant or 
replacement units, and may include other adjustment factors. 
(B) A proposed planning period that is not longer than the period of time covered by the regional 
transportation improvement plan or plans of the region pursuant to Section 14527, but a period 
not less than five years, and not longer than six years. 
(C) A comparison between the population and household assumptions used for the Regional 
Transportation Plan with population and household estimates and projections of the Department 
of Finance. 
(b) The department shall consult with the council of governments regarding requests submitted 
pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (a). The department may seek advice and consult with 
the Demographic Research Unit of the Department of Finance, the State Department of 



Transportation, a representative of a contiguous council of governments, and any other party as 
deemed necessary. The department may request that the council of governments revise data, 
assumptions, or methodology to be used for the determination of regional housing need, or may 
reject the request submitted pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (a). Subsequent to 
consultation with the council of governments, the department will respond in writing to requests 
submitted pursuant to paragraph (1) of subdivision (a). 
(c) If the council of governments does not submit a request pursuant to subdivision (a), or if the 
department rejects the request of the council of governments, the determination for the region 
shall be made pursuant to Sections 65584 and 65584.01. 
(Amended by Stats. 2008, Ch. 728, Sec. 9. Effective January 1, 2009.) 

65584.03. 
   
(a) At least 28 months prior to the scheduled housing element update required by Section 
65588, at least two or more cities and a county, or counties, may form a subregional entity for 
the purpose of allocation of the subregion’s existing and projected need for housing among its 
members in accordance with the allocation methodology established pursuant to Section 
65584.04. The purpose of establishing a subregion shall be to recognize the community of 
interest and mutual challenges and opportunities for providing housing within a subregion. A 
subregion formed pursuant to this section may include a single county and each of the cities in 
that county or any other combination of geographically contiguous local governments and shall 
be approved by the adoption of a resolution by each of the local governments in the subregion 
as well as by the council of governments. All decisions of the subregion shall be approved by 
vote as provided for in rules adopted by the local governments comprising the subregion or shall 
be approved by vote of the county or counties, if any, and the majority of the cities with the 
majority of population within a county or counties. 
(b) Upon formation of the subregional entity, the entity shall notify the council of governments of 
this formation. If the council of governments has not received notification from an eligible 
subregional entity at least 28 months prior to the scheduled housing element update required by 
Section 65588, the council of governments shall implement the provisions of Sections 65584 
and 65584.04. The delegate subregion and the council of governments shall enter into an 
agreement that sets forth the process, timing, and other terms and conditions of the delegation 
of responsibility by the council of governments to the subregion. 
(c) At least 25 months prior to the scheduled revision, the council of governments shall 
determine the share of regional housing need assigned to each delegate subregion. The share 
or shares allocated to the delegate subregion or subregions by a council of governments shall 
be in a proportion consistent with the distribution of households assumed for the comparable 
time period of the applicable regional transportation plan. Prior to allocating the regional housing 
needs to any delegate subregion or subregions, the council of governments shall hold at least 
one public hearing, and may consider requests for revision of the proposed allocation to a 
subregion. If a proposed revision is rejected, the council of governments shall respond with a 
written explanation of why the proposed revised share has not been accepted. 
(d) Each delegate subregion shall fully allocate its share of the regional housing need to local 
governments within its subregion. If a delegate subregion fails to complete the regional housing 
need allocation process among its member jurisdictions in a manner consistent with this article 
and with the delegation agreement between the subregion and the council of governments, the 
allocations to member jurisdictions shall be made by the council of governments. 
(Added by Stats. 2004, Ch. 696, Sec. 6. Effective January 1, 2005.) 



65584.04. 
   
(a) At least two years before a scheduled revision required by Section 65588, each council of 
governments, or delegate subregion as applicable, shall develop, in consultation with the 
department, a proposed methodology for distributing the existing and projected regional housing 
need to cities, counties, and cities and counties within the region or within the subregion, where 
applicable pursuant to this section. The methodology shall further the objectives listed in 
subdivision (d) of Section 65584. 
(b) (1) No more than six months before the development of a proposed methodology for 
distributing the existing and projected housing need, each council of governments shall survey 
each of its member jurisdictions to request, at a minimum, information regarding the factors 
listed in subdivision (e) that will allow the development of a methodology based upon the factors 
established in subdivision (e). 
(2) With respect to the objective in paragraph (5) of subdivision (d) of Section 65584, the survey 
shall review and compile information that will allow the development of a methodology based 
upon the issues, strategies, and actions that are included, as available, in an Analysis of 
Impediments to Fair Housing Choice or an Assessment of Fair Housing completed by any city 
or county or the department that covers communities within the area served by the council of 
governments, and in housing elements adopted pursuant to this article by cities and counties 
within the area served by the council of governments. 
(3) The council of governments shall seek to obtain the information in a manner and format that 
is comparable throughout the region and utilize readily available data to the extent possible. 
(4) The information provided by a local government pursuant to this section shall be used, to the 
extent possible, by the council of governments, or delegate subregion as applicable, as source 
information for the methodology developed pursuant to this section. The survey shall state that 
none of the information received may be used as a basis for reducing the total housing need 
established for the region pursuant to Section 65584.01. 
(5) If the council of governments fails to conduct a survey pursuant to this subdivision, a city, 
county, or city and county may submit information related to the items listed in subdivision (e) 
before the public comment period provided for in subdivision (d). 
(c) The council of governments shall electronically report the results of the survey of fair housing 
issues, strategies, and actions compiled pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (b). The report 
shall describe common themes and effective strategies employed by cities and counties within 
the area served by the council of governments, including common themes and effective 
strategies around avoiding the displacement of lower income households. The council of 
governments shall also identify significant barriers to affirmatively furthering fair housing at the 
regional level and may recommend strategies or actions to overcome those barriers. A council 
of governments or metropolitan planning organization, as appropriate, may use this information 
for any other purpose, including publication within a regional transportation plan adopted 
pursuant to Section 65080 or to inform the land use assumptions that are applied in the 
development of a regional transportation plan. 
(d) Public participation and access shall be required in the development of the methodology and 
in the process of drafting and adoption of the allocation of the regional housing needs. 
Participation by organizations other than local jurisdictions and councils of governments shall be 
solicited in a diligent effort to achieve public participation of all economic segments of the 
community as well as members of protected classes under Section 12955. The proposed 
methodology, along with any relevant underlying data and assumptions, an explanation of how 
information about local government conditions gathered pursuant to subdivision (b) has been 
used to develop the proposed methodology, how each of the factors listed in subdivision (e) is 
incorporated into the methodology, and how the proposed methodology furthers the objectives 
listed in subdivision (e) of Section 65584, shall be distributed to all cities, counties, any 



subregions, and members of the public who have made a written or electronic request for the 
proposed methodology and published on the council of governments’, or delegate subregion’s, 
internet website. The council of governments, or delegate subregion, as applicable, shall 
conduct at least one public hearing to receive oral and written comments on the proposed 
methodology. 
(e) To the extent that sufficient data is available from local governments pursuant to subdivision 
(b) or other sources, each council of governments, or delegate subregion as applicable, shall 
include the following factors to develop the methodology that allocates regional housing needs: 
(1) Each member jurisdiction’s existing and projected jobs and housing relationship. This shall 
include an estimate based on readily available data on the number of low-wage jobs within the 
jurisdiction and how many housing units within the jurisdiction are affordable to low-wage 
workers as well as an estimate based on readily available data, of projected job growth and 
projected household growth by income level within each member jurisdiction during the planning 
period. 
(2) The opportunities and constraints to development of additional housing in each member 
jurisdiction, including all of the following: 
(A) Lack of capacity for sewer or water service due to federal or state laws, regulations or 
regulatory actions, or supply and distribution decisions made by a sewer or water service 
provider other than the local jurisdiction that preclude the jurisdiction from providing necessary 
infrastructure for additional development during the planning period. 
(B) The availability of land suitable for urban development or for conversion to residential use, 
the availability of underutilized land, and opportunities for infill development and increased 
residential densities. The council of governments may not limit its consideration of suitable 
housing sites or land suitable for urban development to existing zoning ordinances and land use 
restrictions of a locality, but shall consider the potential for increased residential development 
under alternative zoning ordinances and land use restrictions. The determination of available 
land suitable for urban development may exclude lands where the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA) or the Department of Water Resources has determined that the 
flood management infrastructure designed to protect that land is not adequate to avoid the risk 
of flooding. 
(C) Lands preserved or protected from urban development under existing federal or state 
programs, or both, designed to protect open space, farmland, environmental habitats, and 
natural resources on a long-term basis, including land zoned or designated for agricultural 
protection or preservation that is subject to a local ballot measure that was approved by the 
voters of that jurisdiction that prohibits or restricts conversion to nonagricultural uses. 
(D) County policies to preserve prime agricultural land, as defined pursuant to Section 56064, 
within an unincorporated area and land within an unincorporated area zoned or designated for 
agricultural protection or preservation that is subject to a local ballot measure that was approved 
by the voters of that jurisdiction that prohibits or restricts its conversion to nonagricultural uses. 
(3) The distribution of household growth assumed for purposes of a comparable period of 
regional transportation plans and opportunities to maximize the use of public transportation and 
existing transportation infrastructure. 
(4) Agreements between a county and cities in a county to direct growth toward incorporated 
areas of the county and land within an unincorporated area zoned or designated for agricultural 
protection or preservation that is subject to a local ballot measure that was approved by the 
voters of the jurisdiction that prohibits or restricts conversion to nonagricultural uses. 
(5) The loss of units contained in assisted housing developments, as defined in paragraph (9) of 
subdivision (a) of Section 65583, that changed to non-low-income use through mortgage 
prepayment, subsidy contract expirations, or termination of use restrictions. 



(6) The percentage of existing households at each of the income levels listed in subdivision (e) 
of Section 65584 that are paying more than 30 percent and more than 50 percent of their 
income in rent. 
(7) The rate of overcrowding. 
(8) The housing needs of farmworkers. 
(9) The housing needs generated by the presence of a private university or a campus of the 
California State University or the University of California within any member jurisdiction. 
(10) The housing needs of individuals and families experiencing homelessness. If a council of 
governments has surveyed each of its member jurisdictions pursuant to subdivision (b) on or 
before January 1, 2020, this paragraph shall apply only to the development of methodologies for 
the seventh and subsequent revisions of the housing element. 
(11) The loss of units during a state of emergency that was declared by the Governor pursuant 
to the California Emergency Services Act (Chapter 7 (commencing with Section 8550) of 
Division 1 of Title 2), during the planning period immediately preceding the relevant revision 
pursuant to Section 65588 that have yet to be rebuilt or replaced at the time of the analysis. 
(12) The region’s greenhouse gas emissions targets provided by the State Air Resources Board 
pursuant to Section 65080. 
(13) Any other factors adopted by the council of governments, that further the objectives listed in 
subdivision (d) of Section 65584, provided that the council of governments specifies which of 
the objectives each additional factor is necessary to further. The council of governments may 
include additional factors unrelated to furthering the objectives listed in subdivision (d) of 
Section 65584 so long as the additional factors do not undermine the objectives listed in 
subdivision (d) of Section 65584 and are applied equally across all household income levels as 
described in subdivision (f) of Section 65584 and the council of governments makes a finding 
that the factor is necessary to address significant health and safety conditions. 
(f) The council of governments, or delegate subregion, as applicable, shall explain in writing how 
each of the factors described in subdivision (e) was incorporated into the methodology and how 
the methodology furthers the objectives listed in subdivision (d) of Section 65584. The 
methodology may include numerical weighting. This information, and any other supporting 
materials used in determining the methodology, shall be posted on the council of governments’, 
or delegate subregion’s, internet website. 
(g) The following criteria shall not be a justification for a determination or a reduction in a 
jurisdiction’s share of the regional housing need: 
(1) Any ordinance, policy, voter-approved measure, or standard of a city or county that directly 
or indirectly limits the number of residential building permits issued by a city or county. 
(2) Prior underproduction of housing in a city or county from the previous regional housing need 
allocation, as determined by each jurisdiction’s annual production report submitted pursuant to 
subparagraph (H) of paragraph (2) of subdivision (a) of Section 65400. 
(3) Stable population numbers in a city or county from the previous regional housing needs 
cycle. 
(h) Following the conclusion of the public comment period described in subdivision (d) on the 
proposed allocation methodology, and after making any revisions deemed appropriate by the 
council of governments, or delegate subregion, as applicable, as a result of comments received 
during the public comment period, and as a result of consultation with the department, each 
council of governments, or delegate subregion, as applicable, shall publish a draft allocation 
methodology on its internet website and submit the draft allocation methodology, along with the 
information required pursuant to subdivision (e), to the department. 
(i) Within 60 days, the department shall review the draft allocation methodology and report its 
written findings to the council of governments, or delegate subregion, as applicable. In its written 
findings the department shall determine whether the methodology furthers the objectives listed 
in subdivision (d) of Section 65584. If the department determines that the methodology is not 



consistent with subdivision (d) of Section 65584, the council of governments, or delegate 
subregion, as applicable, shall take one of the following actions: 
(1) Revise the methodology to further the objectives listed in subdivision (d) of Section 65584 
and adopt a final regional, or subregional, housing need allocation methodology. 
(2) Adopt the regional, or subregional, housing need allocation methodology without revisions 
and include within its resolution of adoption findings, supported by substantial evidence, as to 
why the council of governments, or delegate subregion, believes that the methodology furthers 
the objectives listed in subdivision (d) of Section 65584 despite the findings of the department. 
(j) If the department’s findings are not available within the time limits set by subdivision (i), the 
council of governments, or delegate subregion, may act without them. 
(k) Upon either action pursuant to subdivision (i), the council of governments, or delegate 
subregion, shall provide notice of the adoption of the methodology to the jurisdictions within the 
region, or delegate subregion, as applicable, and to the department, and shall publish the 
adopted allocation methodology, along with its resolution and any adopted written findings, on 
its internet website. 
(l) The department may, within 90 days, review the adopted methodology and report its findings 
to the council of governments, or delegate subregion.  
(m) (1) It is the intent of the Legislature that housing planning be coordinated and integrated 
with the regional transportation plan. To achieve this goal, the allocation plan shall allocate 
housing units within the region consistent with the development pattern included in the 
sustainable communities strategy. 
(2) The final allocation plan shall ensure that the total regional housing need, by income 
category, as determined under Section 65584, is maintained, and that each jurisdiction in the 
region receive an allocation of units for low- and very low income households. 
(3) The resolution approving the final housing need allocation plan shall demonstrate that the 
plan is consistent with the sustainable communities strategy in the regional transportation plan 
and furthers the objectives listed in subdivision (d) of Section 65584. 
(Amended (as amended by Stats. 2018, Ch. 990, Sec. 3.7) by Stats. 2019, Ch. 335, Sec. 4. (AB 139) 
Effective January 1, 2020.) 

65584.05. 
   
(a) At least one and one-half years before the scheduled revision required by Section 65588, 
each council of governments and delegate subregion, as applicable, shall distribute a draft 
allocation of regional housing needs to each local government in the region or subregion, where 
applicable, and the department, based on the methodology adopted pursuant to Section 
65584.04 and shall publish the draft allocation on its internet website. The draft allocation shall 
include the underlying data and methodology on which the allocation is based, and a statement 
as to how it furthers the objectives listed in subdivision (d) of Section 65584. It is the intent of 
the Legislature that the draft allocation should be distributed before the completion of the update 
of the applicable regional transportation plan. The draft allocation shall distribute to localities 
and subregions, if any, within the region the entire regional housing need determined pursuant 
to Section 65584.01 or within subregions, as applicable, the subregion’s entire share of the 
regional housing need determined pursuant to Section 65584.03. 
(b) Within 45 days following receipt of the draft allocation, a local government within the region 
or the delegate subregion, as applicable, or the department may appeal to the council of 
governments or the delegate subregion for a revision of the share of the regional housing need 
proposed to be allocated to one or more local governments. Appeals shall be based upon 
comparable data available for all affected jurisdictions and accepted planning methodology, and 
supported by adequate documentation, and shall include a statement as to why the revision is 



necessary to further the intent of the objectives listed in subdivision (d) of Section 65584. An 
appeal pursuant to this subdivision shall be consistent with, and not to the detriment of, the 
development pattern in an applicable sustainable communities strategy developed pursuant to 
paragraph (2) of subdivision (b) of Section 65080. Appeals shall be limited to any of the 
following circumstances: 
(1) The council of governments or delegate subregion, as applicable, failed to adequately 
consider the information submitted pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 65584.04. 
(2) The council of governments or delegate subregion, as applicable, failed to determine the 
share of the regional housing need in accordance with the information described in, and the 
methodology established pursuant to, Section 65584.04, and in a manner that furthers, and 
does not undermine, the intent of the objectives listed in subdivision (d) of Section 65584. 
(3) A significant and unforeseen change in circumstances has occurred in the local jurisdiction 
or jurisdictions that merits a revision of the information submitted pursuant to subdivision (b) of 
Section 65584.04. Appeals on this basis shall only be made by the jurisdiction or jurisdictions 
where the change in circumstances has occurred. 
(c) At the close of the period for filing appeals pursuant to subdivision (b), the council of 
governments or delegate subregion, as applicable, shall notify all other local governments within 
the region or delegate subregion and the department of all appeals and shall make all materials 
submitted in support of each appeal available on a publicly available internet website. Local 
governments and the department may, within 45 days, comment on one or more appeals. If no 
appeals are filed, the draft allocation shall be issued as the proposed final allocation plan 
pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (e). 
(d) No later than 30 days after the close of the comment period, and after providing all local 
governments within the region or delegate subregion, as applicable, at least 21 days prior 
notice, the council of governments or delegate subregion shall conduct one public hearing to 
consider all appeals filed pursuant to subdivision (b) and all comments received pursuant to 
subdivision (c). 
(e) No later than 45 days after the public hearing pursuant to subdivision (d), the council of 
governments or delegate subregion, as applicable, shall do both of the following: 
(1) Make a final determination that either accepts, rejects, or modifies each appeal for a revised 
share filed pursuant to subdivision (b). Final determinations shall be based upon the information 
and methodology described in Section 65584.04 and whether the revision is necessary to 
further the objectives listed in subdivision (d) of Section 65584. The final determination shall be 
in writing and shall include written findings as to how the determination is consistent with this 
article. The final determination on an appeal may require the council of governments or delegate 
subregion, as applicable, to adjust the share of the regional housing need allocated to one or 
more local governments that are not the subject of an appeal. 
(2) Issue a proposed final allocation plan. 
(f) In the proposed final allocation plan, the council of governments or delegate subregion, as 
applicable, shall adjust allocations to local governments based upon the results of the appeals 
process. If the adjustments total 7 percent or less of the regional housing need determined 
pursuant to Section 65584.01, or, as applicable, total 7 percent or less of the subregion’s share 
of the regional housing need as determined pursuant to Section 65584.03, then the council of 
governments or delegate subregion, as applicable, shall distribute the adjustments 
proportionally to all local governments. If the adjustments total more than 7 percent of the 
regional housing need, then the council of governments or delegate subregion, as applicable, 
shall develop a methodology to distribute the amount greater than the 7 percent to local 
governments. The total distribution of housing need shall not equal less than the regional 
housing need, as determined pursuant to Section 65584.01, nor shall the subregional 
distribution of housing need equal less than its share of the regional housing need as 
determined pursuant to Section 65584.03. 



(g) Within 45 days after the issuance of the proposed final allocation plan by the council of 
governments and each delegate subregion, as applicable, the council of governments shall hold 
a public hearing to adopt a final allocation plan. To the extent that the final allocation plan fully 
allocates the regional share of statewide housing need, as determined pursuant to Section 
65584.01 and has taken into account all appeals, the council of governments shall have final 
authority to determine the distribution of the region’s existing and projected housing need as 
determined pursuant to Section 65584.01. The council of governments shall submit its final 
allocation plan to the department within three days of adoption. Within 30 days after the 
department’s receipt of the final allocation plan adopted by the council of governments, the 
department shall determine if the final allocation plan is consistent with the existing and 
projected housing need for the region, as determined pursuant to Section 65584.01. The 
department may revise the determination of the council of governments if necessary to obtain 
this consistency. 
(h) Any authority of the council of governments to review and revise the share of a city or county 
of the regional housing need under this section shall not constitute authority to revise, approve, 
or disapprove the manner in which the share of the city or county of the regional housing need 
is implemented through its housing program. 
(i) Any time period in subdivision (d) or (e) may be extended by a council of governments or 
delegate subregion, as applicable, for up to 30 days. 
(j) The San Diego Association of Governments may follow the process in this section for the 
draft and final allocation plan for the sixth revision of the housing element notwithstanding such 
actions being carried out before the adoption of an updated regional transportation plan and 
sustainable communities strategy. 
(Amended by Stats. 2019, Ch. 634, Sec. 4. (AB 1730) Effective January 1, 2020.) 

65584.07. 
   
(a) During the period between adoption of a final regional housing needs allocation and the due 
date of the housing element update under Section 65588, the council of governments, 
subregional entity, or the department, whichever assigned the county’s share, shall reduce the 
share of regional housing needs of a county if all of the following conditions are met: 
(1) One or more cities within the county agree to increase its share or their shares in an amount 
equivalent to the reduction. 
(2) The transfer of shares shall only occur between a county and cities within that county. 
(3) The county’s share of low-income and very low income housing shall be reduced only in 
proportion to the amount by which the county’s share of moderate- and above moderate-income 
housing is reduced. 
(4) The council of governments, subregional entity, or the department, whichever assigned the 
county’s share, shall approve the proposed reduction, if it determines that the conditions set 
forth in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) have been satisfied. The county and city or cities proposing 
the transfer shall submit an analysis of the factors and circumstances, with all supporting data, 
justifying the revision to the council of governments, subregional entity, or the department. The 
council of governments or subregional entity shall submit a copy of its decision regarding the 
proposed reduction to the department. 
(b) (1) The county and cities that have executed transfers of regional housing needs pursuant to 
subdivision (a) shall use the revised regional housing need allocation in their housing elements 
and shall adopt their housing elements by the deadlines set forth in Section 65588. 
(2) A city that has received a transfer of a regional housing need pursuant to subdivision (c) 
shall adopt or amend its housing element within 30 months of the effective date of incorporation. 



(3) A county or city that has received a transfer of regional housing need pursuant to subdivision 
(d) shall amend its housing element within 180 days of the effective date of the transfer. 
(4) A county or city is responsible for identifying sites to accommodate its revised regional 
housing need by the deadlines set forth in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3). 
(5) All materials and data used to justify any revision shall be made available upon request to 
any interested party within seven days upon payment of reasonable costs of reproduction 
unless the costs are waived due to economic hardship. A fee may be charged to interested 
parties for any additional costs caused by the amendments made to former subdivision (c) of 
Section 65584 that reduced from 45 to 7 days the time within which materials and data were 
required to be made available to interested parties. 
(c) (1) If an incorporation of a new city occurs after the council of governments, subregional 
entity, or the department for areas with no council of governments, has made its final allocation 
under Section 65584.03, 65584.04, or 65584.06, a portion of the county’s allocation shall be 
transferred to the new city. The city and county may reach a mutually acceptable agreement for 
transfer of a portion of the county’s allocation to the city, which shall be accepted by the council 
of governments, subregional entity, or the department, whichever allocated the county’s share. 
If the affected parties cannot reach a mutually acceptable agreement, then either party may 
submit a written request to the council of governments, subregional entity, or to the department 
for areas with no council of governments, to consider the facts, data, and methodology 
presented by both parties and determine the number of units, by income category, that should 
be transferred from the county’s allocation to the new city. 
(2) Within 90 days after the date of incorporation, either the transfer, by income category, 
agreed upon by the city and county, or a written request for a transfer, shall be submitted to the 
council of governments, subregional entity, or to the department, whichever allocated the 
county’s share. A mutually acceptable transfer agreement shall be effective immediately upon 
receipt by the council of governments, the subregional entity, or the department. A copy of a 
written transfer request submitted to the council of governments shall be submitted to the 
department. The council of governments, subregional entity, or the department, whichever 
allocated the county’s share, shall make the transfer effective within 180 days after receipt of 
the written request. If the council of governments allocated the county’s share, the transfer shall 
be based on the methodology adopted pursuant to Section 65584.04. If the subregional entity 
allocated the subregion’s share, the transfer shall be based on the methodology adopted 
pursuant to Section 65584.03. If the department allocated the county’s share, the transfer shall 
be based on the considerations specified in Section 65584.06. The transfer shall neither reduce 
the total regional housing needs nor change the regional housing needs allocated to other cities 
by the council of governments, subregional entity, or the department. A copy of the transfer 
finalized by the council of governments or subregional entity shall be submitted to the 
department. The council of governments, the subregional entity, or the department, as 
appropriate, may extend the 90-day deadline if it determines an extension is consistent with the 
objectives of this article. 
(d) (1) If an annexation of unincorporated land to a city occurs after the council of governments, 
subregional entity, or the department for areas with no council of governments, has made its 
final allocation under Section 65584.03, 65584.04, or 65584.06, a portion of the county’s 
allocation may be transferred to the city. The city and county may reach a mutually acceptable 
agreement for transfer of a portion of the county’s allocation to the city, which shall be accepted 
by the council of governments, subregional entity, or the department, whichever allocated the 
county’s share. If the affected parties cannot reach a mutually acceptable agreement, then 
either party may submit a written request to the council of governments, subregional entity, or to 
the department for areas with no council of governments, to consider the facts, data, and 
methodology presented by both parties and determine the number of units, by income category, 
that should be transferred from the county’s allocation to the city. 



(2) (A) Except as provided under subparagraph (B), within 90 days after the date of annexation, 
either the transfer, by income category, agreed upon by the city and county, or a written request 
for a transfer, shall be submitted to the council of governments, subregional entity, and to the 
department. A mutually acceptable transfer agreement shall be effective immediately upon 
receipt by the council of governments, the subregional entity, or the department. The council of 
governments, subregional entity, or the department for areas with no council of governments, 
shall make the transfer effective within 180 days after receipt of the written request. If the 
council of governments allocated the county’s share, the transfer shall be based on the 
methodology adopted pursuant to Section 65584.04. If the subregional entity allocated the 
subregion’s share, the transfer shall be based on the methodology adopted pursuant to Section 
65584.03. If the department allocated the county’s share, the transfer shall be based on the 
considerations specified in Section 65584.06. The transfer shall neither reduce the total regional 
housing needs nor change the regional housing needs allocated to other cities by the council of 
governments, subregional entity, or the department for areas with no council of governments. A 
copy of the transfer finalized by the council of governments or subregional entity shall be 
submitted to the department. The council of governments, the subregional entity, or the 
department, as appropriate, may extend the 90-day deadline if it determines an extension is 
consistent with the objectives of this article. 
(B) If the annexed land is subject to a development agreement authorized under subdivision (b) 
of Section 65865 that was entered into by a city and a landowner prior to January 1, 2008, the 
revised determination shall be based upon the number of units allowed by the development 
agreement. 
(3) A transfer shall not be made when the council of governments or the department, as 
applicable, confirms that the annexed land was fully incorporated into the methodology used to 
allocate the city’s share of the regional housing needs. 
(Amended by Stats. 2019, Ch. 844, Sec. 2. (SB 235) Effective January 1, 2020.) 

65584.1. 
   
Councils of government may charge a fee to local governments to cover the projected 
reasonable, actual costs of the council in distributing regional housing needs pursuant to this 
article. Any fee shall not exceed the estimated amount required to implement its obligations 
pursuant to Sections 65584, 65584.01, 65584.02, 65584.03, 65584.04, 65584.05, and 
65584.07. A city, county, or city and county may charge a fee, not to exceed the amount 
charged in the aggregate to the city, county, or city and county by the council of governments, to 
reimburse it for the cost of the fee charged by the council of government to cover the council’s 
actual costs in distributing regional housing needs. The legislative body of the city, county, or 
city and county shall impose the fee pursuant to Section 66016, except that if the fee creates 
revenue in excess of actual costs, those revenues shall be refunded to the payers of the fee. 
(Amended by Stats. 2005, Ch. 595, Sec. 6. Effective January 1, 2006.) 

65584.2. 
   
A local government may, but is not required to, conduct a review or appeal regarding allocation 
data provided by the department or the council of governments pertaining the locality’s share of 
the regional housing need or the submittal of data or information for a proposed allocation, as 
permitted by this article. 
(Added by Stats. 2004, Ch. 227, Sec. 59. Effective August 16, 2004.) 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA - BUSINESS CONSUMER SERVICES AND HOUSING AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIVISION OF HOUSING POLICY DEVELOPMENT 
2020 W. El Camino Avenue, Suite 500 
Sacramento, CA 95833 
(916) 263-2911 / FAX (916) 263-7453 
www.hcd.ca.qov 

August 31, 2021 

Ahron Akimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 

Dear Ahron Hakimi: 

RE: Final Regional Housing Need Determination 

**CORRECTED** 

This letter provides the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) with a Final Regional 
Housing Need Determination. Pursuant to state housing element law (Government Code 
section 65584, et seq.), the Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) 
is required to provide the determination of Kern COG's existing and projected housing 
need. In assessing Kern COG's regional housing need, HCD and Kern COG staff 
completed a consultation process from September 2018 through August 2021 that 
included the methodology, data sources, and time line for HCD's determination of the 
regional housing need. To inform this process, HCD also consulted with Walter Schwarm 
and Doug Kuczynski of the California Department of Finance (DOF) Demographic 
Research Unit. 

Attachment 1 displays the minimum regional housing need determination of 57,650 total 
units across four income categories. Kern COG is to distribute the units amongst the 
region's local governments. Attachment 2 explains the methodology applied pursuant to 
Government Code section 65584.01. In determining Kern COGs housing need, HCD 
considered all the information specified in state housing law (Government Code section 
65584.01 (c)). 

Kern COG is responsible for adopting a methodology for RHNA and RHNA Plan for the 
projection period beginning June 30, 2023, and ending December 31, 2031 . Pursuant to 
Government Code section 65584(d), the methodology to prepare Kern COG's RHNA 
plan must further the following objectives: 

(1) Increasing the housing supply and mix of housing types, tenure, and 
affordability. 

(2) Promoting infill development and socioeconomic equity, protecting 
environmental and agricultural resources, and encouraging efficient 
development patters 

(3) Promoting an improved intraregional relationship between jobs and housing 
(4) Balancing disproportionate household income distributions 
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(5) Affirmatively furthering fair housing 

Pursuant to Government Code section 65584.04(d), to the extent data is available, Kern 
COG shall include the factors listed in Government Code section 65584.04(d)(1-13) to 
develop its RHNA plan. Also, pursuant to Government Code section 65584.04(f), Kern 
COG must explain in writing how each of these factors was incorporated into the RHNA 
plan methodology and how the methodology furthers the statutory objectives described 
above. 

HCD encourages all of Kern COG's jurisdictions to consider the many other affordable 
housing and community development resources available to local governments. HCD's 
programs can be found at https://www.hcd.ca .gov/grants-funding/nofas.shtml. 

HCD commends Kern COG leadership in fulfilling their important role in advancing the 
state's housing, transportation, and environmental goals. HCD looks forward to 
continued partnership with Kern COG and member jurisdictions and assisting Kern COG 
in planning efforts to accommodate the region's share of housing need. 

If HCD can provide any additional assistance, or if you, or your staff, have any questions, 
please contact Tom Brinkhuis, Senior Housing Policy Specialist at (916) 263-6651 or 
tom.brinkhuis@hcd.ca .gov. 

Sincerely, 

Tyrone Buckley 
Assistant Deputy Director of Fair Housing 

Enclosures 



ATTACHMENT 1 

HCD REGIONAL HOUSING NEED DETERMINATION 
Kern COG: June 30, 2023 through December 31, 2031 

Income Categor~ Percent Housing Unit Need 

Very-Low* 25.4% 14,658 

Low 16.2% 9,328 

Moderate 16.1% 9,299 

Above-Moderate 42.3% 24,365 

Total 100.0% 57,650 

* Extremely-Low 13.1% Included in Very-Low Category 

Income Distribution: 
Income categories are prescribed by California Health and Safety Code 
(Section 50093, et. seq.). Percents are derived based on Census/ACS 
reported household income brackets and county median income. 



ATTACHMENT 2 

HCD REGIONAL HOUSING NEED DETERMINATION: 
June 30, 2023 through December 31, 2031 

MethodolOQV 

Kern COG: PROJECTION PERIOD (8.5 years) 
HCD Determined Population, Households, & Housing Unit Need 

Reference Step Taken to Calculate Regional Housing Need Amount 
No. 

1. 
Population: December 31 (DOF June 30 2031 projection 1,033,630 
adjusted+ 6 months to December 31, 2031) 

2. 
- Group Quarters Population: December 31 (DOF June 30 2031 -38,045 
projection adjusted+ 6 months to December 31, 2031) 

3. Household {HH} Population 995,590 
4. Projected Households 311,675 
5. + Vacancy Adjustment (1.65%) +5, 140 
6. + Overcrowdina Adiustment (5.86%) +18,277 
7. + Replacement Adjustment (.5%) +1,558 
8. - Occupied Units (HHs) estimated June 30, 2023 -281,559 
9. + Cost-burden Adjustment +2,536 
Total 6th Cycle Reqional Housinq Need Assessment (RHNA) 57 650 

Detailed background data for this chart available upon request. 

Explanation and Data Sources 

1-4. Population, Group Quarters, Household Population, & Projected Households: 
Pursuant to Gov. Code Section 65584.01, projections were extrapolated from DOF 
projections. Population reflects total persons. Group Quarter Population reflects 
persons in a dormitory, group home, institute, military, etc. that do not require 
residential housing. Household Population reflects persons requiring residential 
housing. Projected Households reflect the propensity of persons within the 
Household Population to form households at different rates based on American 
Community Survey (ACS) trends. 

5. Vacancy Adjustment: HCD applies a vacancy adjustment based on the difference 
between a standard 5% vacancy rate and the region's current "for rent and sale" 
vacancy percentage to determine healthy market vacancies to facilitate housing 
availability and resident mobility. The adjustment is the difference between standard 
5% vacancy rate and the region's current vacancy rate (3.35%) is based on the 2015-
2019 ACS data. For Kern COG, that difference is 1.65%. 

6. Overcrowding Adjustment: In regions where overcrowding is greater than the U.S. 
overcrowding rate of 3.35%, HCD applies an adjustment based on the amount that 
the region's overcrowding rate exceeds the U.S. overcrowding rate. Data is from the 
2015-2019 ACS. For Kern COG, the region 's overcrowding rate (9.21%) is higher 
than the national average (3.35%), resulting in a 5.86% adjustment. 

7. Replacement Adjustment: HCD applies a replacement adjustment from between .5% 
and 5% to the total housing stock based on the current 10-year average of 
demolitions in the region's local government annual reports to Department of Finance 



(DOF). For Kern COG, the 10-year average is .34%, therefore a minimum .5% 
adjustment was applied. 

8. Occupied Units: This figure reflects DO F's estimate of occupied units at the start of 
the projection period (June 30, 2023). 

9. Cost Burden Adjustment: HCD applies an adjustment to the projected need by 
comparing the difference in cost-burden by income group for the region to the cost
burden by income group for the nation. The cost burden rate for lower income 
households in Kern COG is 7 .28% higher than the cost burden rate for lower income 
households in the nation, resulting in a 1,628 unit increase to the lower income 
RHNA. The cost burden rate for moderate and above-moderate income households 
is 2.85% higher than the cost burden rate for those households in the nation, resulting 
in a 931 unit increase to the moderate and above-moderate RHNA. 
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Appendix C 
Public Outreach Summary 

Government Code Section 65584.04(d) states that “public participation and access shall be 
required in the development of the methodology and in the process of drafting and adopting the 
allocation of the regional housing needs.” Kern COG’s public outreach effort for the RHNA 
process encompassed diverse opportunities to obtain public input.  

WORKING GROUPS AND MEMBER JURISDICTIONAL SURVEY 

KERN COG’s Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) served as the working group for 
the RHNA project.  The members represent the County and all the incorporated cities within 
Kern County. The RPAC provided a forum to review and develop recommendations on key 
activities associated with RHNA methodology and accept public/stakeholder input on the RHNA 
project.  Stakeholders were notified and invited to all RPAC meetings related to the RHNA 
project.   Additionally, the Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) and Kern COG 
Board were kept apprised of progress on the development of the draft methodology and 
ultimately held public hearings on the draft and final RHNA Plan. 

August- September 2021- Member Jurisdictional Survey August 25, 2021 – September 8, 2021 

• Member Jurisdictional Survey Findings and Summary Results 
 

September 2021 – Presentations to RPAC and TPPC – RHNA adjustment factors and 
objectives 

• RPAC Agenda, Item VI 

• TPPC Agenda, Item III. M 

 
October 2021 - Present to RPAC and TPPC – Draft RHNA Methodology 

• RPAC Agenda, Item IV 

• TPPC Agenda, Item IV. B 

 
STAKEHOLDER/PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT AND PARTICIPATION  
In accordance with Government Code Section 65584.04(d) community engagement was 
solicited from a diverse group of over 150 stakeholders representing all economic segments of 
the community as well as members of protected classes under Section 12955.  Stakeholders 
including housing providers, housing advocacy/fair housing groups, legal and environmental 
justice organizations, business organizations, the building industry, as well as interested 
community members were all invited to participate.  KERN COG held three stakeholder 
roundtable meetings, including an introductory overview of the RHNA process in January 2020, 
a first draft review of the proposed RHNA methodology, a revised draft methodology, and 
hosted a panel discussion focusing on Kern Housing Concerns and Solutions.  Kern COG also 

https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/Member-Jurisdictional-Survey-Findings-and-Summary-Results.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/08/RPAC_agenda_20210901.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/TPPC_agenda_20210916.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/09/RPAC_agenda_20211006.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/TPPC_agenda_20211021.pdf


surveyed stakeholders and the public1 regarding housing needs and issues to help inform the 
methodology development and draft RHNA Plan that was ultimately submitted for formal review 
by the State Department of Housing and Community Development on December 17, 2021. 
January 22, 2020 – Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting #1 
• Provided an overview of the SCS/RTP and RHNA projects  
August 4, 2021 – Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting #2 
• 6th cycle RHNA introduction and development schedule  
• Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #2 
November 3, 2021 – Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting #3 
• Draft RHNA Methodology – Save the Date 
• Meeting Agenda 
• Draft RHNA Methodology Report – 11-2-21 
• Recording of Meeting: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JehfDf8pgIE  
November 10 – December 10, 2021 – Community Stakeholder Survey 
• Appendix E:  Community Stakeholder Survey Summary and Report 
November 8 – Thursday, December 9, 2021 - Draft RHNA Methodology Public Comment Period  
• Draft Kern 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology – Public Review Document 
• Appendix F:  Written Comment – City of Tehachapi [Activate link to Appendix F] 

KERN COG BOARD PUBLIC HEARING AND FORMAL COMMENT PERIOD 
Finally, the Kern COG Board held a public hearing on November 18, 2021, and held open a 
public comment period from November 8, 2021, through December 9, 2021, to receive input on 
the draft RHNA Plan being submitted for formal review by the State Department of Housing and 
Community Development.   No comments were received at the public hearing and only one 
comment letter in support of the methodology and draft allocations was received from the City of 
Tehachapi during the comment period. 
November 18, 2021 – Public Hearing on Draft RHNA Methodology 
• Agenda (Item V.) 

KERN COG BOARD PUBLIC HEARING ON FINAL RHNA PLAN 
 
July 2022 – Public Hearing and Adoption of Final RHNA Plan 
 
• Agenda (Item ?) Add Item # and link when available from Kern COG 

 

WEBSITE INFORMATION  

Kern COG provided a webpage for the RHNA process.  The webpage includes project 
background material, the RHNA development schedule, methodology report, and public 
participation and contact information.  The website can be found at 
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/ 

 
1 Survey provided in both English and Spanish. 

I 

https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/Roundtable_Agenda_Package_20210804.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/RHNA-Roundtable-Nov-3rd.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/RHNA-Roundtable-Nov-3rd-Agenda.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/Kern_6thRHNA_FrameworkReport_2021_11_2_draft.pdf
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=JehfDf8pgIE
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/12/KCOG-Stakeholder-Survey-Summary-and-Report.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/06/Kern_6thRHNA_FrameworkReport_2021_11_9_draft.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/TPPC_agenda_20211118.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/
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RHNA Member Jurisdiction Survey Results 

California Government Code requires that each Council of Government survey its member 
jurisdictions for information to inform development of the Regional Housing Needs Assessment 
(RHNA) Methodology and Plan. The survey utilized for this study [hereafter referred to as the 
Survey1] contained a series of forty-one questions intended to gather information related to five 
Objectives and fifteen Factors required for consideration. For reference, Government Code § 
65584(d) specifies the following five Objectives all RHNA Plans must further: 

1. Housing Affordability, Equity, Supply, and Mix: Increase housing supply and mix of 
housing types, with the goal of improving housing affordability and equity in all cities and 
counties within the region. 

2. Environmental Justice and Sustainability: Promote infill development and 
socioeconomic equity; protect environmental and agricultural resources; encourage efficient 
development patterns; and achieve greenhouse gas reduction targets. 

3. Jobs-to-Housing Balance: Improve intra-regional jobs-to-housing relationship, including 
the balance between low-wage jobs and affordable housing units for low-wage workers in 
each jurisdiction. 

4. Mixed-Income Communities: Balance disproportionate household income distributions 
(more high-income allocation to lower-income areas, and vice versa). 

5. Fair Housing and Inclusivity: Affirmatively further fair housing to promote fair housing 
choice and foster inclusive communities that are free from discrimination. 

Further, Government Code §65584.04(e) identifies many additional Factors to be considered when 
developing the RHNA methodology, including the following fifteen: 

1. Existing and projected jobs and housing relationship, particularly low-wage jobs and 
affordable housing. 

2. Lack of capacity for sewer or water service due to decisions outside jurisdiction’s control. 
3. Availability of land suitable for urban development. 
4. Lands protected from urban development under existing federal or state programs. 
5. Policies to preserve or protect land from urban development. 
6. Opportunities to maximize use of transit and existing transportation infrastructure. 
7. Policies directing growth toward incorporated areas. 
8. Existing or projected loss of units contained in affordable housing developments. 
9. High housing cost burdens. 
10. The rate of overcrowding. 
11. Housing needs of farmworkers. 
12. Housing needs generated by a university within the jurisdiction. 
13. Housing needs of individuals and families experiencing homelessness. 
14. Units lost during a state of emergency that have yet to be replaced. 
15. The region’s SB 375 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Targets. 

In order to effectively inform the development of the RHNA Plan, the Survey questions elicit 
information regarding actions, issues, and strategies that correspond to the abovementioned 
Objectives and Factors. Responses to the Survey not only help fulfill legal requirements, they also 

 
1 See the Individual Surveys Report for individual responses to the Survey. 
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enhance the ability to effectively identify and address barriers that negatively impact progress toward 
achievement of California’s housing goals. Indeed, the responses provide information to help make 
informed decisions to improve environmental sustainability, the character and quality of the 
community, people’s lives, and the realization of principles of fair housing, diversity, equity, 
inclusivity, and justice.  

Responses 

The Survey was distributed electronically to each of the twelve member agencies of Kern Council of 
Governments [hereafter Kern COG] in July 2021. The following ten members of Kern COG 
responded to the Survey between August and October 2021:2 

1. City of Arvin (2 responses) 
2. City of Bakersfield 
3. City of California City (3 responses) 
4. City of McFarland 
5. City of Ridgecrest 
6. City of Shafter 
7. City of Taft 
8. City of Tehachapi (2 responses) 
9. City of Wasco 
10. Kern County 

  

 
2 This study did not receive responses from the City of Delano or the City of Maricopa within the timeframe 
of the survey. If a jurisdiction submitted multiple survey responses, this study aggregated complete survey 
responses for the jurisdiction and discarded contradictory and duplicative responses from the same 
jurisdiction to individual questions. This study also discarded incomplete survey responses from any 
jurisdiction that also provided a complete survey response. As a result, this study discarded a total of three 
incomplete survey responses, including responses from California City, City of Arvin, and City of Tehachapi; 
however, since each of these jurisdictions submitted more than one response, this study utilized the complete 
survey response for those jurisdictions instead. Additionally, this study aggregated two complete survey 
responses for California City. 
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Summary of Results 

This section considers the responses to each of the substantive questions in the seven-section, forty-
one question Survey.  

Jobs and Housing 

The first section of the Survey, which included the first seven questions, focused on jobs and 
housing. Whereas the first two questions of the survey sought to gather information about the 
respondents, the third question assessed whether the jurisdiction’s Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio, which 
measures the number of lower-wage jobs (jobs with earnings less than $3,333/month) to affordable 
housing units (units with rent less than $1,000/month), matched the jurisdictions perceptions. 
Seventy-five percent (six of eight respondents to this question) indicated that the Jobs-Housing Fit 
Ratio matched the jurisdiction’s perceptions.3 

Figure 1: Concern Over Balance Between Low-Wage Jobs and Affordable Housing 

 

Following up on the third question related to the Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio, the fourth question asked, 
“How significant a concern is the balance of low-wage workers to homes affordable to low-wage 

 

3 The City of Arvin, City of Bakersfield, City of California City, City of McFarland, City of Ridgecrest, and 
City of Wasco indicated that the Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio matched the jurisdiction’s perceptions. Two 
respondents did not see an alignment between the Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio and related perceptions: the City of 
Shafter and the City of Tehachapi. The City of Shafter mentioned that “The general perception of the City is 
the core area which has older and less expensive housing which is more affordable to residents with low-wage 
jobs.” The City of Tehachapi mentioned that, when compared with perception, the ratio seemed high and 
that the “Number of low-wage jobs is relatively low.”  
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workers in your jurisdiction?” As seen in the figure below, one-third of respondents (three of nine) 
indicated that there was a very significant concern and another one-third of respondents indicated 
that there was a somewhat significant concern.4 Whereas six of nine respondents indicated some 
level of significant concern, only one respondent indicated a somewhat insignificant concern.    

In their responses to question five, jurisdictions cited a number of reasons for Jobs-Housing Fit 
Ratios indicating an imbalance between jobs and housing, including costs of housing, a historic lack 
of affordable housing, a competitive housing market, a lack of suitable properties, a lack of services 
needed for housing, a lack of staffing, a lack of housing development, a lack of jobs, a volatile job 
market, low rents, and rent increases.  

Figure 2: Impact of Balance Between Low-Wage Jobs and Affordable Housing 

 

Continuing the analysis of the jurisdictions’ Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio, question six asked jurisdictions 
to analyze the impacts of their ratio. The majority of jurisdictions, sixty percent (six out of ten 
respondents to this question), indicated that their Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio made it difficult for local 
employers to hire and/or retain workers. The second most common impact of the Jobs-Housing Fit 
Ratio, which forty percent of respondents cited, consists of long commutes to jobs outside of the 
jurisdiction. Thirty percent of respondents cited high rates of housing cost burden for residents and 
long commutes into the jurisdiction as impacts resulting from their Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio. The City 

 
4 The City of California City submitted two contradictory responses, “Somewhat significant” and “Somewhat 
insignificant,” which were excluded from this analysis as a result. 
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of Taft indicated that their Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio results in “New industries not related to oil and 
gas struggl[ing] to commit to develop in Taft and utilize the trained oil and gas workers for their 
needs.” Only one out of the ten respondents (ten percent), the City of Wasco, indicated that their 
Jobs-Housing Fit Ratio produced no significant impacts. 

When asked if jobs-housing fit data informs policy decisions in question seven of the Survey, the 
majority of respondents (six out of ten) indicated that it did not. 

Figure 3: Use of Jobs-Housing Fit Data to Inform Policy Decisions 

 

Housing Opportunities and Constraints 

The second section of the Survey, which consisted of questions eight through twelve, focused on 
housing opportunities and constraints. Question eight asked jurisdictions to identify the constraints 
and opportunities for the development of additional housing by 2032 in the jurisdiction. Overall, the 
greatest opportunities recognized by the jurisdictions consist of the availability of vacant land and 
the availability of schools, and the greatest constraints consist of construction costs, project labor 
agreements, and lands protected by federal or state programs. In addition to those, a majority of 
jurisdictions cited availability of parks, sewer capacity, and suitable land availability as opportunities 
or both opportunities and constraints. And a majority of jurisdictions cited availability of 
construction workforce, availability of public or social services, availability of surplus public land, 
financing/funding for affordable housing, impact of climate change and natural hazards, state 
requirements to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), and weak market conditions as constraints or 
both constraints and opportunities. 
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Figure 4: Housing Development Constraints and Opportunities 

Which of the following apply to your jurisdiction as an opportunity and/or a 
constraint for development of additional housing by 2032? 

  Opportunity Constraint Both Total # 
Availability of construction workforce 13% 63% 25% 8 
Availability of parks 63% 38% 0% 8 
Availability of public or social services 22% 67% 11% 9 
Availability of schools 75% 13% 13% 8 
Availability of surplus public land 14% 71% 14% 7 
Availability of vacant land 60% 10% 30% 10 
Availability of water suitable for consumption 44% 44% 11% 9 
Construction costs 0% 100% 0% 10 
County policies to preserve agricultural land 40% 40% 20% 5 
Financing/funding for affordable housing 40% 60% 0% 10 
Impact of climate change and natural hazards 33% 67% 0% 6 

Lands protected by federal or State programs 0% 57% 43% 7 

Project labor agreements 0% 67% 33% 6 
Sewer Capacity 56% 44% 0% 9 
State requirements to reduce VMT 20% 50% 30% 10 
Suitable land availability 56% 33% 11% 9 
Utility connection fees 29% 29% 43% 7 
Weak market conditions 14% 57% 29% 7 

When asked to identify the three greatest opportunities for the development of additional housing 
by 2031 in question nine, the jurisdictions selected the following eight opportunities: 

1. Land availability, including public, suitable, or vacant land (seven of ten respondents selected 
this) 

2. Sewer and/or water availability (five of ten respondents selected this) 
3. Availability of schools (three of ten respondents selected this) 
4. Financing/funding for affordable housing (two of ten respondents selected this) 
5. Availability of parks and recreation programs (one of ten respondents selected this) 
6. Competitive land costs (one of ten respondents selected this) 
7. Competitive utility connection fees (one of ten respondents selected this) 
8. County policies to preserve agricultural land (one of ten respondents selected this) 

Similarly, when asked to identify the three greatest constraints for the development of additional 
housing by 2031 in question ten, the jurisdictions selected the following eight constraints: 

1. Construction costs (five of ten respondents selected this) 
2. Infrastructure, sewer and/or water capacity limits (three of ten respondents selected this) 
3. Land availability, including locally-owned public land, vacant land, or land not owned by the 

federal government, oil companies, or private owners uninterested in development (three of 
ten respondents selected this) 

4. Distance to jobs for residents (two of ten respondents selected this)  
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5. Weak market conditions (two of ten respondents selected this) 
6. Funding (one of ten respondents selected this) 
7. Entitlement process, including CEQA review (one of ten respondents selected this) 
8. Policy (one of ten respondents selected this) 
9. Unavailability of parks and/or open space (one of ten respondents selected this) 
10. Unavailability of public or social services (one of ten respondents selected this) 

The responses demonstrate the significance of the availability of funding, land, and water. 

Six of the eleven respondents to question eight wrote in additional constraints and opportunities. 
The additional constraints include a need for technical assistance, including with identifying suitable 
land, low home values failing to attract developers, a lack of awareness of the jurisdiction among 
developers, building industry association inactivity in the jurisdiction, increased burdens on the 
jurisdiction’s general fund, which is exacerbated by new housing, and, finally, water supply and 
agricultural interests. As an additional opportunity, one jurisdiction highlighted the presence of 
entitled tentative tract maps available for development.  

Figure 5: Primary Affordable Housing Barriers 

 

Question eleven asked jurisdictions to identify the primary obstacles to meeting affordable housing 
goals. Similar to the constraints identified in prior responses, the greatest obstacles include a lack of 
infrastructure, including sewer and water (seventy percent), as well as a lack of funding (sixty 
percent) and a lack of local affordable housing development capacity (sixty percent). 
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Further, forty percent of respondents (four of ten) cited community opposition as a primary barrier 
toward the development of affordable housing. Finally, twenty percent cited other reasons, including 
being landlocked in the case of the City of Arvin and a lack of interested developers in the case of 
the City of Tehachapi. 

The final question of this section, question twelve, of the Survey related to housing opportunities 
and constraints asked jurisdictions to identify what land use policies or strategies they have 
implemented to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

Figure 6: Greenhouse gas emission reduction policies and strategies 

 

The two most commonly utilized strategies, which seven of ten respondents selected, include land 
use changes that encourage a diversity of housing types and/or mixed-use development, as well as 
investment in pedestrian, bicycle, and active transportation infrastructure. Sixty percent of 
respondents to this question (six out of ten) selected encouraging mixed-use development, which 
made it the third most commonly utilized strategy. Half of the jurisdictions responding to this 
question indicated that implementing energy efficiency standards in new construction or retrofits, as 
well as investment in maintaining or improving existing public transportation infrastructure, helped 
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their jurisdiction reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Forty percent of respondents selected 
encouraging development near transit and increasing local employment opportunities to reduce 
commute lengths for residents, and thirty percent selected implementing a Climate Action Plan. 
Whereas only ten percent of jurisdictions selected designating Priority Conservation Areas or 
investment in transit expansion, no jurisdictions selected designating Priority Development Areas. 
Additionally, ten percent of responding jurisdictions (one out of ten), the City of Arvin, selected 
“Other” and indicated that the city had implemented strategies to electrify its fleet and to expand the 
urban tree canopy. 

Housing Affordability and Overcrowding 

The third section of the Survey, which included questions thirteen and fourteen, focused on issues 
of housing affordability and overcrowding in the jurisdictions. Question thirteen presented 
information on the percentage of cost-burdened households in each jurisdiction and asked the 
jurisdictions to explain whether they considered the impacts of high housing costs, including 
mortgage, rents, and other costs associated with housing (e.g., utilities, taxes, insurance), and 
proportions of cost-burdened households. While most jurisdictions provided a yes or no response, 
some also provided additional information. Overall, of the eight jurisdictions that provided a yes or 
no response, five (sixty-two-and-a-half percent) replied yes and three (thirty-seven-and-a-half 
percent) said no.  

Figure 7: Consideration of Housing Cost Impacts on Residents 

The City of McFarland mentioned that the “City has increased their efforts to solve these issues. 
Efforts such as encouraging affordable housing, low-income housing, and applying for new-home 
buyer grant have all been done by the City.” The City of Taft stated that “The cost burden does not 
seem to be impacting our owner-occupied units much. The high percentage of renters paying more 
than 30% may be due to our significant 55+ resident population that is living off of social security 
checks but paying market rate rent.”  

The second and final question in this section, question fourteen, presented information regarding 
“overcrowded” households in each jurisdiction, and it asked the jurisdictions to explain whether 
they considered the impacts of overcrowding on residents in the jurisdiction. Overall, of the seven 
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jurisdictions that provided a yes or no response, four (about fifty-seven percent) replied yes and 
three (about forty-three percent) said no.  

The City of Arvin mentioned that “We are attempting to roll out an ADU program.” The City of 
McFarland stated that “The Census shows that a large percentage of McFarland households are 
made up of extended families and are therefore overcrowded. Affordable housing is encouraged to 
developers to resolve these overcrowding issues.” Further, the City of Taft responded that “Taft has 
always been below the state, county, and regional persons per household and overcrowding rates. 
Taft has never been above 3 persons per household on average.” 

Figure 8: Consideration of Overcrowding Impacts on Residents 
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Question seventeen asked jurisdictions to consider whether any currently unmet housing need 
resulted from postsecondary educational institutions. While one of the ten responding jurisdictions 
was unsure of whether such a need existed, the other nine recognized no such need. 

 
Figure 9: Recognized Need for Farmworker Housing 

 
Question eighteen asked respondents that recognized a currently unmet housing need from 
postsecondary educational institutions to explain the main reasons of the unmet demand. Since none 
of the jurisdictions recognized any such need, question eighteen did not apply. Still, the City of Taft 
noted that “We have a community college in Taft, but it is more of a commuter college for residents 
of Kern County.” 

Figure 10: Recognized Postsecondary Educational Institutions' Housing Needs 

 

Question nineteen asked jurisdictions about whether they collect data on homelessness and demand 
for transitional housing. Of the ten responding jurisdictions, two collected such data, six did not, 
and two were unsure. 
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affordable housing units. Eight of ten responding jurisdictions mentioned that they have not 
experienced such a loss, and the other two stated that they were unsure. 

Figure 11: Collection of Data on Homelessness and Transitional Housing Need 

 

Question twenty asked jurisdictions to provide an estimate for the local homeless population and 
corresponding need for transitional housing if the jurisdiction collected such data. The City of Arvin 
stated that “We have about 25 homeless people in the community.” Further, the other jurisdiction 
collecting such data, Kern County, reported “over 1700 unhoused individuals with over 18,000 
people on waiting list for permanent housing.” Finally, the City of Wasco mentioned that “The City 
of Wasco does not collect data on homelessness within the jurisdiction. However, the City 
participates in the annual point in time homeless census count. The 2020 point in time count 
identified a total of 9 homeless individuals in Wasco.” 

Figure 12: Experience of Loss of Assisted Housing Developments in Prior Decade 

 

Question twenty-two asked jurisdictions that experienced a loss of units in assisted housing 
developments in the prior decade to estimate how many such units were lost. Since no jurisdictions 
indicated that they had lost any such units, question twenty-two did not apply.  
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Question twenty-three asked jurisdictions to indicate whether they anticipate any loss of assisted 
housing development units in the next decade. Eight of ten responding jurisdictions mentioned that 
they do not anticipate such a loss, one does anticipate a loss, and one was unsure. 

Question twenty-four asked jurisdictions that anticipated a loss of units in assisted housing 
developments in the next decade to estimate how many such will be lost and why. The one 
jurisdiction that anticipated a loss, Kern County, indicated that it is unknown how many units will be 
lost or why. 

Figure 13: Anticipated Loss of Assisted Housing Development Units in Next Decade 

 

Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing 

The fifth section of the Survey, which included questions twenty-five through thirty-four, focused 
on issues related to affirmatively furthering fair housing. Question twenty-five asked jurisdictions to 
indicate whether they have an analysis of impediments to fair housing choice or an assessment of 
fair housing due to U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) requirements. 
Whereas seventy percent (seven out of ten respondents) of jurisdictions indicated that they did not 
have an analysis of impediments to fair housing choice or an assessment of fair housing, thirty 
percent do have such an analysis or assessment. 

Question twenty-six asked jurisdictions for the year of their latest General Plan update. Whereas the 
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for an upcoming comprehensive update of a General Plan that has not been updated since 2002, 
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asked for the year of the last update to the General Plan’s Housing Element. Whereas most 
respondents indicated that their last update to their Housing Element occurred in 2015, one 
jurisdiction indicated that it was last updated in 2018 and another indicated 2016.  
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Figure 14: Analysis of Impediments to Fair Housing Choice or Assessment of Fair Housing 

 

Question twenty-eight asked if the jurisdiction’s General Plan has an environmental justice/social 
equity chapter or otherwise integrates environmental justice/social equity. Whereas half of the ten 
responding jurisdictions indicated that they have not integrated environmental justice/social equity 
in their General Plan, ten percent (one out of ten) indicate that they do, and another forty percent 
indicate that their jurisdiction is in the process of integrating environmental justice/social equity in 
their General Plan. 

Figure 15: Environmental Justice/Social Equity in General Plan 
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General Plan and another forty percent indicated that they integrated environmental justice/social 
equity in a chapter and throughout the General Plan. 

Figure 16: Environmental Justice/Social Equity Integration in General Plan 

 

Question thirty asked about data sources maintained or utilized to assess fair housing issues. Of the 
nine respondents, most jurisdictions utilized publicly available datasets (seven out of nine) and a 
majority (five out of nine) also utilize data provided by HUD. Two out of nine respondents utilize 
data collected by community-based organizations, and another three out of nine respondents utilize 
other data sources, including permits and a Housing Element assessment.  

Figure 17: Data Sources for Fair Housing Issues 
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Question thirty-one asked jurisdictions to identify important data points to consider for affirmatively 
furthering environmental justice and fair housing. The City of Arvin called for the analysis of “the 
availability of land. This has been a consistent impediment in moving forward on an affordable 
housing project.” The City of California City mentioned the need to consider “More housing and 
apartment stock.” The City of Taft recognized a need to consider “[t]echnical assistance and 
guidance on how to assess and address equity, environmental justice, and Affirmatively Furthering 
Fair Housing.” 

Question thirty-two asked jurisdictions to identify the outreach activities utilized to foster 
community participation in planning related to fair housing. Most respondents, including six out of 
nine responding jurisdictions, indicated that they utilize public hearings to encourage community 
participation in planning related to fair housing. Three out of nine responding jurisdictions selected 
online forum/meeting, town halls, or other methods. Of the other methods utilized, jurisdictions 
mentioned community meetings. Two out of nine respondents provide open houses to encourage 
community participation, and one out of nine respondents utilize resident focus groups or resident 
surveys. No respondents utilize stakeholder group consultation as a method to encourage 
community participation in planning processes related to fair housing. 

Figure 18: Community Outreach Activities for Participation in Fair Housing Planning Processes 
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housing planning. The City of Arvin mentioned a goal of “[c]ollaboration with EJ groups and 
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Shafter identified a goal of “[i]ncreased public participation in the process. With the AB617 and EJ 
Element meetings and workshops held over the past year or so, more community members and 
groups have become engaged in the process so the next Housing Element cycle is anticipated to 
result in more input from the community.” The City of Wasco described prior efforts, including that 
the “City's most recent efforts in this arena were to gather input from residents living in a 224 unit 
affordable farm labor housing development located in a heavy industrial zone and separated from 
the rest of the community by a BNSF main line. Residents were asked to comment regarding 
relocation of the housing complex to an appropriately zoned new site adjacent to a new school and 
other commercial and public services. Residents were asked to comment on the relocation as well as 
the design of the new housing.” The City of Cathedral City indicated no goals, the City of Taft 
stated that “We are not in the process,” the City of Tehachapi recognized that they are “[i]n 
process,” and the City of McFarland mentioned goals of “[c]ommunity meetings, surveys, and 
events.” Question thirty-four asks jurisdictions to indicate their level of success at achieving goals 
for community participation in fair housing planning. Whereas sixty percent of respondents (three 
out of five) indicated that they were successful (one out of five) or somewhat successful (two out of 
five), forty percent indicated that they were somewhat unsuccessful (two out of five). 

Figure 19: Success of Goals for Community Participation in Fair Housing Planning 
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contributing to fair housing issues. Sixty percent of responding jurisdictions (six out of ten) indicate 
that “[c]reation and retention of high-quality jobs” contributes to fair housing issues. Half of 
jurisdictions (five out of ten) recognized the “[r]ange of job opportunities available” as contributing 
to fair housing issues, and forty percent of responding jurisdictions (four out of ten) recognized the 
following factors as contributing to fair housing issues: “CEQA and the land use entitlement 
process,” “[a]ccess to healthcare facilities and medical services,” “[a]vailability, frequency, and 
reliability of public transit,” and “[l]ocation of affordable housing.” Further, thirty percent of 
responding jurisdictions selected the following factors: “[c]ommunity opposition to proposed or 
existing developments,” “[a]ccess to grocery stores and healthy food options,” “[l]ocation of 
employers,” “[a]ccess to financial services,” “[d]eteriorated or abandoned properties,” and 
“Zoning/Land Use restrictions (density/intensity/ height limits, parking requirements, minimum lot 
size).” Additionally, twenty percent of responding jurisdictions identified the following factors: 
“Municipal or State services and amenities,” “Residential real estate steerings,” and “The availability 
of affordable units in a range of sizes (especially larger units),” “[o]ther.” When describing the other 
factors contributing to fair housing issues in the jurisdiction, respondents mentioned that “the City 
struggles to create and retain high-quality jobs for a number of reasons including lack of 
infrastructure and lack of a quality, trained workforce (education). If the City can focus on 
improving these things, incomes will rise and additional housing choices will be available to our 
residents.” 

Figure 20: Factors Contributing to Fair Housing Issues in Jurisdiction 
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Question thirty-six asked jurisdictions to identify factors that could act as barriers to the production 
of more types of affordable housing in high opportunity areas.  

Figure 21: Barriers to Production of More Affordable Housing Types in High Opportunity Areas 
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opposition” present barriers to the production of more affordable housing types in high opportunity 
areas. Further, forty percent of responding jurisdictions selected “[l]ack of fair housing education” as 
a barrier, and thirty percent of responding jurisdictions selected “Zoning/Land Use restrictions 
(density/intensity/ height limits, parking requirements, minimum lot size)” and/or “[o]ther” factors 
as barriers. When describing the other factors acting as barriers, jurisdictions mentioned a “[l]ack of 
land.” Twenty percent of responding jurisdictions (two out of ten) cited “[d]iscrimination in the 
housing market and “[l]ack of market demand” as barriers, and ten percent (one out of ten) cited 
“[u]nresolved violations of fair housing or civil rights laws” as a barrier.  
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Fair Housing Goals and Actions 

The seventh and final section of the Survey, which focuses on fair housing goals and actions, 
consists of questions thirty-seven through forty-one. Question thirty-seven asks jurisdictions to 
identify actions taken to overcome historical patterns of segregation or to remove barriers to equal 
housing opportunity. Seventy-five percent of responding jurisdictions (six out of eight) indicated 
that the following actions were either in use, under consideration for use, or potentially of interest 
for use in the jurisdiction: “[e]nsuring affirmative marketing of affordable housing is targeted to all 
segments of the community,” “[l]and use changes to allow a greater variety of housing types,” 
“[s]upport for affordable housing development near transit,” and/or “[s]upport for the development 
of larger affordable housing units that can accommodate families (2- and 3-bedroom units, or 
larger).” With half of responding jurisdictions utilizing them (four out of eight), the most widely 
used steps include “[e]nsuring affirmative marketing of affordable housing is targeted to all segments 
of the community” and/or “[s]upport for the development of larger affordable housing units that 
can accommodate families (2- and 3-bedroom units, or larger).”  

Over sixty-two percent of responding jurisdictions (five out of eight) indicated that the following 
actions were either in use, under consideration for use, or potentially of interest for use in the 
jurisdiction: “[s]treamlining entitlements processes and/or removing development fees for 
affordable housing construction” and/or “Support for the development of affordable housing for 
special needs populations (seniors, the disabled, those experiencing homelessness, those with mental 
health and/or substance abuse issues, etc.).” Half of jurisdictions (four) recognized the following as 
actions taken, under consideration, or of interest: “[d]edicated local funding source for affordable 
housing development,” “[e]xploring partnerships with Community Development Financial 
Institutions, large regional employers, and investors to add to the financial resources available for the 
creation and preservation of deed-restricted affordable housing units,” “[f]unding rehabilitation and 
accessibility improvements for low-income homeowners,” “[f]unding and supporting outreach 
services for homeowners and renters at risk of losing their homes and/or experiencing fair housing 
impediments,” and/or “[s]upport for the development of affordable housing on publicly owned 
land.” Finally, over thirty-seven percent (three of eight) selected “[p]roviding financial support or 
other resources for low-income home buyers” and twenty-five percent selected “[i]mplementing a 
rent stabilization policy and staffing a rent stabilization board.” 

The most widely used actions to overcome historical patterns of segregation or to remove barriers to 
equal housing opportunity include “Support for the development of larger affordable housing units 
that can accommodate families (2- and 3-bedroom units, or larger)” and “Ensuring affirmative 
marketing of affordable housing is targeted to all segments of the community,” which fifty percent 
of responding jurisdictions (four out of eight) indicated as being in use. Further, fifty percent of 
jurisdictions (four out of eight) indicate that there is interest in “Streamlining entitlements processes 
and/or removing development fees for affordable housing construction.” Further, three responding 
jurisdictions selected “Other” actions, including “TA and boots on the ground support” and “the 
relocation of 224 affordable rental units from a heavy industrial zone separated from the community 
by a BNSF mainline. The new units are located adjacent to a new school and in close proximity to 
recreation amenities and commercial services.” 
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Figure 22: Actions to Overcome Segregation or Remove Barriers to Equal Housing Opportunity 
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Question thirty-eight asks jurisdictions to indicate their level of success in achieving goals for 
overcoming historical patterns of segregation or removing barriers to equal housing opportunity. 
Over sixty-two percent of responding jurisdictions (five out of eight) indicated that they were 
“[s]omewhat successful” and another twenty-five percent indicated that there were successful. 
Whereas a total of eighty-seven-and-a-half percent of responding jurisdictions indicated some level 
of success at achieving goals for overcoming historical patterns of segregation or removing barriers 
to equal housing opportunity, twelve-and-a-half percent of responding jurisdictions indicated that 
prior actions have been “[u]nsuccessful at achieving goals for overcoming historical patterns of 
segregation or removing barriers to equal housing opportunity. 

Figure 23: Success of Actions to Overcome Segregation or Removing Barriers to Equal Housing Opportunity 

 

Question thirty-nine asked jurisdictions to explain their success or lack of success at overcoming 
historical patterns of segregation or removing barriers to equal housing opportunity. The City of 
Arvin explained their somewhat successful outcomes by stating that “We have thoroughly reviewed 
our Housing Element for Environmental Justice and have gathered a list of tasks to be considered 
for implementation.” Further, the City of Shafter explained their somewhat successful outcomes and 
mentioned that “The City has made an effort to provide a balance of entry level and move-up 
housing throughout the community in an effort to broaden opportunities for everyone within the 
City.” Finally, the City of Tehachapi explained their success at achieving goals for overcoming 
historical patterns of segregation or removing barriers to equal housing opportunity by noting that 
they “added effective low-income housing in recent years” that they “also have a general housing 
shortage that if addressed, will help free up more units for low-income.” 

Question forty asked jurisdictions to identify policies, programs, or actions used to prevent or 
mitigate the displacement of low-income households in the jurisdiction. Seventy-five percent (six out 
of eight) responding jurisdictions engage in “[p]romoting streamlined processing of ADUs” in order 
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to prevent or mitigate the displacement of low-income households. Half of responding jurisdictions 
(four out of eight) utilize “[r]ehabilitation grants,” twenty-fice percent use “[l]ong term covenants, 
and twelve-and-a-half percent utilize “[r]ent stabilization/rent control,” “[f]oreclosure assistance,” 
“[f]air housing legal services,” and/or “[r]elocation assistance.” None of the responding jurisdictions 
utilize “[m]obile home rent control” or “[h]ousing counseling” to prevent or mitigate the 
displacement of low-income households.  

Figure 24: Methods Used To Prevent or Mitigate Displacement of Low-Income Households 

 

Finally, question forty-one, the last question of the Survey, asked respondents to identify public 
outreach strategies used to reach disadvantaged communities. The majority of responding 
jurisdictions (four out of seven) utilize school partnerships and a “[v]ariety of venues to hold 
community meetings” in order to reach disadvantaged communities. Nearly forty-three percent of 
responding jurisdictions (three out of seven) reported utilizing partnerships with advocacy/non-
profit organizations and/or health institutions. Over twenty-eight percent of responding 
jurisdictions (two out of seven) selected [i]ncreased mobile phone app engagement” and “Other,” 
such as “[o]ffering food and child care during public outreach,” as public outreach strategies, and 
over fourteen percent of responding jurisdictions (one out of seven) identified “[d]oor-to-door 
interactions” as a public outreach strategy used to reach disadvantaged communities. 
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Figure 25: Public Outreach Strategies to Reach Disadvantaged Communities 
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APPENDIX E - COMMUNITY STAKEHOLDER 
SURVEYS (ENGLISH AND SPANISH) 

 



Report for Kern COG Stakeholder
Survey

Completion Rate: 90.6%

 Complete 58

 Partial 6

Totals: 64

Response Counts

1



1. What are the three most important factors influencing your housing
choice (pick up to 3):
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Value  Percent Responses

Affordability 80.0% 48

Being near childcare or day care 3.3% 2

Being near family and/or friends 18.3% 11

Being near parks, recreation opportunities, gyms, etc. 30.0% 18

Being near schools 25.0% 15

Being near shopping, restaurants, entertainment, etc. 16.7% 10

Being near work 43.3% 26

Housing type - Please specify: (e.g., single-family, townhome,
condominium, apartment, or something else).

45.0% 27

Specify other factor(s): 25.0% 15
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Housing type - Please specify: (e.g., single-family, townhome,
condominium, apartment, or something else). Count

single family 5

single-family 5

Duplex 1

Market rate housing 1

More density in general. In particular, missing-middle multi-family types such as
four-plex, cottage court, and 2-4 story buildings. No new single-family.

1

Single Family 1

Single family 1

Single family hone 1

Single-family 1

Single-family neighborhood 1

Tiny home/off-grid sustainable living. 1

single familuy 1

Totals 20

3



Specify other factor(s): Count

2. being in a safe neighborhood. 3. Being pet friendly (many rentals are not) 1

All of them 1

Meeting the "qualifications" to rent a home isn't realistic anymore. The income
limits and qualifications is tough.

1

Neighborhood 1

Neighborhood Intangibles 1

Non- low income 1

Not in California 1

Safe Neighborhoods 1

Safe, crime-free environment for our children. 1

Walkability both in distance and infrastructure to be able to reach jobs and
amenities. No cars or parking needed.

1

actual residency to support family/community priorities 1

community safety, willingness to work w/ bad or no credit, and allowing pets 1

near church or entities of involvement 1

rural area 1

safe neighborhood for children to play 1

Totals 15

4



2. What forms of housing do you believe are most needed in your
community? (Pick 2)
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available for
rent)

Condominiums,
townhomes
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option that is
usually less
costly than
individual
homes)
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fourplexes (can
provide more

affordable
rentals)

Individual
homes (usually
most expensive
form of housing)

Other (please
specify):
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Value  Percent Responses

Accessory Dwelling Units (units can be available for rent or
used by family members)

20.0% 12

Apartments, flats (units available for rent) 36.7% 22

Condominiums, townhomes (ownership option that is usually
less costly than individual homes)

35.0% 21

Duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes (can provide more affordable
rentals)

48.3% 29

Individual homes (usually most expensive form of housing) 35.0% 21

Other (please specify): 13.3% 8

5
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Other (please specify): Count

I'm not qualified enough to answer this but Leadership Counsel and Faith in the
Valley is.

1

Off-grid/tiny-home. 1

Ranchettes 1

Senior Citizen housing 1

To serve the need of the working families 1

gated communities 1

migrant temporary harvester multi-family concentrations 1

none 1

Totals 8

6



3. In your opinion, what are the three most critical housing issues facing
your city or county? (Pick 3)
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Value  Percent Responses

High home prices 28.3% 17

High rents 45.0% 27

Homelessness 43.3% 26

Inadequate infrastructure (e.g., roads, water) 21.7% 13

Lack of affordable housing (ownership) 35.0% 21

Lack of affordable housing (rental) 50.0% 30

NIMBYism (Residents opposed to new housing near them) 16.7% 10

Overcrowding 5.0% 3

Poor condition of existing housing 25.0% 15

Other (please specify): 13.3% 8

7
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Other (please specify): Count

All of them except homelessness, Kern counties and cities are the reason
homelessness exists, they have not provided enough resources for our unhoused
members.

1

Lack of any new houasing for years!! 1

Lack of any new single family housing in over 30-years 1

Lack of diversity in types of new housing being produced 1

Lack of employment oportunitys 1

Lack of new housing options, few or no new houses, apartments, condos being built 1

high development fees causing the housing prices to go up 1

scatterbrain and lack of long range planning, haphazard conditional usage
allowances

1

Totals 8

8



4. Are you aware of any special types of housing needed in your
community?  (Check all that apply)
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Value  Percent Responses

Farmworkers 38.3% 23

Large families 28.3% 17

People experiencing homelessness 63.3% 38

People with disabilities, including developmental disabilities
(e.g., Supportive housing)

40.0% 24

Seniors 35.0% 21

Single parent headed households 51.7% 31

Students 28.3% 17

Specify other(s): 13.3% 8

Not aware of any 8.3% 5
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Specify other(s): Count

Empoloyees of local businesses who must now commute to work here 1

Foster Children aged out of the system 1

Housing accessible to young adults trying to date or live independently. Everything
is oriented around families but no options for single people like studios or 1
bedrooms close to urban centers.

1

Low income 1

The working class that would like to live here in a nice single family
home/neighborhood

1

There is a large number of slum lords in kern county and past evictions is a big
issue trying to find a home. Some follks have the money to pay rent but because of
housing qualifications it actually contributes to homelessness in our city and not
everyone is open to shelters.. some rather be out in the streets. We need a middle
ground?

1

a lack of understanding the complexity of homelessness 1

small acerage 1

Totals 8

10



5. My community needs better _____________ (pick all that apply).
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Educational opportunities
(e.g., libraries, schools,
trade schools, colleges,

tutoring, etc.)

Job/employment
opportunities

Transportation/transit
options and/or frequency

of service

Other (please specify):
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Value  Percent Responses

Educational opportunities (e.g., libraries, schools, trade
schools, colleges, tutoring, etc.)

60.3% 35

Job/employment opportunities 72.4% 42

Transportation/transit options and/or frequency of service 72.4% 42

Other (please specify): 24.1% 14
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Other (please specify): Count

Affordable skilled trade schools 1

Bike and walking paths 1

DO NOT GIVE US MORE fossil fuel/big ag/law enforcement jobs, we need jobs that
actually prioritizes care for our communities without perpetuating white
supremacy and racial capitalism

1

HOUSING!! 1

Regional planning congruent with future water availability 1

Transportation for people with disabilities in east bakersfield and for the seniors.I
helped alot of people get food or walk them to the store because of tranportation
issues. There is a lack of respect and communication for people like this or with
special needs

1

Walkable neighborhoods. Everything is dependent on owning a car, which is like a
tax that only gives pollution in return.

1

We have plenty on well paying jobs with no homes for these people to live in so
they are forced to commute

1

better common sense when cpprdinating transportation modes and vehicles used 1

community action participation in administration of city hall 1

entertainment options, museums 1

housing options for people that own pets 1

parks, green areas, and community gardens 1

Totals 13

12



6. What community do you currently reside in? (Please pick one from the
drop-down menu.)

2% Arvin2% Arvin

68% Bakersfield68% Bakersfield

6% California City6% California City

4% Maricopa4% Maricopa

8% Ridgecrest8% Ridgecrest

2% Shafter2% Shafter

2% Taft2% Taft

9% Unincorporated County9% Unincorporated County

Value  Percent Responses

Arvin 1.9% 1

Bakersfield 67.9% 36

California City 5.7% 3

Maricopa 3.8% 2

Ridgecrest 7.5% 4

Shafter 1.9% 1

Taft 1.9% 1

Unincorporated County 9.4% 5

  Totals: 53
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7. My housing is:
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rented provided for me owned (with or without mortgage)
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Value  Percent Responses

rented 29.1% 16

provided for me 1.8% 1

owned (with or without mortgage) 69.1% 38
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ResponseID Response

18 4

20 5

21 2

22 2

23 2

24 0ne

25 4

26 2

27 1

29 one, next to a group home

30 2

31 4

32 2

33 1

8. Counting yourself, how many individuals live in your household?
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6

7
group
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15



34 5

35 2

36 2

38 6

40 3

41 2

42 4

43 2

44 3

48 8

49 2

50 One

51 2

52 4

53 3

54 4

55 3

56 3

57 2

58 2

59 3

60 1

61 4

62 1

ResponseID Response
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63 1

64 2

65 5

66 7

67 3

68 3

69 2

70 2

71 4

73 4

74 5

75 3

77 1

78 3

79 2

80 4

81 2

ResponseID Response
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9. If you commute to work, on average (prior to COVID), how long does
your commute take (one way)?
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0 -15 minutes 16-30 minutes 31-45 minutes 46-60 minutes 61+ minutes
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Value  Percent Responses

0 -15 minutes 54.9% 28

16-30 minutes 33.3% 17

31-45 minutes 5.9% 3

46-60 minutes 2.0% 1

61+ minutes 3.9% 2

18
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ResponseID Response

20 Increase collaboration with affordable housing developers and use funds to
support infrastructure development that will facilitate housing
development.

21 In-fill development.

22 Eliminate segregation by uses. Allow homes over shops. Get rid of pointless
restrictions like parking requirements, floor area ratios, setback restrictions,
height limits and other barriers to density. In short, more freedom to build
and less obstruction from unelected bureaucrats. Also, stop making things
less walkable. No new freeways, narrower streets, fewer cars. Allow building
up rather than making sprawl the only viable option for development.

23 We in the IWV do not have the water resources to support any new housing
for anybody.

24 Mojave has been red-lined for decades. Most of the people who work here
commute to work here. Also, we should be able to list where we live, not be
listed under "unincorporated cities."

25 Require large employers moving to the area to include workforce housing
options or contribute to an affordable housing trust fund.

26 Provide economic incentives to complex developers if they dedicate a
percentage of the number of apartments in a complex to accept Section 8
vouchers.

10. What should the cities, the County, and other housing organizations
do to promote the construction of affordable housing?

housing
affordable

peoplecommunity

developmentcities

other city communities

county

grants

infrastructureareas

building

home
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land

needed

or

property

provideapartmentsbarriers

build
buildings

19



27 Need to promote the construction of ALL housing. Kern County is already
generally affordable. There is a need for new housing options from first time
renters/owners of smaller/average sized SFR, apartment, and condos.

29 The idea of "giving" housing to those who can't afford it reveals the age-old
government and housing mentality that has produced more blight and
unmaintained ghettos than answers for the so-called homeless. The open
border stupidiity of the current federal "ruling class' cannot do anything but
complicate the housing issue as they arbitrarily transport illegals into
communities all over the nation. To give thousands of dollars to these
people is never an answer to their third-world impoverished condition, and
the economic policies that are trying to push America into a one world global
situation will destroy the US. Add to that the "green" efforts to drastically
move us to a non-fossil fuel society is worse than insanity and completely
neglects the needs of the military and most other government service
elements. AFFORDABLE HOUSING IS THE LEAST OF THE NEEDS OF KERN
COUNTY AND ITS CITIES AND COMMUNITIES.

31 Surveys, community meetings, media i formación

32 Lots of old housing and lots which could be re-zoned for duplexes or tri-
plexes in older neighborhoods to revitalize instead of constantly building
new. Lots of huge, vacant buildings which could be re-zoned and repurposed
for shelters, apartments, housing for people with care needs instead of
building new.

33 Allow for mixed housing types; apartments, condos, and single family
dwellings in the same areas. Stop creating suburban single family home
tracts.

34 Put a limit on the amount / property investors buy,

35 Federal grants and private/public partnerships

36 policies that support affordable housing development such as inclusionary
zoning

38 Offer assistance with credit improvements, assistance with down payment
for home ownership, more habitat for humanity opportunities

40 Infill and rehab run down areas and put in place mass transit with hubs for
important areas of the city

41 Be more Developer friendly.

43 Affordable housing is not cheap. At 300K per unit, local municipalities cannot
shoulder the costs. The state is the key.

ResponseID Response
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44 Allow safe, affordably-permitted construction of offgrid and tiny home
options.

48 make housing more affordable to the needed community specially in the
rural areas of Kern,

49 Good HOA so, if low housing, it doesn't become a junk yard.

50 Challenge the actual needs as defined by the state and federal housing
commissions. Much is unknown regarding the basid needs of communities in
fostering new housing vs upgrades to housing levels already here. Other
factors include: Crime (substance, theft, noise, traffic); abuse of legislation
(ignorance of specifics in agendas, expenditures, public works, admin);
indifference due to non-resident city managers, administration personnel,
long-standing manipulators with unknown resumes & biographies;
dependence on grants (fed, state, other) for budget; infrastructure monitors
(pub wks); & more . . .

51 Grants, public/private partnerships

52 PROMOTE the well paying jobs in our community with a lack of single family
homes for those people to own and rent. 95 % of the people that work at the
Mojave Air and Spaceport estimated to be 2500, commute to work. A major
reason is lack of single family homes.

53 Take money away from the police, and give it back to the community
members, lack of resources is what keeps us unsafe. Counties and cities
might say "oh wow we're giving 5 million to housing this year, which is more
than we did last year" *cough* Bakersfield *cough* ...while departments like
bakersfield police department got over 130 million to do nothing but enforce
racial capitalism and white supremacy. Police will not give our community
members housing, food, healthcare or more. We must prioritize building
affordable housing and other needed resources before giving a CENT to law
enforcement at all.

54 Educate ignorant "Not in my Backyard" residents and fund/supplement rent
for low income families. Especially single parents. Zone to have homes
changed into duplexes! Help homeowners of large homes modify them into
duplexes. Sponsor more townhomes.

55 Rent caps. People should not be able to rent above market values.

57 Provide financial subsidies, in the form of grants or sweat equity toward
down payments to first time home buyers

ResponseID Response
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58 The cities, the County, and other housing organizations should provide safe
and accommodating housing to the homeless as well as those at risk of
being evicted for little to no cost. This housing should be without barriers,
should allow pets, and should also provide storage for people. The County's
and the cities' budgets are deplorable especially considering that the County
gave KCSO about $248,000,000, and that Bakersfield city gave $186,500,000
to BPD, funds that did not need to see an increase while our communities
are rattled by systemic problems that create crime, homelessness, and
rundown communities. The cities & the County need to start putting citizens
first instead of corporations, private interests, private property, and real
estate moguls.

59 just do it yall

61 Purchase and renovate condemned homes/land. Open it up to public input
for usage

62 The County and small Cities should work together to bring affordable
housing to outlying communities

63 I would rather not see new housing in California City We don't have the
infrastructure to support the number of people living here now

64 They should put less money and availability to commercial lots and instead
use those spaces to provide apartment housing for the homeless and other
folks who are disenfranchised. They should improve the quality and safety of
streets. They should make communities as walkable as possible. They should
revamp existing vacant rental buildings with vacancies upwards of 3 years,
especially vacant commercial properties, and make them into affordable
housing for community members. Remove barriers to homeless folks seeking
housing-- provide actual STORAGE for their belongings, allow their pets, etc.

66 In our community there needs to be an acknowledgement of the housing
crisis first and foremost and only then can action be taken to solve the
issues that lower income families face in finding affordable housing.

67 Examine existing commercial vacancies to determine if they would be
appropriate for re-zoning and re-purposing, if this would be more cost
effective than constructing new buildings. Offer and advertise incentives for
participating in affordable housing. At a local level, needs need to be
appropriately advocated for at the county, state, and national levels to
ensure any grants or programs our community could benefit from are sought
out.

ResponseID Response
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68 Enforce building and occupancy codes rigorously. Plan for ALL infrastructure
and needed resources (and funding for maintenance so as not to tax the
already existing property owners). Protect existing developments' manner of
privacy, land use, and style of living. Protect agricultural and farm use and
resist housing (and commercial) 'developments' that would cause
neighboring property use conflicts. Strongly think ahead: where will the
water needed come from and at what cost; what will the transportation
needs be - roads, energy sources needed); will there be adequate
employment and income to maintain both existing and proposed population
growth; is 'affordable housing' construction really even a realistic endeavor?

69 Tax incentives to developers of affordable housing projects.

73 Rents are too high, and not enough available. I know too many people who
can't find affordable housing. Raising minimum wage doesn't help. Give
perks, tax cuts, etc. to landlords who rent to local folks first, that keep costs
under a $1000 per month.

74 Cities should stop allowing sfh development and require more dense housing
with better trails, bicycle infrastructure, sidewalks, and essentially make it
much easier to not drive. We are a flat city (for the most part) and its sad
how little people utilize active modes of transportation and how unhealthy
we are collectively. To promote affordable housing the city needs to invest in
it - set aside $$$ to build affordable housing - specifically in already dense
areas like downtown. Outside of downtown the city should develop zoning
and permitting requirements that strongly encourage more dense housing
(townhomes, condos) and also provides MUCH NEEDED funding to expand
bus service. The offramps of 99 are becoming like those of the IE and if we
don't do something soon we will be as worse off as they are.

75 Increase local leverage funding, permit streamlining, fund the development
of multiple housing types, land bank property for future housing
development, upzone properties to increase unit availability

77 Build public housing

78 Keep networking like you guys are already doing but do it world wide..
maybe if we all can connect across the globe and brainstorm ideas that
would help with this it can do some good.. new ideas from all classes of
different folks. There is always gonna be push back but times are changing
and generational differences will happen but keep going.. Maybe more
advertisements on social media and places that serve foster youth? I feel like
that crowd has slipped through the cracks and they experience addictions
and homelessness as adults.

79 Purchase land near needed facilities and make it available for planned
development

80 REQUIRE and approve more diverse housing types

ResponseID Response
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Report for Encuesta de Partes
Interesadas de Kern COG

Completion Rate: 66.7%

 Complete 2

 Partial 1

Totals: 3

Response Counts

1



1. ¿Cuáles son los tres factores más importantes que influyen en su
elección de vivienda (Marque hasta 3):
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Asequibilidad Estar cerca de parques,
oportunidades de

recreación, gimnasios,
etc.

Estar cerca de las
escuelas

Estar cerca del trabajo
0

20

40

60

80

100

Value  Percent Responses

Asequibilidad 100.0% 2

Estar cerca de parques, oportunidades de recreación,
gimnasios, etc.

50.0% 1

Estar cerca de las escuelas 100.0% 2

Estar cerca del trabajo 50.0% 1

Tipo de vivienda: Especifique: (por ejemplo, unifamiliar, casa adosada,
condominio, apartamento u otra cosa). Count

Totals 0

Especifique otros factores): Count

Totals 0

2

■ 
■ 

■ 



2. ¿Qué tipo de vivienda cree que son las más necesarias en su
comunidad? (Marque 2)

Pe
rc

en
t

Unidades de Vivienda
Accesorias (las unidades
pueden estar disponibles

para alquilar o ser
utilizadas por miembros

de la familia)

Apartamentos, pisos
(unidades disponibles

para alquiler)

Dúplex, tríplex,
cuádruplex (pueden

proporcionar alquileres
más asequibles)

Casas individuales
(generalmente la forma
de vivienda más cara)

0
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Value  Percent Responses

Unidades de Vivienda Accesorias (las unidades pueden estar
disponibles para alquilar o ser utilizadas por miembros de la
familia)

50.0% 1

Apartamentos, pisos (unidades disponibles para alquiler) 50.0% 1

Dúplex, tríplex, cuádruplex (pueden proporcionar alquileres
más asequibles)

50.0% 1

Casas individuales (generalmente la forma de vivienda más
cara)

50.0% 1

Otros (especificar): Count

Totals 0

3

■ 



3. En su opinión, ¿cuáles son los tres problemas de vivienda más críticos
que enfrenta su ciudad o condado? (Marque 3)

Pe
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en
t

Altos precios de la
vivienda

Altos alquileres Falta de vivienda Falta de vivienda
asequible (alquiler)
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Value  Percent Responses

Altos precios de la vivienda 100.0% 2

Altos alquileres 100.0% 2

Falta de vivienda 50.0% 1

Falta de vivienda asequible (alquiler) 50.0% 1

Especifique otro): Count

Totals 0

4

----



4. ¿Conoce algún tipo especial de vivienda necesaria en su comunidad?
(Marque todo lo que corresponda)
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Value  Percent Responses

Trabajadores del campo 100.0% 2

Familias numerosas 100.0% 2

Personas sin hogar 100.0% 2

Personas con discapacidades, incluyendo discapacidades del
desarrollo (por ejemplo, viviendas de apoyo)

50.0% 1

Personas de la tercera edad 50.0% 1

Hogares encabezados por un solo padre 50.0% 1

Estudiantes 50.0% 1

Especifique otro (s): Count

Totals 0

5

■ 
■ 
■ 
■ 
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5. Mi comunidad necesita una mejor _____________ (Marque todo lo que
corresponda).

Pe
rc

en
t

Oportunidad educativa (por
ejemplo, bibliotecas, escuelas,

escuelas de oficio, universidades,
tutoría, etc.)

Trabajo/oportunidades de empleo Opciones de transporte/tránsito y/o
frecuencia del servicio
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Value  Percent Responses

Oportunidad educativa (por ejemplo, bibliotecas, escuelas,
escuelas de oficio, universidades, tutoría, etc.)

50.0% 1

Trabajo/oportunidades de empleo 50.0% 1

Opciones de transporte/tránsito y/o frecuencia del servicio 100.0% 2

Otros (especificar): Count

Totals 0

6

■ 



6. ¿En qué comunidad reside actualmente?

100% Bakersfield100% Bakersfield

Value  Percent Responses

Bakersfield 100.0% 1

  Totals: 1

7

-



7. ¿Mi vivienda es?

Pe
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en
t

alquilada soy propietario (con o sin hipoteca)
0
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Value  Percent Responses

alquilada 50.0% 1

soy propietario (con o sin hipoteca) 50.0% 1

8

-



ResponseID Response

2 4

3 3

8. Contándose a usted mismo(a), ¿cuántas personas viven en su hogar?

01

9



9. Si viaja al trabajo, en promedio (antes de COVID), ¿cuánto tiempo
toma su viaje (de una vía)?

Pe
rc

en
t

0-15 minutos 16-30 minutos
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Value  Percent Responses

0-15 minutos 50.0% 1

16-30 minutos 50.0% 1

10



ResponseID Response

2 Generar leyes para evutar el alsa escesiva de precio en renta o compra.

3 Conocer las necesidades de la comunidad y buscar fondos para estos
proyectos

10. ¿Qué deberían hacer las ciudades, el condado y otras organizaciones
de vivienda para promover la construcción de viviendas asequibles?

de
para
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buscar compra

comunidad

conocer
el
en
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estos
evutar

fondos

generar

la

las
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APPENDIX F - PUBLIC COMMENT 
 



Appendix F 
Public Comment – City of Tehachapi 

From:   Jay Schlosser <jschlosser@tehachapicityhall.com> 
Sent:   Wednesday, December 1, 2021 12:32 PM 
To:   Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri 
Cc:   Ahron Hakimi; Rob Ball; Phil Smith; Greg Garrett; Kim Burnell; Jay Schlosser 
Subject:  RHNA Process & Methods Review 

Rochelle,  

Please accept this email on behalf of the City of Tehachapi. We have reviewed the Draft 2023-
2031 Regional Housing Needs Allocation – Cycle 6 document circulated by the COG to its 
member agencies. City Staff has reviewed this document and finds the methodology framework 
to be reasonable and well considered. We also consider the resulting draft allocation to be 
reasonable considering the factors imposed upon us by the State of California. The City of 
Tehachapi supports this document as presented and urges approval without changes.  

Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.  

John (Jay) H. Schlosser, P.E.  
Development Services Director  
City of Tehachapi 
Office: 661-822-2200 ext 115  
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA- BUSINESS CONSUMER SERVICES AND HOUSING AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIVISION OF HOUSING POLICY DEVELOPMENT 
2020 W. El Camino Avenue, Suite 500 
Sacramento, CA 95833 
(916) 263-2911 / FAX (916) 263-7453 
www.hcd.ca.gov 

February 14, 2022 

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 

Dear Ahron Hakimi: 

GAVIN NEWSOM Governor 

RE: Review of Draft Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) Methodology 

Thank you for submitting the draft Kern Council of Government's (Kern COG) Sixth Cycle 
Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) Methodology. Pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65584.04(i), the California Department of Housing and Community Development 
(HCD) is required to review draft RHNA methodologies to determine whether a 
methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government Code Section 
65584(d). 

The draft Kern COG RHNA methodology begins with the total regional determination 
provided by HCD of 57,650 units. The methodology then provides a base allocation to 
each jurisdiction based on its proportion of household growth in the RTP/SCS between 
2023 and 2031. Next, the methodology applies an Income Equity Adjustment Factor based 
on each jurisdiction's existing distribution of lower and higher income households. The 
difference between each jurisdiction's existing share of households by these income 
categories and the regional average is multiplied by 150%. 

Lastly, the methodology applies two adjustment factors to the lower income categories: a 
jobs-housing fit factor and an Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) factor. The 
jobs-housing factor is based on the balance between jobs paying $3,333 per month or less 
and units that rent for $1,000 a month or less and allocates more lower income RHNA 
units to jurisdictions with higher ratios of low-wage workers to affordable housing units. 
The AFFH factor upwardly adjusts lower income RHNA units to jurisdictions with higher 
opportunity as indicated in the 2021 TCAC/HCD Opportunity maps. 

-continued on next page-



-continued from previous page-

HCD has completed its review of the methodology and finds that the draft Kern COG 
RHNA Methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government Code 
65584(d).1 Kern COG's draft methodology directs RHNA units - including more lower 
income units - into high resource areas and areas with higher jobs-housing imbalances. 
The draft methodology also makes adjustments that increase the number of lower income 
units going to higher income areas as a percentage of their total allocation. HCD 
commends Kern COG for including factors in the draft methodology linked to the statutory 
objectives such as income parity, jobs-housing imbalances, and affirmatively furthering fair 
housing. 

Below is a brief summary of findings related to each statutory objective described within 
Government Code Section 65584(d): 

1. Increasing the housing supply and the mix of housing types, tenure, and affordability in 
all cities and counties within the region in an equitable manner, which shall result in each 
jurisdiction receiving an a/location of units for low- and very low-income households. 

On a per household basis, the methodology allocates slightly more shares of RHNA to 
jurisdictions with more high-income households. Additionally, due to the income parity 
adjustment, these higher income jurisdictions receive more lower income RHNA relative 
to their existing share of households. Jurisdictions with higher housing costs - both in 
terms of home values and rent - also receive more RHNA on a per household basis. 
Lastly, jurisdictions with higher percentages of owners receive a higher percentage of 
lower income RHNA relative to their total allocation. 

2. Promoting infill development and socioeconomic equity, the protection of environmental 
and agricultural resources, the encouragement of efficient development patterns, and the 
achievement of the region's greenhouse gas reductions targets provided by the State Air 
Resources Board pursuant to Section 65080. 

The draft methodology encourages a more efficient development pattern due to the 
inclusion of the RTP/SCS in the base allocation and the job-housing fit factor. 
Jurisdictions with access to more jobs via a 30-minute commute receive more RHNA 
both in terms of RHNA per household and total RHNA. Jurisdictions with access to more 
jobs via a 45-minute transit commute also receive more total RHNA on average and 
generally receive more RHNA per household. 

3. Promoting an improved intraregional relationship between jobs and housing, including 
an improved balance between the number of low-wage jobs and the number of housing 
units affordable to low-wage workers in each jurisdiction. 

Most cities in Kern County have a jobs-housing balance ratio between 0.3 and 1.9 and 

-continued on next page-

1 While HCD finds this methodology furthers statutory objectives, applying this methodology to another region or 
cycle may not necessarily further the statutory objectives as housing conditions and circumstances may differ. 



-continued from previous page-

the draft methodology generally allocates more RHNA per household share to the 
jurisdictions with the worst imbalances Oobs-housing balance ratio over 1 .5). The draft 
methodology allocates slightly less RHNA relative to household share to jurisdictions with 
a jobs-housing balance ratio between 1.0 and 1 .4, while jurisdictions with jobs-housing 
balance ratios below 1.0 receive the smallest RHNA allocations relative to household 
share. Among Kern COG jurisdictions, there is an even greater imbalance between the 
number of low-wage jobs and the number affordable housing units. Accordingly, the 
methodology allocates more lower income RHNA per household share to the jurisdictions 
with the worst imbalances Oobs-housing fit ratio over 2). 

4. Allocating a lower proportion of housing need to an income category when a jurisdiction 
already has a disproportionately high share of households in that income category, as 
compared to the countywide distribution of households in that category from the most 
recent American Community Survey. 

On average, cities with a larger existing share of lower income units receive smaller 
allocations of low- and very low-income units as a percentage of the total RHNA. For 
cities with higher shares of lower income units, the average lower income allocation is 25 
percent of total RHNA. The average lower income allocation for cities with smaller 
percentages of lower income units is 38 percent. 

5. Affirmatively furthering fair housing, which means taking meaningful actions, in addition 
to combating discrimination, that overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive 
communities free from barriers that restrict access to opportunity based on protected 
characteristics. Specifically, affirmatively furthering fair housing means taking meaningful 
actions that, taken together, address significant disparities in housing needs and in access 
to opportunity, replacing segregated living patterns with truly integrated and balanced 
living patterns, transforming racially and ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into 
areas of opportunity, and fostering and maintaining compliance with civil rights and fair 
housing laws. 

Jurisdictions with more access to opportunity receive larger total RHNA and lower income 
allocations on a per household basis. Jurisdictions where more than 50 percent of 
households live in low-resource and high-segregation areas receive a share of the lower 
income RHNA that is, on average, 32 percent of their share of households, compared to 
129 percent for higher resourced jurisdictions. 

HCD appreciates the active role of Kern COG and the University of the Pacific's Center for 
Business and Policy Research staff in providing data and input throughout the draft Kern 
COG RHNA methodology development and review period. HCD especially thanks 
Rochelle lnvina-Jayasiri, Rob Ball, Thomas Pogue, and Steven McCarty-Snead for their 
significant efforts and assistance. 

HCD looks forward to continuing our partnership with Kern COG to help its member 
jurisdictions meet and exceed the planning and production of the region's housing need. 

-continued on next page-
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Support opportunities available for the Kern COG region this cycle include, but are not 
limited to: 

• Regional Early Action Planning (REAP) 2.0 - $600 million state and 
federal investment to advance implementation of adopted regional plans. 
REAP 2.0 funding may be used for planning and implementation that 
accelerate infill housing development and reduce per capita vehicle miles 
traveled. https://hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/reap2.shtml. 

• Prohousing Designation Program - Ongoing awards distributed over-the
counter to local jurisdictions with compliant Housing Elements and 
prohousing policies. Those awarded receive additional points on 
application processing preference when applying to housing and non
housing funding programs including the Affordable Housing & 
Sustainable Communities (AHSC), Infill Infrastructure Grant (IIG), and 
Transformative Climate Communities (TCC). 

• HCD also encourages all Kern County local governments to consider the many 
other affordable housing and community development resources available to local 
governments, including the Permanent Local Housing Allocation program. HCD's 
programs can be found at https://www.hcd.ca .gov/grants-funding/nofas.shtml. 

If HCD can provide any additional assistance, or if you , or your staff, have any 
questions, please contact Annelise Osterberg , Housing Policy Specialist at 
(916) 776-7540 or annelise.osterberg@hcd.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Tyrone Buckley 
Assistant Deputy Director of Fair Housing 

cc: 

City of Arvin: Jeff Jones, Interim City Manager 
City of Bakersfield: Christian Clegg, City Manager 
City of California City: Anne Ambrose , Interim City Manager 
City of Delano: Maribel Reyna, City Manager 
City of Maricopa: Eric Ziegler, City Administrator 
City of McFarland: Maria Lara , City Manager 
City of Ridgecrest: Ron Strand, City Manager 
City of Shafter: Gabriel Gonzalez, City Manager 
City of Taft: Craig Jones, City Manager 
City of Tehachapi: Greg Garrett, City Manager 
City of Wasco: Scott Hurlbert, City Manager 



VII. 
RPAC 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

March 2, 2022 
 
 
TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:  Rob Ball, Deputy Director / Planning Director 

       Becky Napier, Deputy Director - Administration 
       Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner 

         Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri, Regional Planner  
       Vincent Liu, Regional Planner 

   
 
SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VII. 

TIMELINE FOR: 
DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT 6TH CYCLE 
REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN; DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT 2023 FEDERAL 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND CORRESPONDING 
DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Update schedule for the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan with 6th Cycle Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation Plan; Environmental Impact Report; 2023 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program, and corresponding Air Quality Conformity Analysis. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Federal Transportation Improvement Program (programming document) is a near-term list 
of transportation projects, while the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan is a long-term blueprint 
for transportation projects. The Air Quality Conformity Analysis demonstrates that both the near- 
and long-term lists will not delay the region’s efforts to improve the air. The federal programming 
document is being developed and was distributed for technical review (prior to the public review 
period). The programming years reflected in the programming document will be: federal fiscal 
years 2022/23 through 2025/26. Final documents will be sent to the California State Department 
of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, and Federal Transit Administration at the 
end of June. The tentative schedule will be used to move these documents through the review 
process with final approval by federal agencies in December 2022. 
 

Kern Council 
of Governments 



Page 2 / Draft Timeline 
 
 
 

Timeline for 55-day Review of all documents 
 
Date Event 
March 2, 2022 Timeline presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/Regional 

Planning Advisory Committee 
March 17, 2022 Timeline presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
April 6, 2022 55-day review period begins 
April 6, 2022 Public review draft presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/ 

Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
April 21, 2022 Public review draft presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee (public 

hearing) 
April and/or May 
2022 

Public hearing at two City Council meetings – to be scheduled 

May 31, 2022 Public review period ends 
July 6, 2022 Present to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and/or Regional Planning 

Advisory Committee to recommend approval 
July 21, 2022 Present to Transportation Planning Policy Committee for adoption 
July 28, 2022 Send final documents with response to comments to state and federal agencies for 

approval 
December 2022 Anticipated federal approval of Conformity, the near-term and long-term 

documents 
 
 
The noted schedule is a work in progress and subject to change. The San Joaquin Valley 
planning agencies must work cooperatively through this process, and ongoing discussions with 
state and federal agencies may alter this timeline.  
 
 
ACTION: Recommend that the Transportation Planning Policy Committee approve the timeline. 
ROLL CALL VOTE 



TRANSITions 2022 Transit Symposium 
When 
March 9, 2022 
Wednesday 
8am to 2:30pm 

Where 
Hodel's Country Dining 
Liberty Hall 
5917 Knudsen Drive 
Bakersfield, CA 93308 

Contact 
Linda Urata 
Kern Council of 
Governments 
lurata@kerncog.org 
661-635-2904

You are invited to the 5th annual TRANSITions 2022 Transit 
Symposium. This is the premier event in the San Joaquin 
Valley providing information for transit, school district, and 
coach operators to hear about transitioning your fleet to zero-
emission battery electric or hydrogen fuel cell vehicles. 
Experienced fleet operators and program managers will 
present information on vehicles, fueling options, managing 
costs, regulations, grants, and incentives. 

Registration is Online 
Please follow this link to the event landing page. 

https://tinyurl.com/TRANSITions2022 

This is an in-person event. There will not be a virtual 
attendance option. We will follow state requirements to 
prevent the spread of COVID. 

Attendees: Thank you for your attention and response! We 
are looking forward to seeing you at the event.  Public 
Transit, School Transportation and Coach/Shuttle operators 
attend for free using discount code: DISCOUNT4BUS. 
All others, registration is $75 per person paid by check in 
advance. No walk-ins to the Symposium. Walk-ins welcome to vendor area. 

Vendors:  Vendor vehicle, infrastructure or equipment space 
is available directly outside the meeting room. Limited table 
space is available inside the meeting room. Please send an 
email to Linda Urata to request a vendor registration form 
and additional details. 

Agenda 
Please turn the page for a 
peek at this year’s 
program! 

~ Kern Council 
- of Governments 

I LE DISPLAY 
ENDOR SPACE 
AVAILABLE. 

2022 Transit Symposium 

https://tinyurl.com/TRANSITions2022


TRANSITions 2022 Agenda 

8:00am to 8:45am Breakfast Buffet and Vendor Speedy Introductions: 
Linda Urata, Kern Council of Governments 

8:50am to 9:00am Welcome:  Cindy Parra, Board Member Kern COG and Golden Empire Transit 

9:00am to 9:25am Innovative Clean Transit Update: 
Shirin Barfjani, California Air Resources Board 

9:25am to 10:35am How to select the right zero-emission bus: 
Chris James (Director of Maintenance, Golden Empire Transit) 

Martin Tompkins (Executive Director/CEO, Antelope Valley Transit) 

Valerie Thorsen (Deputy Director, San Joaquin Valley, Calstart) 

10:35am to 11:35am How to plan for medium- and heavy-duty vehicle fleet charging infrastructure: 
Richard Tree (Executive Director, Tulare County Regional Transit Agency) 

TBA  Charging Installer Invited

TBA Charging Company invited

11:35am to 1:00pm Lunch. Vendor time. Two Panels. 
Noon to 12:30pm Incentive programs for zero-emissions transportation: 

Wendy King (Office Chief, Grants and Contracts; Caltrans Division of Rail and 
Mass Transportation, Transit) 

CEC Invited 

12:45pm to 1:20pm How to plan for hydrogen fueling infrastructure: 
Kim Okafor (General Manager for Zero Emission Solutions, Trillium) 

Roland M. Cordero (Director of Maintenance and Vehicle Technology, 
Foothill Transit) 

1:20pm to 2:20pm How to manage the fuel costs: 
Lauren Skiver (CEO/General Manager, SunLine Transit Agency) 

Moses Stites (General Manager, Fresno County Rural Transit) 

2:20pm to 2:30pm Prizes from Vendors and Closing Remarks:  Kern COG 

Don’t miss the inside Vendor Tables and Outside Vehicles, with more confirming each day!

 BYD  •   Calstart   •   GET Fuel Cell Bus   •   Lightning eMotors   •   MioCar   •   EVEN Recharge  •   Speaker Info.  

• EV Ready Communities  •  San Joaquin Valley Air District  •  A-Z Bus Sales  •  Jim Burke Ford  •  Kern COG

Vendor prize drawings - all prizes valued at $50 or more!



Kern COG MD/HD ZEVI Blueprint 
Informal Working Group Meeting 

 

 

 

Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG), in partnership with Gladstein, Neandross & Associates (GNA) have been 
awarded a California Energy Commission grant to develop a Blueprint Plan for medium and heavy duty zero emission 
truck infrastructure in Kern County. The Blueprint Plan will identify major gaps in infrastructure for zero emission trucks 
and buses, community needs, available technology solutions, and ultimately a set of high-impact ‘shovel-ready’ 
infrastructure projects necessary for progress. 
 
Kern County is situated strategically between Southern California Ports and the Central Valley and is therefore a key 
location for goods movement. High-impact clean transportation projects identified through the Blueprint will enable more 
widespread use of zero emission medium-and heavy-duty trucks all along California’s major truck corridors and place 
Kern County on a path to achieving its Sustainable Communities Strategy greenhouse gas emission reduction goals at an 
accelerated rate. 
 
As part of the Blueprint Plan, the project team is assembling an Informal Working Group (IWG) comprised of 
representatives from potential sites as well as utilities and the local air districts. The purpose of the IWG will be to provide 
guidance on the scoring criteria used to prioritize the sites, and ultimately help to select the 6 sites for inclusion in the 
Blueprint Plan. The IWG will convene at a kickoff meeting in late February to go over the project. 
 
IWG Kickoff Meeting 
Thursday, March 3, 2022  UPDATE 
1-2:30pm PT 
Online web conferencing platform TBD 
 

Medium- and Heavy-Duty Zero Emission Infrastructure (ZEVI) Blueprint Outreach Schedule 
Meeting Group Proposed Date 

Informal Working Group Kickoff Meeting Informal Working Group March 3, 2022 
February 24, 2022 

Regional businesses stakeholder meeting Regional workplaces, business owners, and 
operators in the planning process and 
education  

March 17, 2022 

Local Jurisdictions/planning organizations 
stakeholder meeting 

Local Jurisdictions/ planning organizations April 15, 2022 

Utility Stakeholder meeting Utilities May 19, 2022 

Community member stakeholder meeting Regional community-based organizations 
(CBOs), community leaders, California 
Native American Tribes, and potentially 
affected local residents  

June 16, 2022 

Financial institutions stakeholder meeting Financial institutions July 14, 2022 
Draft outline GNA July 29, 2022 
Draft Blueprint due GNA August 15, 2022 
Summaries from stakeholder engagement 
meetings and listening sessions due 

GNA August 31, 2022 

 

• -Kern Council 
of Governments 

- CLEAN TRANSPORTATION 
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April 6, 2022 
 
 
TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:  Rob Ball, Deputy Director / Planning Director 

       Becky Napier, Deputy Director - Administration 
       Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner 

         Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri, Regional Planner  
       Vincent Liu, Regional Planner 

   
 
SUBJECT: INFORMATION ITEM - RPAC 

REVISED TIMELINE FOR: 
DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT 6TH CYCLE 
REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN; DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT 2023 FEDERAL 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND CORRESPONDING 
DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Revised update schedule for the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan with 6th Cycle Regional 
Housing Needs Allocation Plan; Environmental Impact Report; 2023 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program, and corresponding Air Quality Conformity Analysis. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
The Federal Transportation Improvement Program (programming document) is a near-term list 
of transportation projects, while the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan is a long-term blueprint 
for transportation projects. The Air Quality Conformity Analysis demonstrates that both the near- 
and long-term lists will not delay the region’s efforts to improve the air. The federal programming 
document is being developed and was distributed for technical review (prior to the public review 
period). The programming years reflected in the programming document will be: federal fiscal 
years 2022/23 through 2025/26. Final documents will be sent to the California State Department 
of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration, and Federal Transit Administration at the 
end of July. The tentative schedule will be used to move these documents through the review 
process with final approval by federal agencies in December 2022. 
 

Kern Council 
of Governments 
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Revised Timeline for 55-day Review of all documents 
 
Date Event 
April 6, 2022 Timeline circulated to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/Regional 

Planning Advisory Committee 
April 21, 2022 Timeline presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
April 22, 2022 55-day review period begins 
May 4, 2022 Public review draft presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/ 

Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
May 19, 2022 Public review draft presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee (public 

hearing) 
May and/or June 
2022 

Public hearing at two City Council meetings – to be scheduled 

June 16, 2022 Public review period ends 
July 6, 2022 Present to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and/or Regional Planning 

Advisory Committee to recommend approval 
July 21, 2022 Present to Transportation Planning Policy Committee for adoption 
July 28, 2022 Send final documents with response to comments to state and federal agencies for 

approval 
December 2022 Anticipated federal approval of Conformity, the near-term and long-term 

documents 
 
 
The noted schedule is a work in progress and subject to change. The San Joaquin Valley 
planning agencies must work cooperatively through this process, and ongoing discussions with 
state and federal agencies may alter this timeline.  
 
 
ACTION: Information. 
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April 6, 2022 
 

 
TO:   Reginal Planning Advisory Committee 
   
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director  
  

By:   Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director   
 Ben Raymond, Regional Transportation Planner 
 

SUBJECT:   Transportation Planning Policy Committee Consent Agenda Item: ?. 
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.  Over 
7,000 Kern residents have participated in the 2022 RTP public involvement process.  This item is 
a regular update provided to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC). 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
This periodic update report chronicles development and implementation of the SB 375 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) process in Kern with recent activity listed first.  Note 
that this report excludes 50 plus staff presentations on the SCS made to the Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee (RPAC) and the Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) during 
the 4-year update cycle.  The report also includes a timeline with upcoming events: 
 
March 21, 2022 - California Air Resources Board (ARB) provided Kern COG additional changes 
to the off-model adjustment spreadsheet described in Technical Methodology Revision 3. 
 
March 10, 2022 – California Housing and Community Development (HCD) staff provided 
confirmation of receipt of the requested change to the RHNA methodology form the County. 
 
February 24, 2022 – Check-in call with ARB to address their go over two comments on Technical 
Methodology revision 3. 

Kern Council 
of Governments 
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February 16, 2022 – Received comment one from the Golden Empire Transit District on the 
preliminary draft policy section to add introduction of demand response, circulator, and express 
transit services.  No other comments were received on the proposed policy changes circulated to 
the RPAC and TPPC.  Kern COG staff plans to incorporate the comments into the draft RTP. 
 
February 14, 2022 –HCD Issued letter to Kern COG with a finding “that the draft Kern COG RHNA 
Methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government Code 65584(d).” 
 
January 27, 2022 – Kern COG submitted Kern SCS Technical Methodology revision 3 to ARB to 
address their comments received 12/21/21. 
 
January 13, 2022 – Bob Smith, Kern COG Chair & Bakersfield City Councilmember, and Ahron 
Hakimi, Kern COG executive director, met with members of a Bakersfield seniors group at Hodel’s 
to discuss the RTP and senior Transit opportunities. 
 
December 21, 2021 – Call between ARB and 8-San Joaquin Valley COGs technical staff better 
coordinate ARB SCS technical methodology review including off-model GHG adjustment method.  
Kern COG revised SCS technical methodology review by RPAC delayed till February 2, 2022 to 
incorporate changes from ARB received 12/14/21. 
 
November 8, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the 2nd revision to the SCS technical 
methodology sent to ARB on October 12, 2021.    
 
November 3, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #3 - on Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation (RHNA) methodology.  Attendees:  City of Bakersfield staff, City of California City 
staff and planning commissioner, City of Maricopa Councilmember, City of Taft staff, City of Shafter staff, 
City of Arvin Staff, City of Ridgecrest staff, ACLU of Southern California, Bakersfield Senior Center, Centro 
de Unidad Popular Benito Juarez, Faith In The Valley, Home Builders Association, Housing Authority of 
Kern, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, LOUD For Tomorrow, Rebuilding Together Kern 
County, TDH Associates, Sigala, Inc, RGS, and local community residents.  Public discussion 
recommended:  Engagement in local housing element development beginning after adoption of RHNA in 
Summer 2022.  Employ more affordable housing techniques such as land banking, housing trust fund, 
impact fee waivers, online permitting process, homebuilding labor force development, “set the table” for 
low-income housing development w/land & architecture requirements pre-set, and provide more housing 
development on eastside of Metro.   

October 29, 2021 – State Housing & Community Development (HCD) Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA) Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
October 18, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the SB 150 review of the 2018 SC.  A 
discussion of the revised technical methodology has been sent to ARB was postponed to 
November 8, 2021.   
 
October 11, 2021 – HCD RHNA Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
September 7, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff, on the status of development of 
modeling for the SCS methodology. 
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August 31, 2021 - HCD issued Kern’s low-income housing need determination for June 30, 2023 
– December 31, 2031.  RHNA process to allocate that determination to each jurisdiction.  That 
allocation must be incorporated into each jurisdiction’s housing element update. 
 
August 20, 2021 – Four Community Based Outreach Mini-grants applications were received from 
All Of Us Or None (AOUON), Bakersfield Senior Center, Kern County Black Chamber of 
Commerce, and Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability to host RTP/SCS outreach 
events in Fall 2021 and be reimbursed for hosting related expenses. 
 
August 5, 2021 – Conference call with HCD RHNA staff, California Department of Finance (DOF) 
forecasting staff, Kern COG consulting economist, on 2032 forecast of household formation rates.  
DOF agreed to revise rates to be closer to Kern COG’s adopted forecast as developed by our 
consulting economist. 
 
August 4, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #2 - On Improving Public 
Outreach.  Attendees: Tubatulabal Tribe, City of Maricopa City Councilmember, Kern County Black 
Chamber of Commerce, League of Women Voters, Leadership Council for Justice & Accountability, Bike 
Bakersfield, California Trucking Association/CPT, Downtown Business Association, TDH Associates, 
Upside Productions, Cal Centre Logistics Park, Kern County Library, City of Taft Planning Director, Kern 
County Public Works, Federal Highways Administration, California Air Resources Board, Caltrans District 
6, RGS Consulting.  Ways participants suggested to improve public input – 1) More meetings like this, 
2) Keep sending out more information to Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) so they can pass it on, 
3) Virtual meetings via PublicInput software, 4) Newsletter announcements (including Tribal newsletters), 
and 5) NGOs may propose use of phone banks with mini-grant. 
 
August 4, 2021 – Transportation Modeling Committee–a subcommittee of the RPAC and TTAC–
met to review the latest travel model validation, SB 743 script update, and the regional traffic 
count program. 
 
July 28, 2021 - Community Based Outreach Mini-grants Application released for fall outreach 
events for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
July 10, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff on the status of development of 
modeling data for the SCS methodology. 
 
June 30, 2021 – RTP/SCS update to RPAC and announcement of numerous Summer/Fall events. 
 
June 11, 2021 – Kick-off meeting for the Kern Area Goods Movement Operations (KARGO) 
Sustainability Study phase 2.  Public outreach meeting tentatively schedule for October 28, 2021. 
 
May 20, 2021 – Kern Quality of Life Survey results https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/ 
 
May 10, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the status of development of modeling data for 
the SCS methodology.  A revised methodology is anticipated to be sent to ARB in August, 2021. 
 
May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 – Public comment period on the Notice of Preparation of a Program 
Environmental Impact Report for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 

https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/
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April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Kern Transportation Foundation on regional freight efforts to 
be incorporated into the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
February 17, 2021 – ARB provided a follow-up letter to the January 5, 2021 meeting covering 6 
areas they would like to see additional information on related to the Kern COG 2022 SCS 
methodology. 
 
January 21, 2021 – The annual “Transitions” web conference was held with two dozen 
participants discussing green transit technology and funding options.  Participants were 
encouraged to participate in the MetroQuest online survey tool to provide input to the 2022 RTP. 
 
January 14, 2021 – Kern COG provided a live web presentation to the new Bakersfield 
representative of the Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability.  The presentation was 
the same one presented to the Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on January 22, 2020. 
 
January 5, 2021 – Kern COG had a call with the ARB staff, answering questions about the 
Technical Methodology Report.  Kern is awaiting a final list of follow-up items from the call. 
 
December 7, 2020 – Kern COG sent the Technical Methodology Report to the ARB.  The draft 
report was reviewed by Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) and the RPAC at their 
regular November meetings.  The report includes a discussion of how Kern COG intends to 
address ARB comments from their July 27, 2020 Technical Evaluation of the 2018 RTP 
methodology.  The draft Technical Methodology Report for the 2022 RTP can be viewed on the 
November 19, 2020 TPPC as agenda item IV. J. - https://www.kerncog.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf  
 
September 20, 2020 – Kern COG released its 3rd online public survey on the 2022 RTP/SCS.  
Responses are scheduled to be collected by November 9, 2030.  Participants and provide their 
input at https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/ 
 
July 27, 2020 – ARB published the Kern Technical Evaluation and finding of acceptance of the 
Kern COG 2018 RTP/SCS methodology now available at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-
work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council   
 
June 18, 2020 – Rural Alternative Transit Plan & RTP/SCS Workshops Report adopted – Plan is 
available online at https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf  
 
January 22, 2020 – 2022 RTP/SCS Stakeholder Roundtable #1 was held at Kern COG to garner 
input on the 2022 RTP/SCS public outreach process.  Twenty-two (22) participants attended the 
meeting from various interest areas in the community including: the Tejon Indian Tribe, 
Lamont/Weedpatch Family Resource Center, Caltrans, Kern County Black Chamber of Commerce, League 
of Women Voters, Valley Fever Awareness & Resources, Golden Empire Transit, Project Clean Air, Tejon 
Ranch, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, Troy D. Hightower International, Senator Melissa 
Hertado’s Office, California Alliance for Retired Americans, Congressman TJ Cox’s Office, and the cities of 
Bakersfield, Taft, Shafter, Tehachapi and California City.  Participants were presented an overview of 
the 2022 RTP/SCS performance measure and outreach methodology and participants provided 
input on how Kern COG can improve the outreach process. Recommendations included: 1) 
Continue the Kern County Fair Booth; 2) Mini Grant Outreach – consider providing tools to stakeholders to 
go into communities to gather input rather than a having a formal meeting; 3) Use Interactive Social Media; 

https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf
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4) Use Parent Centers connected to the Bakersfield City School District; 5) Use Advisory Councils 
associated with schools; 6) Provide information to the Kern County Network for Children; 7) Consider going 
to McDonalds Play Areas – free Wi-Fi for adults and play space for children; 8) Community events such as 
Taft Oildorado, California City Tortoise Days and other community festivals (pre-COVID event). 
 
May 16, 2019 – Kern County Electric Passenger Vehicle Charging Blueprint completed: 
https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/  
 
February 21, 2019 – Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan & RTP Workshops Report 
completed: https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf  
 
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.  
The 2018 conformity analysis is available online at https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/  
 
August 15, 2018 – Kern COG Board adopted the 2018 RTP/SCS and associated documents 
available online at https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/    
 
Table 1 – 2011 & 2018 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region 
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/ 2020 2035 
Targets for 2014 & 18 RTP/SCS (set in 2011 by ARB)* -5% -10% 
2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018)* -12.5% -12.7% 
Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by 
ARB, effective October 1, 2018) 

-9% -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. 
 
March 15, 2018 – Kern Region Active Transportation Plan completed and incorporated into the 
2018 RTP/SCS: https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/  
 
June 13, 2017 – ARB released proposed targets that were 2 percentage points higher than what 
Kern COG recommended based on local modeling 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.  Failure to meet this 
arbitrarily-set, higher target would require the region to prepare and Alternative Planning Strategy 
(APS) with additional voluntary strategies1 that meet the target.  ARB is required to update targets 
every 4-8 years. 

 
1 Note that to-date no region in California has had to prepare an APS.  Some stakeholders are concerned about the voluntary 
nature of the strategies in the SCS.  Kern has been very aggressive on SCS strategies to avoid the APS requirement. 

https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/
https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
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April 20, 2017 – 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. 
 
2022 RTP/SCS Preliminary Public Outreach and Adoption Timeline  
 
• Spring 2018 to Spring 2021 – Four statistically valid Sustainable Community Quality of Life 

Phone Surveys (Kern residents/year & oversampled in rural disadvantage areas) 
• Spring 2018 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS – Complete 
• September 4, 2019 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• September 17-November 12, 2019 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 1 (220 

participants) - Complete  
• Fall 2019 to Fall 2021 – Fairs/Festivals/Farmer’s Market outreach events - Ongoing 
• January 22, 2020 – 1st Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA outreach 

process - Complete  
• January 24-March 13, 2020 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 2 (446 participants) 

- Complete 
• Spring 2020 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• March 2020 – Adopt Regional Growth Forecast Update - Complete 
• Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) process - Ongoing 
• September 3, 2020 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• August 21 - -November12, 2020 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 3 (200+ participants) - 

Complete 
• September 22, 2020-Oct. 10 – KUZZ Virtual Kern County Fair Outreach Event – Complete   
• January 21, 2021 – Transitions – Transit tech event - Complete 
• April 2021 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents), results available 

at - Complete 
• April 2021 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 4 on Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) (144 

participants) shows nearly half of respondents interested in ADUs – Complete 
• May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 - Notice of Preparation of a Program Environmental Impact Report 

for the 2022 RTP/SCS - Complete 
• August 4, 2021 at 1:30PM – 2nd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA 

outreach process in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main conference room 
- Complete 

• Summer-Fall 2021 – 2020 U.S. Census population data available - Complete 
• Summer 2021 – RTP Public Outreach – Local Roads Safety Planning (LSRP) 9 online Zoom 

meetings, for info contact eflickinger@kerncog.org - Complete: 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/ site is excepting input 

through November 2021 (350 participants) 
1. June 22, 2021, 5–6pm, Shafter – online Zoom meeting 
2. June 24, 2021, 4-5pm, Delano – online Zoom meeting 
3. June 29, 2021, 5:30-6:30pm, Bakersfield – online Zoom meeting 
4. July 12, 2021, 4–5pm, Wasco – online Zoom meeting 
5. July 24, 2021, 3-4pm Maricopa – online Zoom meeting 

mailto:eflickinger@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/
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6. August 4, 2021, 5-6pm, Taft – online Zoom meeting 
7. August 5, 2021, 6-7pm, Tehachapi – online Zoom meeting 
8. August 17, 2021, 6–7am, Arvin – online Zoom meeting 
9. September 16, 2021, 5-6pm, California City – online Zoom meeting 
10. October 28, 2021, 2:30pm – All Of Us Or None Mtg., – 948 Baker St, Bakersfield  – 

online Zoom meeting 
• Summer 2021 - RTP Public Outreach – Clean Mobility Options Needs Assessment for up to 

13 Disadvantaged Communities, (500+ participants) for info contact 
SCampbell@kerncog.org - Complete 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/  
- April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Shafter Rotary Club 
- Social media posts of survey February - August, 2021 targeted to reach the following zip 

codes:  Tejon Tribe, Tubatulabal Tribe, Delano, McFarland, Lost Hills, Wasco, Taft, 
Arvin, Lamont, Buttonwillow, Shafter, California City, Ridgecrest, Maricopa 

- Tubatulabal Tribe July newsletter promotion of survey with link.  
- July 20, 2021 exhibitor participation in United Way of Kern County's Community 

Development Conference, Bakersfield (50+ participants). 
• Summer 2021 - Mini-grant stakeholder application process for hosting RTP/SCS outreach 

events (possibly web-enabled and/or in-person type events) 
• September 6 – October 6, 2021 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for 

SCS Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies. 
• September 28 – November 24, 2021 – Mini-grant stakeholder hosted events (*) and other  

coordinated RTP public outreach events 
1. *September 28, 2021, 5:30pm – Kern Black Chamber of Commerce, 3501 Sterling, N.E. 

Bakersfield (51 participants) 
2. *September 30, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 1st Mtg., 530 4th St, S. 

Downtown Bakersfield (12 participants) 
3. *October 13, 2021, 1pm – All Of Us Or None – 948 Baker St, E. Bakersfield (23 

participants) 
4. October 16, 2021, 9am-2pm – Booth at Oildorado Days, Taft (25 participants) 
5. *October 14, 2021, 6pm – Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 10300 San Diego St, Lamont 

(6 participants) 
6. *October 18, 2021, 6pm - Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 8228 Hilltop Dr, Fuller Acres 

(9 participants) 
7. *October 19, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 2nd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. Downtown 

Bakersfield (12 participants) 
8. October 23, 2021, 10am-2pm – Clean Cities Coalition – Workshop for Jr. High and H.S. 

Teachers, Valley Oaks Charter School, must register 661-847-9756, Tehachapi (15 
participants) 

9. October 28, 2021, 8am-4pm – Kern Transportation Foundation, must register 
http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/ – Hodel’s, 5917 Knudsen 
Dr, N. Bakersfield (85 participants) 

10. *October 30, 2021, 6pm - Kern Black Chamber of Commerce 2nd Mtg. – Alliance Against 
Family Violence, 1660 South St, Downtown Bakersfield (22 participants) 

11. *November 4, 2021, 6pm? 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 3rd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. 
Downtown Bakersfield (12 participants) 

12. November 6, 2021, 9am-4pm – Ridgecrest Native American Petroglyph Festival – 
Downtown Ridgecrest (30 participants) 

13. *November 9, 2021, 7-8:30 pm - Bike Bakersfield, Missionary Baptist Church, 1451 
Madison St, 93307, S.E. Bakersfield (16 participants) 

mailto:SCampbell@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/
http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/
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• November 3, 2021, 1:30-3pm – 3rd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS outreach 
status and RHNA Methodology in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main 
conference room and via GoToMeeting online 

• November 8, 2021, 3pm – Kern COG/ARB meeting on SCS Technical Methodology Update 
• November 8-December 9, 2021 – Public review period for RHNA Methodology 
• November 18, 2021 – Advertised public hearing on RHNA Methodology 
• November 10 – December 10, 2021 – Online public survey on housing needs (67 participants 

in English & Spanish) 
• January 13, 2022 – Senior Transit Opportunities - Bakersfield seniors group (80 participants) 
• Spring 2022 – Statistically Valid Annual Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) results 

available in May 2022 
__________________ 

• Spring 2022 – Publicly agendized meetings with all 11 City Councils and the County Board of 
Supervisors (law only requires meetings at 2 local government jurisdictions) 

• April 22, 2022 (tentative) – Begin 55-day combined public review period and release Draft 
RTP/SCS/air quality conformity/environmental document and RHNA housing needs plan. 

• July 21, 2022 (tentative) – Combined public hearing and Adopt RTP/SCS, Air Quality 
Conformity, RHNA, and environmental document 

• October 2022 – Community Level SCS Progress Report Update & Requests for SCS 
Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies 

 
To be added to the RTP/SCS email notification list for up-coming events, please email Becky 
Napier BNapier@kerncog.org . 
  
ACTION:  Information. 

mailto:BNapier@kerncog.org


KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
MEETING OF REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG BOARD ROOM                            WEDNESDAY            
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                         May 4, 2022 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                              1:30 P.M.  

 
SPECIAL NOTICE 

 
Public Participation and Accessibility 

May 4, 2022, Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
and the Kern Council of Governments Board of Directors Meetings 

 
On September 16, 2021, Governor Gavin Newsom signed into law Assembly Bill (AB) 361 
which authorizes a local agency to use teleconferencing without complying with the 
teleconferencing requirements imposed by the Ralph M. Brown Act when a legislative body of a 
local agency holds a meeting during a declared state of emergency or when state or local health 
officials have imposed or recommended measures to promote social distancing. Based on 
guidance from the California Governor’s Office and Department of Public Health, as well as the 
County Health Officer, in order to minimize the potential spread of the COVID-19 virus, Kern 
Council of Governments hereby provides notice that as a result of the declared federal, state, 
and local health emergencies, and in light of the Governor’s signing of AB 361, the following 
adjustments have been made: 
 

• The meeting scheduled for May 4, 2022, at 1:30 p.m. will have limited public access to 
maintain social distancing. Masks will be required to attend the meeting in person. 

• Consistent with AB 361, Committee/Board Members may elect to attend the meeting 
telephonically and participate in the meeting to the same extent as if they were 
physically present. 

• The public may participate in the meeting and address the Committee/Board in person 
under Public Comments. 

• If the public does not wish to attend in person, they may participate in the meeting and 
address the Committee/Board as follows: 
 

o You may offer comment in real time via your phone or from your computer, 
tablet or smartphone (see below). 

o If you wish to submit a comment in advance of the scheduled meeting you may 
submit your comment via email to feedback@kerncog.org  by 1:00 p.m. May 4, 
2022 (this is not a requirement). 
 

Please join my meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone.  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702  

 
You can also dial in using your phone.  

United States: +1 (312) 878-3080  
 

Access Code: 586-617-702  
 

New to GoToMeeting? Get the app now and be ready when your first meeting starts:  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/586617702 

mailto:feedback@kerncog.org
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702
tel:+13128783080,,586617702
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/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.

SPECIAL PRESENTATION: CHARGE READY NEW CONSTRUCTION REBATE – OMAR FARIS, 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON

III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY

A. RPAC Meeting of March 2, 2022. ROLL CALL VOTE.

IV. PUBLIC REVIEW:
DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN; DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
REPORT; DRAFT 2023 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND 
CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS
Comment: The 55-day public review period for the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan; 2023 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program, and corresponding Air Quality Conformity Analysis began April 
22, 2022 and ends at 5 P.M. June 16, 2022. The 45-day public review period for the Environmental 
Impact Report began May 2, 2022 and ends at 5 P.M. June 16, 2022. All
documents are available at www.kerncog.org
Action: Information.

V. REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 (Napier)
Comment: The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP 2.0) are a key part of strategic 
investments toward more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all areas of the 
state. REAP 2.0 builds on the success of 2019’s REAP program but expands the focus by integrating 
housing and climate goals and allowing for broader planning and implementation investments, 
including infrastructure.
Action: RPAC discussion of potential activities in Kern.

VI. UPDATE ON DRAFT RHNA PLAN
Comment: The Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Plan is available for a 45-day review period. Comments are 

due June 6, 2022.

http://www.kerncog.org/


Action: Comments due by June 6, 2022. Please submit comments to rinvina@kerncog.org.  
 
 

VII. UPDATE:  SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM PASSENGER 
VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP 
  
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.  Over 7,000 Kern residents have participated in the 2022 RTP public involvement process.  
This item is a regular update provided to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC). 
 
Action: Information. 
 

VIII. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
IX. MEMBER ITEMS 
 
X. ADJOURNMENT 

The next scheduled meeting will be June 1, 2022.  
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
  

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                     WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                     March 2, 2022 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                              1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman Staples called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m. 
 

I. ROLL CALL: 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Christine Viterelli Arvin 
     Paul Johnson  Bakersfield 
     Brianna DeLeon McFarland 
     Suzanne Forrest Shafter 

     Mark Staples  Taft 
     Keri Cobb  Wasco 
     Lorelei Oviatt  County of Kern 
     Lorena Mendibles Caltrans 
     Ricardo Perez  GET 
     Derek Abbott  Community Member 
     Asha Chandy  Community Member 

  
KERN COG STAFF:  Becky Napier  Linda Urata    
     Ben Raymond  Rob Ball 
     Raquel Pacheco Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri 
            
OTHERS:    Susanna Kormendi Bakersfield    
     Lupita Mendoza  Caltrans 
     Alexa Kolosky  Kern County Public Works 
     Chris Boyle  City of Bakersfield 
     Jacqueline Aguilar TDH Associates 
     Troy Hightower  TDH Associates 
     Thomas Pogue  RGS 
     Scott Harriman  RGS 
     Steve Flint  RGS 
     Ryan Starbuck  Bakersfield 
    

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 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 Perez made a motion to approve the discussion summary of February 2, 
2022, seconded by Committee Member Forrest with all in favor. 
 
 
 



 
 

IV. UPDATE: SB375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM 
PASSENGER VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP 
(Raymond) 

 
Mr. Raymond provided an update. This is a regular agenda item provided to the RPAC. 

 
Action: Information. 
 

V. REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 (Napier) 
 

Ms. Napier provided information regarding the status of the REAP 2.0 Guidelines and 
potential projects that were reviewed by the TTAC. The Committee asked that the projects be 
brought back when the Guidelines are available from HCD and that there be consideration for 
assistance with Housing Elements. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

VI. 4th REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF THE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION 
(RHNA) METHODOLOGY AND REVIEW OF THE PRELIMINARY DRAFT RHNA PLAN 
(Invina-Jayasiri) 
 
Ms. Invina-Jayasiri explained that the California Department of Housing and Community 
Development found that the latest draft Kern COG RHNA Methodology furthers state housing 
statutory objectives. Staff recommends adoption of the Final 6th Cycle Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation Methodology to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.  
 
Action: Motion by Committee Member Oviatt to adopt the Final 6th Cycle RHNA Allocation 
Methodology with an amendment to include a paragraph in the report, before it is presented 
to the Kern COG Board, on Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) and drought 
effects on the ability of jurisdictions to provide water for the proposed RHNA Allocation; 
second by Committee Member Forrest; approved by a unanimous roll call vote. 
 

VII. TIMELINE FOR: DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN WITH DRAFT 
REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOATION PLAN; DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAT 
REPORT; DRAFT 2023 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND 
CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY (Pacheco) 

 
Ms. Pacheco provided the following report: 
 
The Federal Transportation Improvement Program is a near-term list of transportation 
projects, while the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan is a long-term blueprint for 
transportation projects. The Air Quality Conformity Analysis demonstrates that both the near- 
and long-term lists will not delay the region’s efforts to improve the air. The tentative release 
of the draft documents is expected April 6th. The tentative schedule in the staff report will be 
used to move these documents through the review process with final approval by federal 
agencies in December 2022. 
 
The action requested is that the Regional Planning Advisory Committee recommend that the 
Transportation Planning Policy Committee approve the timeline. 
 
Committee Member Johnson made the motion to recommend that the Transportation 
Planning Policy Committee approve the timeline; seconded by Committee Member Cobb; 
approved by a unanimous roll call vote. 
 



 
VIII. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 
The following announcements were made: 

• Status of the KARGO 2 Study 
• TRANSITions 2022 Transit Symposium – March 9, 2022 
• Kern COG MD/HD ZEVI Blueprint Working Group Meeting – March 3, 2022 

  
IX. MEMBER ITEMS 

 
None. 
 

X. ADJOURNMENT 
 

With no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 2:32 p.m. The next scheduled meeting 
of the RPAC is April 6, 2022.  



IV. 
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May 4, 2022 
 
 
TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:  Rob Ball, Deputy Director / Planning Director 

       Becky Napier, Deputy Director - Administration 
       Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner 

         Vincent Liu, Regional Planner 
   
 
SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: IV. 

PUBLIC REVIEW: 
DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN; DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT 2023 FEDERAL 
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND CORRESPONDING 
DRAFT AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
The 55-day public review period for the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan; 2023 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program, and corresponding Air Quality Conformity Analysis 
began April 22, 2022 and ends at 5 P.M. June 16, 2022. The 45-day public review period for the 
Environmental Impact Report began May 2, 2022 and ends at 5 P.M. June 16, 2022. All 
documents are available at www.kerncog.org  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Pursuant to Senate Bill 375, Kern COG is required to conduct at least two public hearings on 
the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) that contains the Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (SCS).  If feasible the public hearings are to be conducted in different parts of the 
region to maximize the opportunity for participation by members of the public.  The first of two 
public hearings scheduled within the Kern region will be held at the City of Shafter, 336 Pacific 
Ave, Shafter, CA 93263 at 6:00 P.M., May 17, 2022.  The second public hearing will be held at 
Kern Council of Governments, 1401 19th Street, 3rd Floor, Bakersfield, CA 93301 at 6:30 P.M. 
May 19, 2022.  
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Page 2 / Public Review 
 
The 2022 RTP is a long-term blueprint for transportation projects. The Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (EIR) for the RTP contains a summary of alternatives considered. The 2023 
Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) is a near-term list of transportation 
projects.  The Air Quality Conformity Analysis demonstrates that both the near- and long-term 
project lists will not delay the region’s efforts to improve the air. A concurrent 55-day public 
review period is being held for the RTP/SCS, FTIP, and Conformity documents. A 45-day public 
review period is being held for the EIR. A summary of public comments received will be 
incorporated into the final documentation as appropriate. Final consideration of all documents is 
scheduled for July 21, 2022, during the Kern COG Board meeting. 
 
 

Timeline for Review of documents (4/22/22) 
 
Date Event 
April 22, 2022 55-day review period begins for RTP/SCS, FTIP, Conformity 

May 2, 2022 45-day review period begins for EIR 

May 4, 2022 Public review draft presented to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee/ 
Regional Planning Advisory Committee 

May 17, 2022 Public hearing at City of Shafter Council meeting 

May 19, 2022 Public review draft presented to Transportation Planning Policy Committee (public 
hearing) 

June 16, 2022 Public review period ends for all documents 

July 6, 2022 Present to Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and/or Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee to recommend approval 

July 21, 2022 Present to Transportation Planning Policy Committee for adoption 

July 28, 2022 Send final documents with response to comments to state and federal agencies for 
approval 

December 2022 Anticipated federal approval of Conformity, the near-term and long-term 
documents 

 
 
All documents are available at www.kerncog.org  
Public comments may be submitted in writing no later than 5 P.M. June 16, 2022.  
 
ACTION: Information. 
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May 4, 2022 
 
TO:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
   
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
   

By:  Becky Napier, Deputy Director - Administration  
 
SUBJECT:   REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: V.  
  REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 
 
DESCRIPTION: 

The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP 2.0) are a key part of strategic investments 
toward a more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all areas of the state. REAP 2.0 
builds on the success of 2019’s REAP program but expands the focus by integrating housing and climate 
goals and allowing for broader planning and implementation investments, including infrastructure.  

DISCUSSION: 

REAP 2.0 is explicitly intended to meet multiple objectives – infill development, housing for all incomes, 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) reduction, and affirmatively furthering fair housing in ways that accelerate 
the implementation of adopted regional and local plans to achieve these goals. March 24, 2022, the State 
published Draft Guidelines https://hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/reap/docs/reap2-0-
mpoallocationsdraftguidelines.pdf. The maximum award amount for Kern COG is $12,670,717.96. 

Executive Director, Hakimi, requested that the Committee discuss projects currently on the list for funding 
in the next few years and the potential the project bids will come in significantly higher than the project 
estimate. Is there potential to use the REAP 2.0 funds to complete these projects rather than begin a 
process with all new projects. This would have to be approved by HCD. 

March 11, the Department of Housing and Community Development held a question and answer session 
on REAP 2.0. There are some issues that have come up since the program was first announced: 

1. The source of the money has been altered. CALCOG made the following comment in a letter to 
HCD: “The $500 million is now coming from the “pandemic economic impacts” source of SLFRF 
funding. These funds are much more limited to specific types of housing projects and related 
project infrastructure. As a result, there is a significant mismatch between AB 140’s goals of 
supporting infill housing and VMT reduction and the more limited uses allowed by “pandemic 
economic impacts” funding program. We note that the Draft Guidelines now include a new 
objective of “Coronavirus Economic Recovery” that is not part of AB 140 or the earlier REAP 2.0 
Framework Paper published by HCD.” This impacts use of the funds for Transit projects. 

V. 
RPAC 
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2. HCD indicated they will not approve funding for updating housing elements as this was the 
purpose of REAP 1.0. 

3. HCD does not have a timeline for issuance of the Final Guidelines and the Application. 
4. The deadline to apply for the funding (December 2022) cannot be changed by HCD as it is the 

date in the statute. 
5. Will separate accounting have to be done for the SLFRF funds vs. the general fund dollars? 

Attached for Committee information, is a description of the projects currently listed for the REAP 2.0 
funds. 

 

ACTION 

Discuss the potential projects for the REAP 2.0 funding and provide staff direction concerning projects 
that are viable and can be completed before June 30, 2026 and provide staff direction. 



Member Agency Project Title Project Description Cost

Kern County Kern River Parkway Multi-

Use Path Safety 

Improvement Project

The Kern River Parkway Multi-use Path Safety Improvement Project (Project) proposes to 

rehabilitate a 5 mile segment of the existing Class 1 Kern River Parkway Multi-use path between 

Manor Street and Lake Ming. Specifically, the Project proposes to resurface deteriorated sectins of 

the multi-use path and improve safety with installation of new signage (for safety and wayfinding), 

fencing, bollards, striping and new barriers between the path and adjacent vehicles on Alfred Harrell 

Road to prevent dangerous conflicts between vehicles, pedestrians and cyclysts. This project meets 

REAP 2.0 Goal (D) - Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled. Section (3) states that eligible entities are 

encouraged to pursue or support pedestrian and bicycling infrastructure and other alternative 

transportation programs. This project will also advance and implement regional goals identified in 

the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy Chapter 2 - 

Transportation Planning Policies. This projet meets 4 of the seven core goals of the RTP to improve 

Mobility, Accessibility, Livability and Equity. Hundreds of pedestrians, cyclists and families use this 

path for safe alternative transportation. Many residents do not walk or ride bikes due to unsafe 

unavoidable dangers. Improving the community bike path to better separate vehicles from bicyclists 

is paramount for encouraging more residents to engage in active transportaton to improve the 

communities health footprint.

1,939,000

City of Bakersfield Add funding to approved 

Cycle 5 ATP - Chester 

Avenue (4th Street to 

Brundage Lane)

This segment of Chester Avenue is a 0.5 mile arterial road, with four general travel lanes and a bike 

lane.  Chester Avenue is a commercial strip, with residential land use in close proximity.   Treatments 

recommended along this segment of Chester Avenue include:

581,000

Repainted bike lanes; New cnter median, similar to the existing median on N. chester Avenue; 

Continental crosswalks and curb extensions; Advanced stop makring at all signalized intersections; 

and Leading pedestrian intervals at signalized intersections.

Residents in these areas will be able to safely connect to the downtown ara and other activity 

centers as well.

AVAILABLE REAP 2.0 FUNDING $12,670,717.96

CYCLE 5 ATP MPO AUGMENTATION PROJECTS



City of Bakersfield North Bakersfield Bicycle 

Connectivity Project
As a result of the existing street conditions, there is an inherent need for bicycle lanes/routes in 

North Bakersfield.  The project includes adding a total of 17.5 miles of bike lanes/routes (9.64 miles 

of Class II bike lanes, 7.86 miles of Class III bike routes) to interconnect the bicycle transportation 

network.  Also, the project includes 340 identification signs.  Ultimately, the project should increase 

bicycle safety and promote active modes of transportation in some of the busiest disadvantaged 

communities in North Bakersfield.  The project directly and meaningfully benefits the residents 

within disadvantaged communities.  All proposed bike lanes/routes are located within a 

disadvantage community (with one exception).  The project greatly enhances the overall bicycle 

transportation network, which provides theses residents better access throughout Bakersfield.  

Residents in these areas will be able to safely connect to the downtown area and other activity 

centers as well. 

234,000

City of Bakersfield 24th Street 

Bike/Pedestrian Bridge
As a result of existing street conditions, the only means to cross the Kern River for pedestrians or 

bicyclists near downtown is to use the existing arterial 24th Street.  The higher speed and busy 

nature of this road in addition to the lack of bicycle lane markings makes this an intimidating and 

dangerous path for non-motorized users.  This project will provide a bridge across the Kern River just 

north of 24th Street open to pedestrians and bicyclists only and will connect to existing bicycle paths 

on both sides. Ultimately this project should increase non-motorized user safety and promote active 

modes of transportation in one of the busiest disadvantaged community in Bakersfield.

1,868,000

City of Bakersfield California Avenue 

(Oleander Avenue to R 

Street)

This one mile segment of California Avenue is a six lane arterial road, predominantly commercial 

use, and has a school on the west end.  Treatments recommended along this segment of California 

Avenue include:

595,000

Curb Extensions at Oleander Ave. and at other signalized intersections to improve visability of 

students walking; Curb cuts and ramps at all signalized intersectins; High-visability yellow crosswalks 

around schools; Advanced stop markings at al signalized intersections; Turn line markings in 

intersections for left turns; and Leading pedestrian intervals at signalizd intersections.

This project provides the expected benefits of the Active Transportation Program including, but not 

limited to:

Increasing the proportion of trips accomplished by biking; Increasing the safety and mobility of non-

motorized users; Advancing the active transportation efforts of regional agencies to achieve 

greenhouse gas reductions; enhancing public health; and Ensuring that disadvantaged communities 

fully share in the benefits.



City of Tehachapi Valley Blvd. and Mill 

Street Gap Closure Project
This 0.5 mile stretch of Valley Boulevard serves as a major east-west vehicular, bicycle, and 

pedestrian corridor within the City.  The north side of Valley Boulevard from Oakwood Street to 

Curry Street lacks any pedestrian facilities forcing residents, adults and children alike, to walk in the 

dirt and/or roadway. Mill Street has direct access to the Downtown Park & Ride and Transit facility 

and other vital destinations but has gaps in pedestrian facilities. This project seeks to construct a 

pedestrian path for a 0.5 -mile stretch of Valley Boulevard and a 0.3 section of Mill Street, which will 

include sidewalk, curb, gutter, ADA compliant curb ramps, and improved crosswalks. A Class II 

bicycle path will also be constructed on the north side of Valley Boulevard to increase safety and 

viability of non-motorized users on the north side. These non-motorized improvements serve the 

residential areas adjacent to the project location and provide links to commercial centers, the transit 

center and three public schools within the city limits (all located within 1 mile of this project).  This 

project will increase walking and bicycle trips in this area by providing a safe and inviting facility for 

non-motorized users.

2,934,000

Reduced city revenue due to lack of payment for provided water, sewer, and trash services has 

depleted the City’s general fund. Many residents were unable pay for such services due to lack of 

employment during the current pandemic. Even before the pandemic, the City’s general fund was 

unable to support installation of sidewalks in the neighborhood and that expense is placed on the 

homeowner. This creates an impossible situation as this neighborhood is comprised of low-income 

households. Lack of sidewalks prevent residents from active transportation, restricting opportunities 

to take advantage of the health benefits associated with walking and biking. In addition, the lack of 

sidewalks and bike lanes puts residents who want to access the transit center at great risk.  Sharing 

the vehicular travel lane is the only option for access to the transit center. Improving existing 

infrastructure of the previously developed neighborhood that is served by transit, streets, water and 

sewer advances the state planning priorities described in the Government Code and will reduce 

VMT.



City of Wasco Central Avenue Class 1 

and Class II Bicycle Trails

This project will infill a section of bicycle lane and pedestrian walkway between multiple different 

housing tracts and ultimately into an almost complete grid of pedestrian walkways and bikeways. 

The connections are on the outer skirts of Wasco and will provide a continuous ADA and bicycle 

access route all the way from the southern city limits to SR 46 providing linkages to both housing 

and jobs on either side of Wasco.

404,000

Total 8,555,000$  
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May 4, 2022 

  
TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
  

By: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri, Regional Planner  
  
SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTE AGENDA ITEM: VI. 

UPDATE ON THE DRAFT RHNA PLAN  
  
DESCRIPTION:  
 
The Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Plan is available for a 45-day review period. Comments are due June 6, 2022.  
 
DISCUSSION:   
 
Background 
HCD is required to allocate the region’s share of the statewide housing need to Councils of Governments 
(COGs) based on Department of Finance (DOF) population projections and regional population forecasts 
used in preparing regional transportation plans. Kern COG has the responsibility of developing the state-
mandated RHNA Plan. 
 
The RHNA process will identify the number of housing units that each local government must 
accommodate in the Housing Element of its General Plan (Government Code §65584). As part of the 
region’s planning efforts, Kern COG works with local governments and stakeholders on the RHNA Plan 
to identify areas within the region sufficient to house an 8.5-year projection of the regional housing need. 
Additionally, the RHNA allocates housing units within the region consistent with the development pattern 
included in the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), and is part of the Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP). The development of 6th Cycle RHNA Plan will happen in tandem with the Kern COG’s 2022 
RTP/SCS. The Plan is scheduled to be completed in July 2022. 
 
Activities 
Feb. 2021 - Commence 6th cycle RHNA development 
Jun. 2021 - Kern COG began the RHNA determination consultation with HCD 
Jul. 2021 - Kern COG contracted with Regional Government Services Authority (RGS), Rincon 

Consultants, Inc. and Mintier Harnish Planning Consultants to assist with the development 
of the 6th Cycle RHNA Plan.  

Aug. 2021  - Staff presented the RHNA development timeline and RHNA objectives during the 
RTP/SCS Community Stakeholder Meeting #2, Kern COG requested an early RHNA 
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determination from HCD, and the Member Jurisdiction Survey was emailed to member 
agencies   

 - Kern COG receives final RHNA Determination from HCD 
Sept. 2021 - Staff and RHNA consultants begin draft RHNA methodology consultation with HCD 

- Staff and RHNA consultants presented an overview of the RHNA methodology during 
the RPAC meeting  

Oct. 2021 - Staff and RHNA consultants presented the preliminary Draft RHNA Methodology to 
RPAC and TPPC 

 - Continue draft RHNA methodology consultation with HCD 
Nov. 2021  - Staff and RHNA consultants presented the Draft RHNA Methodology during the 

RTP/SCS Community Stakeholder Meeting #3 on November 3rd 
 - 30-day Public Comment Period on the Draft RHNA Methodology from November 8 – 

December 9, 2021 with Public Hearing on November 18th  
 - Community Stakeholder Survey  
Dec. 2021  - Kern COG submits Draft RHNA Methodology to HCD for their 60-day review process  
Jan. 2022  - Staff and RHNA consultants work on draft RHNA Plan  
Feb. 2022 - HCD completes review of Draft RHNA Methodology (see Feb. 14, 2022 letter 

attached). Staff and RHNA consultants continue to work on draft RHNA Plan 
March 2022  - Adoption of Final RHNA Methodology  
 - Present Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan to RPAC and TPPC 
April 2022 - 45-day comment period (April 22 – June 6) on Draft RHNA Plan  
 - Present Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan to RPAC and TPPC 
 
 
Kern COG RHNA development updates and information is available on RHNA webpage: 
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/ If you have any questions or comments regarding the 
RHNA process, please contact Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri at rinvina@kerncog.org.  
 
Draft RHNA Methodology Development 
One of the RHNA statutory tasks Kern COG is responsible for is to develop and propose a RHNA 
methodology for distributing the existing and projected housing regional housing need to the cities and 
counties within the region. There were several recent legislation changes in the development of the 
RHNA for this 6th cycle. One includes the addition of the 5th objective, the requirement of the RHNA 
plan to “affirmatively further fair-housing.” Which means “taking meaningful actions, in addition to 
combating discrimination, that overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities free 
from barriers that restrict access to opportunity based on protected characteristics… transforming 
racially and ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into areas of opportunity, and fostering and 
maintaining compliance with civil rights and fair housing laws,” (Government Code 65584(e)).   
 
Kern COG, with input from elected officials, local staff, and stakeholders, must develop a methodology 
that quantifies and distributes the number of housing units assigned to each local government to meet 
the total regional housing need. During the September 1st RPAC meeting, Kern COG’s RHNA 
consultant, Thomas Pogue of the University of the Pacific, presented an overview of the draft RHNA 
methodology and discussed the objectives and factors for this RHNA cycle. On the October 6th RPAC 
meeting, the preliminary Draft RHNA Methodology Framework report was presented and discussed. 
The report provides the detailed steps and explanation of the factors applied in the draft RHNA 
methodology. The report also includes the final RHNA determination by HCD. The Kern COG Final 
Regional Determination for Cycle 6 RHNA (2023-2031) is 57,650 units. That final RHNA Determination 
was received on August 31, 2021 and includes adjustments for vacancy, replacement, overcrowding, 
and cost burden as required by state law. 
 

https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/
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In addition, Kern COG hosted Public Roundtable Meetings on August 3rd and November 3rd to seek 
community stakeholder input. Staff has received input from local member agencies, public and private 
industries and community organizations such as Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability and 
Center on Race, Poverty and the Environment. During the November Roundtable meeting, Kern COG 
hosted a housing panel discussion that involved representatives from the City of Bakersfield, San Joaquin 
Valley COG’s planning consultant, Kern Home Builder’s Association, and Housing Authority of Kern. 
During this meeting the City of Bakersfield staff expressed concerns with the City’s initial draft RHNA. 
The City would be allocated a large part of the region’s share along with a significant share of the low-
income allocation. Kern COG staff and the City of Bakersfield staff met to further discuss these concerns 
and potential solutions and is continuing to work with them to address their concerns.  Most recently Kern 
COG and the 7 other Valley COGs are amending a valley wide housing planning contract to prepare an 
analysis of the impact of planned future housing by new oil & gas well set back rules proposed by the 
State.  
 
A Community Stakeholder Survey was also conducted virtually. The Survey was about the housing needs 
in the Kern Community that will assist Kern COG, cities, and county plan for the housing needs of the 
region. The Survey was also available in Spanish at the recommendation of the Leadership Counsel for 
Justice & Accountability. The Survey summary and results is available on the RHNA webpage.  
 
RHNA Methodology Review Process 
The public comment period for the Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology began November 8, 2021 and 
ended December 9, 2021 with a Public Hearing held during the November 18th Kern COG Board Meeting. 
There were no comments received during the Public Hearing. There only comment received was 
submitted by the City of Tehachapi in support of the proposed methodology. Kern COG submitted 
the Draft RHNA Methodology to HCD for their review on December 17, 2021. 
 
On February 14, 2022, Kern COG received a letter from HCD on their review of the Draft 6th Cycle RHNA 
Methodology. HCD has completed its review of the methodology and finds that the draft Kern COG 
RHNA Methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government Code 65584(d). In 
HCD’s letter, they included a brief summary of findings and “commends Kern COG for including 
factors in the draft methodology linked to the statutory objectives such as income parity, jobs-
housing imbalances, and affirmatively furthering fair housing.” 
 
During the March 2nd RPAC Meeting, Committee Member Lorelei Oviatt made a comment and there was 
a discussion made on the Kern COG RHNA Methodology regarding Sustainable Groundwater 
Management Act (SGMA) and the drought effects in the Kern region. After discussion, the Committee 
member Oviatt asked a motion to adopt the Final 6th Cycle RHNA Allocation Methodology with an 
amendment to include a paragraph in the report, before it is presented to the Kern COG Board. The 
motion was approved unanimously by the rest of the Committee members. The Kern COG RHNA 
Methodology Report was updated to include an Erratum that included SGMA and drought effects on the 
ability of jurisdictions to provide water for the proposed RHNA Allocation, and Kern COG informed the 
HCD of the addition of the Erratum. HCD acknowledged the Erratum and thanked Kern COG for 
sharing the additional information regarding the context around water and draught 
effects in the Kern region. 
 
The TPPC adopted the Final Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology Report during the March 17th TPPC and 
Board Meeting.  
 
Draft RHNA Plan  
The RHNA Plan includes the draft RHNA for each jurisdiction that applies HCD’s determination and the 
RHNA methodology. The attached Table is the draft RHNA share by jurisdiction for your review. The 



Draft RHNA Plan, in its entirety, is available on Kern COG’s RHNA webpage: 
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/ 
There is a 45-day review period for each jurisdiction to review its share. The comment period is from 
April 22, 2022, to June 6, 2022, and comments are due no later than 5:00 PM on June 6, 2022. 
Comments may be submitted to rinvina@kerncog.org. The RHNA Plan review, adoption and 
appeal processes are described in Government Code Section 65584.05. The RHNA Plan is tentatively 
scheduled to be adopted concurrently with the 2022 RTP on July 21, 2022. The estimated Housing 
Element due date is January 21, 2024, and the due date is based within 18 months adoption of the 
RTP.  
 
Staff emailed letters of Issuance of the Draft 6th Cycle RHNA share to each member agency’s City 
Managers and Planning Directors. In addition, staff informed HCD staff and community stakeholders via 
email, and there are display ads and press releases in local newspapers notifying the public of the 45-
day review period on the Draft RHNA Plan.  
 
On-line mapping tool: Portal 
Staff and the RHNA consultant team is developing and maintaining a publicly viewable on-line mapping 
application (Portal), which will allow users to view the proposed RHNA unit allocations for each 
jurisdiction and to explore specific parcels to evaluate the potential number of units a parcel could 
support. The Portal will assist jurisdictions in the development and adoption of policies and process 
improvements to accelerate housing production.  
 
 
Attachment: Draft RHNA Share by jurisdiction  
 
 
ACTION: Comments due by June 6, 2022. Please submit comments to rinvina@kerncog.org.  

mailto:rinvina@kerncog.org
mailto:rinvina@kerncog.org


 Regional Housing Needs Allocation 

Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) RHNA 

2023-2031 Draft RHNA Allocations by Income Category 

 Lower Income (Very 
Low & Low Income) 

Higher Income (Moderate 
& Above Moderate 

Income) 

Jurisdiction Total RHNA 
Allocation Units % of Total 

RHNA Units % of Total 
RHNA 

Arvin 1,174 203 17.3% 971 82.7% 

Bakersfield 37,461 18,211 48.6% 19,250 51.4% 

California City 427 64 14.9% 364 85.1% 

Delano 1,866 530 28.4% 1,336 71.6% 

Maricopa 13 2 12.8% 11 87.2% 

McFarland 244 81 33.4% 162 66.6% 

Ridgecrest 1,436 620 43.2% 816 56.8% 

Shafter 3,294 1,110 33.7% 2,185 66.3% 

Taft 504 112 22.2% 393 77.8% 

Tehachapi 902 307 34.0% 595 66.0% 

Wasco 1,086 209 19.2% 877 80.8% 

Unincorporated 
County Areas 9,243 2,539 27.5% 6,704 72.5% 

 

Total Kern 
County 57,650 23,986 41.6% 33,664 58.4% 

 DRAFT

- Kern Council 
~ of Governments -
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VII. 
RPAC 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

May 4, 2022 
 

 
TO:   Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
   
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director  
  

By:   Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director   
 Ben Raymond, Regional Transportation Planner 
 

SUBJECT:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee 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.  Over 7,000 Kern residents have participated 
in the 2022 RTP public involvement process.  This item is a regular update provided to the Regional 
Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC). 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
This periodic update report chronicles development and implementation of the SB 375 Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (SCS) process in Kern with recent activity listed first.  Note that this report excludes 
50 plus staff presentations on the SCS made to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) and 
the Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) during the 4-year update cycle.  The report also 
includes a timeline with upcoming events: 
 
April 22, 2022 – 55-day public review period began for the draft 2022 RTP/SCS, Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program (FTIP), associated federal air quality conformity document.  Comments for these 
documents are due on June 16, 2022.  The 45-day public review period began for the Regional Housing 
Needs Assessment (RHNA) report and comments are due June 6, 2022.  The associated environmental 
document is schedule for a 45-d public review period to begin an May 2, 2022.  Comments on that document 
are due June 16, 2022.  All documents are currently scheduled for adoption on July 21, 2022. 
 
April 15, 2022 - California Air Resources Board (ARB) provides comments Kern COG’s additional ARB 
requested changes to the off-model adjustment spreadsheet described in Technical Methodology (TM) 
Revision 3.  Kern COG has made all requested changes to the off-model adjustment spreadsheet. 
 

Kern Council 
of Governments 
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March 21, 2022 - ARB provided Kern COG additional changes to the off-model adjustment spreadsheet 
described in Technical Methodology Revision 3. 
 
March 10, 2022 – California Housing and Community Development (HCD) staff provided confirmation of 
receipt of the requested change to the RHNA methodology from the County. 
 
February 24, 2022 – Check-in call with ARB to address their two comments on Technical Methodology 
revision 3. 
 
February 16, 2022 – Received comment one from the Golden Empire Transit District on the preliminary 
draft policy section to add introduction of demand response, circulator, and express transit services.  No 
other comments were received on the proposed policy changes circulated to the RPAC and TPPC.  Kern 
COG staff plans to incorporate the comments into the draft RTP. 
 
February 14, 2022 –HCD Issued letter to Kern COG with a finding “that the draft Kern COG RHNA 
Methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government Code 65584(d).” 
 
January 27, 2022 – Kern COG submitted Kern SCS Technical Methodology revision 3 to ARB to address 
their comments received 12/21/21. 
 
January 13, 2022 – Bob Smith, Kern COG Chair & Bakersfield City Councilmember, and Ahron Hakimi, 
Kern COG executive director, met with members of a Bakersfield seniors group at Hodel’s to discuss the 
RTP and senior Transit opportunities. 
 
December 21, 2021 – Call between ARB and 8-San Joaquin Valley COGs technical staff better coordinate 
ARB SCS technical methodology review including off-model GHG adjustment method.  Kern COG revised 
SCS technical methodology review by RPAC delayed till February 2, 2022 to incorporate changes from 
ARB received 12/14/21. 
 
November 8, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the 2nd revision to the SCS technical methodology sent 
to ARB on October 12, 2021.    
 
November 3, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #3 - on Regional Housing Needs 
Allocation (RHNA) methodology.  Attendees:  City of Bakersfield staff, City of California City staff and 
planning commissioner, City of Maricopa Councilmember, City of Taft staff, City of Shafter staff, City of 
Arvin Staff, City of Ridgecrest staff, ACLU of Southern California, Bakersfield Senior Center, Centro de 
Unidad Popular Benito Juarez, Faith In The Valley, Home Builders Association, Housing Authority of Kern, 
Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, LOUD For Tomorrow, Rebuilding Together Kern County, 
TDH Associates, Sigala, Inc, RGS, and local community residents.  Public discussion recommended:  
Engagement in local housing element development beginning after adoption of RHNA in Summer 2022.  
Employ more affordable housing techniques such as land banking, housing trust fund, impact fee waivers, 
online permitting process, homebuilding labor force development, “set the table” for low-income housing 
development w/land & architecture requirements pre-set, and provide more housing development on 
eastside of Metro.   

October 29, 2021 – State Housing & Community Development (HCD) Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA) Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
October 18, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the SB 150 review of the 2018 SC.  A discussion of the 
revised technical methodology has been sent to ARB was postponed to November 8, 2021.   
 
October 11, 2021 – HCD RHNA Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
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September 7, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff, on the status of development of modeling 
for the SCS methodology. 
 
August 31, 2021 - HCD issued Kern’s low-income housing need determination for June 30, 2023 – 
December 31, 2031.  RHNA process to allocate that determination to each jurisdiction.  That allocation 
must be incorporated into each jurisdiction’s housing element update. 
 
August 20, 2021 – Four Community Based Outreach Mini-grants applications were received from All Of Us 
Or None (AOUON), Bakersfield Senior Center, Kern County Black Chamber of Commerce, and Leadership 
Counsel for Justice and Accountability to host RTP/SCS outreach events in Fall 2021 and be reimbursed 
for hosting related expenses. 
 
August 5, 2021 – Conference call with HCD RHNA staff, California Department of Finance (DOF) 
forecasting staff, Kern COG consulting economist, on 2032 forecast of household formation rates.  DOF 
agreed to revise rates to be closer to Kern COG’s adopted forecast as developed by our consulting 
economist. 
 
August 4, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #2 - On Improving Public Outreach.  
Attendees: Tubatulabal Tribe, City of Maricopa City Councilmember, Kern County Black Chamber of 
Commerce, League of Women Voters, Leadership Council for Justice & Accountability, Bike Bakersfield, 
California Trucking Association/CPT, Downtown Business Association, TDH Associates, Upside 
Productions, Cal Centre Logistics Park, Kern County Library, City of Taft Planning Director, Kern County 
Public Works, Federal Highways Administration, California Air Resources Board, Caltrans District 6, RGS 
Consulting.  Ways participants suggested to improve public input – 1) More meetings like this, 2) Keep 
sending out more information to Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) so they can pass it on, 3) Virtual 
meetings via PublicInput software, 4) Newsletter announcements (including Tribal newsletters), and 5) 
NGOs may propose use of phone banks with mini-grant. 
 
August 4, 2021 – Transportation Modeling Committee–a subcommittee of the RPAC and TTAC–met to 
review the latest travel model validation, SB 743 script update, and the regional traffic count program. 
 
July 28, 2021 - Community Based Outreach Mini-grants Application released for fall outreach events for 
the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
July 10, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff on the status of development of modeling data 
for the SCS methodology. 
 
June 30, 2021 – RTP/SCS update to RPAC and announcement of numerous Summer/Fall events. 
 
June 11, 2021 – Kick-off meeting for the Kern Area Goods Movement Operations (KARGO) Sustainability 
Study phase 2.  Public outreach meeting tentatively schedule for October 28, 2021. 
 
May 20, 2021 – Kern Quality of Life Survey results https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/ 
 
May 10, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the status of development of modeling data for the SCS 
methodology.  A revised methodology is anticipated to be sent to ARB in August, 2021. 
 
May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 – Public comment period on the Notice of Preparation of a Program 
Environmental Impact Report for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 

https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/
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April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Kern Transportation Foundation on regional freight efforts to be 
incorporated into the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
February 17, 2021 – ARB provided a follow-up letter to the January 5, 2021 meeting covering 6 areas they 
would like to see additional information on related to the Kern COG 2022 SCS methodology. 
 
January 21, 2021 – The annual “Transitions” web conference was held with two dozen participants 
discussing green transit technology and funding options.  Participants were encouraged to participate in 
the MetroQuest online survey tool to provide input to the 2022 RTP. 
 
January 14, 2021 – Kern COG provided a live web presentation to the new Bakersfield representative of 
the Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability.  The presentation was the same one presented to 
the Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on January 22, 2020. 
 
January 5, 2021 – Kern COG had a call with the ARB staff, answering questions about the Technical 
Methodology Report.  Kern is awaiting a final list of follow-up items from the call. 
 
December 7, 2020 – Kern COG sent the Technical Methodology Report to the ARB.  The draft report was 
reviewed by Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) and the RPAC at their regular November 
meetings.  The report includes a discussion of how Kern COG intends to address ARB comments from 
their July 27, 2020 Technical Evaluation of the 2018 RTP methodology.  The draft Technical Methodology 
Report for the 2022 RTP can be viewed on the November 19, 2020 TPPC as agenda item IV. J. - 
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf  
 
September 20, 2020 – Kern COG released its 3rd online public survey on the 2022 RTP/SCS.  Responses 
are scheduled to be collected by November 9, 2030.  Participants and provide their input at 
https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/ 
 
July 27, 2020 – ARB published the Kern Technical Evaluation and finding of acceptance of the Kern COG 
2018 RTP/SCS methodology now available at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-
communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council   
 
June 18, 2020 – Rural Alternative Transit Plan & RTP/SCS Workshops Report adopted – Plan is available 
online at https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf  
 
January 22, 2020 – 2022 RTP/SCS Stakeholder Roundtable #1 was held at Kern COG to garner input on 
the 2022 RTP/SCS public outreach process.  Twenty-two (22) participants attended the meeting from 
various interest areas in the community including: the Tejon Indian Tribe, Lamont/Weedpatch Family 
Resource Center, Caltrans, Kern County Black Chamber of Commerce, League of Women Voters, Valley 
Fever Awareness & Resources, Golden Empire Transit, Project Clean Air, Tejon Ranch, Leadership 
Council for Justice and Accountability, Troy D. Hightower International, Senator Melissa Hertado’s Office, 
California Alliance for Retired Americans, Congressman TJ Cox’s Office, and the cities of Bakersfield, Taft, 
Shafter, Tehachapi and California City.  Participants were presented an overview of the 2022 RTP/SCS 
performance measure and outreach methodology and participants provided input on how Kern COG can 
improve the outreach process. Recommendations included: 1) Continue the Kern County Fair Booth; 2) 
Mini Grant Outreach – consider providing tools to stakeholders to go into communities to gather input rather 
than a having a formal meeting; 3) Use Interactive Social Media; 4) Use Parent Centers connected to the 
Bakersfield City School District; 5) Use Advisory Councils associated with schools; 6) Provide information 
to the Kern County Network for Children; 7) Consider going to McDonalds Play Areas – free Wi-Fi for adults 
and play space for children; 8) Community events such as Taft Oildorado, California City Tortoise Days and 
other community festivals (pre-COVID event). 
 

https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf
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May 16, 2019 – Kern County Electric Passenger Vehicle Charging Blueprint completed: 
https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/  
 
February 21, 2019 – Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan & RTP Workshops Report 
completed: https://www.kerncog.org/wp-
content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf  
 
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.  The 2018 conformity 
analysis is available online at https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/  
 
August 15, 2018 – Kern COG Board adopted the 2018 RTP/SCS and associated documents available 
online at https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/    
 
Table 1 – 2011 & 2018 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region 
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/ 2020 2035 
Targets for 2014 & 18 RTP/SCS (set in 2011 by ARB)* -5% -10% 
2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018)* -12.5% -12.7% 
Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by 
ARB, effective October 1, 2018) 

-9% -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. 
 
March 15, 2018 – Kern Region Active Transportation Plan completed and incorporated into the 2018 
RTP/SCS: https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/  
 
June 13, 2017 – ARB released proposed targets that were 2 percentage points higher than what Kern COG 
recommended based on local modeling 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.  Failure to meet this 
arbitrarily-set, higher target would require the region to prepare and Alternative Planning Strategy (APS) 
with additional voluntary strategies1 that meet the target.  ARB is required to update targets every 4-8 years. 
 
April 20, 2017 – 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. 
 
2022 RTP/SCS Preliminary Public Outreach and Adoption Timeline  
 

 
1 Note that to-date no region in California has had to prepare an APS.  Some stakeholders are concerned about the voluntary 
nature of the strategies in the SCS.  Kern has been very aggressive on SCS strategies to avoid the APS requirement. 

https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/
https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
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• Spring 2018 to Spring 2021 – Four statistically valid Sustainable Community Quality of Life Phone 
Surveys (Kern residents/year & oversampled in rural disadvantage areas) 

• Spring 2018 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS – Complete 
• September 4, 2019 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS Implementation 

Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• September 17-November 12, 2019 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 1 (220 participants) - 

Complete  
• Fall 2019 to Fall 2021 – Fairs/Festivals/Farmer’s Market outreach events - Ongoing 
• January 22, 2020 – 1st Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA outreach process - 

Complete  
• January 24-March 13, 2020 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 2 (446 participants) - 

Complete 
• Spring 2020 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• March 2020 – Adopt Regional Growth Forecast Update - Complete 
• Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) process - Ongoing 
• September 3, 2020 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS Implementation 

Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• August 21 - -November12, 2020 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 3 (200+ participants) - Complete 
• September 22, 2020-Oct. 10 – KUZZ Virtual Kern County Fair Outreach Event – Complete   
• January 21, 2021 – Transitions – Transit tech event - Complete 
• April 2021 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents), results available at - 

Complete 
• April 2021 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 4 on Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) (144 

participants) shows nearly half of respondents interested in ADUs – Complete 
• May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 - Notice of Preparation of a Program Environmental Impact Report for the 

2022 RTP/SCS - Complete 
• August 4, 2021 at 1:30PM – 2nd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA outreach process 

in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main conference room - Complete 
• Summer-Fall 2021 – 2020 U.S. Census population data available - Complete 
• Summer 2021 – RTP Public Outreach – Local Roads Safety Planning (LSRP) 9 online Zoom meetings, 

for info contact eflickinger@kerncog.org - Complete: 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/ site is excepting input 

through November 2021 (350 participants) 
1. June 22, 2021, 5–6pm, Shafter – online Zoom meeting 
2. June 24, 2021, 4-5pm, Delano – online Zoom meeting 
3. June 29, 2021, 5:30-6:30pm, Bakersfield – online Zoom meeting 
4. July 12, 2021, 4–5pm, Wasco – online Zoom meeting 
5. July 24, 2021, 3-4pm Maricopa – online Zoom meeting 
6. August 4, 2021, 5-6pm, Taft – online Zoom meeting 
7. August 5, 2021, 6-7pm, Tehachapi – online Zoom meeting 
8. August 17, 2021, 6–7am, Arvin – online Zoom meeting 
9. September 16, 2021, 5-6pm, California City – online Zoom meeting 
10. October 28, 2021, 2:30pm – All Of Us Or None Mtg., – 948 Baker St, Bakersfield  – online 

Zoom meeting 
• Summer 2021 - RTP Public Outreach – Clean Mobility Options Needs Assessment for up to 13 

Disadvantaged Communities, (500+ participants) for info contact SCampbell@kerncog.org - 
Complete 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/  
- April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Shafter Rotary Club 
- Social media posts of survey February - August, 2021 targeted to reach the following zip 

codes:  Tejon Tribe, Tubatulabal Tribe, Delano, McFarland, Lost Hills, Wasco, Taft, 
Arvin, Lamont, Buttonwillow, Shafter, California City, Ridgecrest, Maricopa 

- Tubatulabal Tribe July newsletter promotion of survey with link.  

mailto:eflickinger@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/
mailto:SCampbell@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/
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- July 20, 2021 exhibitor participation in United Way of Kern County's Community Development 
Conference, Bakersfield (50+ participants). 

• Summer 2021 - Mini-grant stakeholder application process for hosting RTP/SCS outreach events 
(possibly web-enabled and/or in-person type events) 

• September 6 – October 6, 2021 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 
Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies. 

• September 28 – November 24, 2021 – Mini-grant stakeholder hosted events (*) and other  coordinated 
RTP public outreach events 
1. *September 28, 2021, 5:30pm – Kern Black Chamber of Commerce, 3501 Sterling, N.E. 

Bakersfield (51 participants) 
2. *September 30, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 1st Mtg., 530 4th St, S. Downtown 

Bakersfield (12 participants) 
3. *October 13, 2021, 1pm – All Of Us Or None – 948 Baker St, E. Bakersfield (23 participants) 
4. October 16, 2021, 9am-2pm – Booth at Oildorado Days, Taft (25 participants) 
5. *October 14, 2021, 6pm – Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 10300 San Diego St, Lamont (6 

participants) 
6. *October 18, 2021, 6pm - Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 8228 Hilltop Dr, Fuller Acres (9 

participants) 
7. *October 19, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 2nd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. Downtown 

Bakersfield (12 participants) 
8. October 23, 2021, 10am-2pm – Clean Cities Coalition – Workshop for Jr. High and H.S. Teachers, 

Valley Oaks Charter School, must register 661-847-9756, Tehachapi (15 participants) 
9. October 28, 2021, 8am-4pm – Kern Transportation Foundation, must register 

http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/ – Hodel’s, 5917 Knudsen Dr, N. 
Bakersfield (85 participants) 

10. *October 30, 2021, 6pm - Kern Black Chamber of Commerce 2nd Mtg. – Alliance Against Family 
Violence, 1660 South St, Downtown Bakersfield (22 participants) 

11. *November 4, 2021, 6pm? 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 3rd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. Downtown 
Bakersfield (12 participants) 

12. November 6, 2021, 9am-4pm – Ridgecrest Native American Petroglyph Festival – Downtown 
Ridgecrest (30 participants) 

13. *November 9, 2021, 7-8:30 pm - Bike Bakersfield, Missionary Baptist Church, 1451 Madison St, 
93307, S.E. Bakersfield (16 participants) 

• November 3, 2021, 1:30-3pm – 3rd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS outreach status and 
RHNA Methodology in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main conference room and 
via GoToMeeting online 

• November 8, 2021, 3pm – Kern COG/ARB meeting on SCS Technical Methodology Update 
• November 8-December 9, 2021 – Public review period for RHNA Methodology 
• November 18, 2021 – Advertised public hearing on RHNA Methodology 
• November 10 – December 10, 2021 – Online public survey on housing needs (67 participants in 

English & Spanish) 
• January 13, 2022 – Senior Transit Opportunities - Bakersfield seniors group (80 participants) 
• Spring 2022 – Statistically Valid Annual Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) results available 

in May 2022 
__________________ 

• Spring 2022 – Publicly agendized meetings with all 11 City Councils and the County Board of 
Supervisors (law only requires meetings at 2 local government jurisdictions) 

1. March 21, 2022 – Maricopa City Council 
2. April 5, 2022 – Wasco City Council 
3. April 12, 2022 – California City Council 
4. April 14, 2022 – McFarland City Council 
5. April 18, 2022 – Tehachapi City Council 
6. April 19, 2022 – Taft City Council 
7. April 26, 2022 – Kern County Board of Supervisors 

http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/
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8. May 4, 2022 – Bakersfield City Council 
9. May 4, 2022 – Ridgecrest City Council  
10. May 16, 2022 – Delano City Council  
11. May 17, 2022 – Shafter City Council – Public Hearing  
12. May 19, 2022 – Kern Council of Governments – Public Hearing 
13. May 24, 2022 – Arvin City Council 

• April 22, 2022 – Begin 55-day combined public review period and release Draft RTP/SCS/air quality 
conformity/environmental document and RHNA housing needs plan. 

• July 21, 2022 (tentative) – Combined public hearing and Adopt RTP/SCS, FTIP, Air Quality 
Conformity, RHNA, and environmental document 

• October 2022 – Community Level SCS Progress Report Update & Requests for SCS Implementation 
Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies 

• January 2024 – Local jurisdiction Housing Elements are due. 
 
To be added to the RTP/SCS email notification list for up-coming events, please email Becky Napier 
BNapier@kerncog.org . 
  
ACTION:  Information. 

mailto:BNapier@kerncog.org


 

May 23, 2022 

 

TO:   REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

FROM: AHRON HAKIMI, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR  

SUBJECT:  MEETING CANCELLATION NOTICE  

 

The meeting of the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) scheduled for 
Wednesday, June 1, 2022, has been cancelled.  
 
There are information items available on the website at 
https://www.kerncog.org/rpac-meetings/ 
 
The next regularly scheduled meeting will be Wednesday, July 6, 2022.  Agenda 
materials will be mailed approximately one week prior to the meeting.  
Thank you. 

 

Kern Council 
of Governments 

https://www.kerncog.org/rpac-meetings/


 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

June 1, 2022 
 
 

TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  Executive Director 
 
  By: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri, Regional Planner 
   Linda Urata, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE INFORMATION ITEM: 1 

REGIONAL CLIMATE COLLABORATIVES PROGRAM 
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
The California Strategic Growth Council (SGC) announced the availability of funding for Round 1 of the 
Regional Climate Collaboratives (RCC) Program with an application due date of October 7, 2022.  
 
 
DISCUSSION:    
 
The California Strategic Growth Council announced the availability of funding for Round 1 of the Regional 
Climate Collaboratives Program through the release of Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) on May 12, 
2022. SGC anticipates that $8.35 million will be available for competitive awards in this funding round. 
RCC is part of the state’s Climate Budget (Senate Bill 170), which funds ambitious measures to build 
climate adaptation and resilience through planning, research, capacity building, restoration, and 
sustainable infrastructure. 
 
RCC funds community-rooted and cross-sectoral partners to deepen their relationships and develop the 
processes, plans, and projects that will drive and sustain climate action. The goal of the RCC program is 
to strengthen local coordination, leadership, knowledge, skills, and expertise with a particular focus on 
increasing access to funding resources for project planning and implementation within under-resourced 
communities. The program was designed to serve both emerging and established Collaboratives across 
the state, so Applicants can tailor their proposals based on their size and community context. RCC grant 
terms are three years. 
 
The legislation acknowledges that under-resourced communities often lack capacity and face challenges 
accessing State funding to address community priorities and recognizes the necessity of providing 
technical assistance (TA) resources to ensure every community has the same opportunity to achieve their 
climate and equity goals. The RCC program will employ a two-phase application process, including a Pre-
Proposal and Full Application phase. Submitting a Pre-Proposal is not required but is strongly 

Kern Council 
of Governments 



recommended for all RCC Applicants. Applicants who do not submit a Pre-Proposal cannot be guaranteed 
TA. 
 
Applicants must ensure they address each of the following program objectives: 

• Develop Actionable Plans and Projects: Activities conducted by Applicants will lead to the 
development (or update) of local plans as well as climate change mitigation, adaptation, and 
resilience projects that can be implemented if project funding is secured.  

• Build Social Infrastructure: Applicants must demonstrate how the proposed activities will build 
enduring and trusting relationships across members of the Collaborative, residents, and other 
stakeholder groups, and how the grant will support better regional coordination on the development 
and implementation of climate-related projects and applications.  

• Center Community Engagement & Decision Making: Applicants must work with community 
members and stakeholders through direct engagement. Applicants must involve residents and key 
stakeholders from selected under-resourced communities within the Applicant’s region in all 
phases of project implementation, with a focus on populations that have historically been excluded 
from decision making and implementation processes.  

• Develop Equity-centered Processes: Applicants must demonstrate how the proposed activities will 
develop or improve local processes for under-resourced community residents, community based 
organizations, and Tribes to co-lead decisions made about climate change related priorities and 
projects at the local and/or regional level. 

 
The following is the Program schedule and the list of application workshop webinar series providing an 
overview of the RCC Program including program objectives, program requirements, the application 
process, and grant administration, and virtual networking sessions:  

• Wednesday, May 18, 2-3pm: RCC Guidelines and Application Overview Webinar  
• Wednesday, June 8, 10am-12pm: RCC Application Workshop & Networking Session – 

Unincorporated & Rural Communities  
• Thursday, June 9, 10am-12pm: RCC Application Workshop & Networking Session – Tribes & 

Tribal-serving Organizations  
• Pre-Proposals must be submitted to SGC by 5:00 p.m. PT on Friday, July 15, 2022 
• December 15, 2022: Round 1 RCC Awards adopted by Council 

See Attached NOFA letter for registration details and information on the RCC Program. In addition, 
please see attached for attached Example Strategies Table that provides some examples of strategies 
and tasks that could fulfill the required and optional activities specified in Section II of the RCC Program 
Guidelines. 
 
RCC Program Guidelines:  
https://sgc.ca.gov/meetings/council/2022/docs/20220428-Item6_AttatchmentA.pdf  
 
Strategic Growth Council Website for the RCC Program: https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/cace/resources/rcc/  
 
RCC Applications and materials must be submitted to SGC via a file-sharing platform by 5:00 p.m. 
PT on Friday, October 7, 2022. 
 
ACTION: Information. 
 
 
Attachments:  
Notice of Funding Availability – RCC Program 
Regional Climate Collaboratives Program: Strategy Guidance 
 

https://sgc.ca.gov/meetings/council/2022/docs/20220428-Item6_AttatchmentA.pdf
https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/cace/resources/rcc/


 
 
 

1400 Tenth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814   ●   www.sgc.ca.gov   ●   (916) 322-2318 

NOTICE OF FUNDING AVAILABILITY 

Regional Climate Collaboratives Program 

FY 2021-2022 FUNDING ROUND 
DATE: May 12, 2022 
TO: All Potential Applicants 
FROM: RCC Program Staff, Strategic Growth Council 
SUBJECT: NOTICE OF FUNDING AVAILABLITY – A TOTAL OF $8.35 MILLION FOR ROUND 1 

OF THE REGIONAL CLIMATE COLLABORATIVES PROGRAM 

 
The California Strategic Growth Council (SGC) is pleased to announce the availability of funding for 
Round 1 of the Regional Climate Collaboratives (RCC) Program through this Notice of Funding 
Availability (NOFA). SGC anticipates that $8.35 million will be available for competitive awards in this 
funding round.  
 
RCC is part of the state’s Climate Budget (Senate Bill 170), which funds ambitious measures to build 
climate adaptation and resilience through planning, research, capacity building, restoration, and 
sustainable infrastructure. Senate Bill (SB) 1072 (Leyva, Chapter 377, Statutes of 2018)1 established the 
RCC Program at the California Strategic Growth Council (SGC) to create new and support existing 
Regional Climate Collaboratives (Collaboratives) across the state that will assist under-resourced 
communities in accessing funding for climate change mitigation and adaptation projects. The legislation 
acknowledges that under-resourced communities often lack capacity and face challenges accessing 
State funding to address community priorities and recognizes the necessity of providing technical 
assistance (TA) resources to ensure every community has the same opportunity to achieve their climate 
and equity goals. As a capacity building grant program, RCC enables cross sectoral partners to deepen 
relationships and strengthen local coordination, leadership, knowledge, skills, and access to critical 
resources to drive and sustain climate action. 
 
The RCC program will employ a two-phase application process, including a Pre-Proposal and Full 
Application phase.  Submitting a Pre-Proposal is not required but is strongly recommended for all RCC 
Applicants. Applicants who do not submit a Pre-Proposal cannot be guaranteed TA. Pre-Proposals will 
not disqualify Applicants from submitting a final application or affect the evaluation of their full application. 
In addition, Applicants will not be beholden to the project details submitted in the Pre-Proposal for the 
Final Application. 
 
The Pre-Proposal application allows Applicants to provide a broad overview of their proposed projects, 
which may include information such as the project Partners, Managing Stakeholder, and estimated 
budget. SGC staff and TA providers will provide feedback on all submitted Pre-Proposals but will not 
provide scores. The full application will be released following the pre-proposal deadline. Application TA 
will be available to support with the development of full applications. 
 

 
1 Leyva. “Senate Bill No. 1072.” Bill Text - SB-1072 Regional Climate Collaborative Program: technical assistance., September 
14, 2018. https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill_id=201720180SB1072. 
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RCC Grant Pre-Proposals must be submitted no later than 5:00 p.m. PT on Friday, July 15, 2022. 
Final Grant Applications must be submitted no later than 5:00 p.m. PT on Friday, October 7, 2022 
according to the terms of this NOFA. 
 
Information about the RCC Program, including the Program Guidelines, application TA, and other 
resources can be found at the SGC website: https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/cace/resources/rcc/. Questions 
may be directed to RCC program staff by email at ta@sgc.ca.gov. 
 
PROGRAM SUMMARY 
The Regional Climate Collaboratives (RCC) Program is a new capacity building grant program for under-
resourced communities. RCC funds community-rooted and cross-sectoral partners to deepen their 
relationships and develop the processes, plans, and projects that will drive and sustain climate action. 
The goal of the program is to strengthen local coordination, leadership, knowledge, skills, and expertise 
with a particular focus on increasing access to funding resources for project planning and implementation 
within under-resourced communities. RCC was designed to serve both emerging and established 
Collaboratives across the state, so Applicants can tailor their proposals based on their size and 
community context. RCC grant terms are three years. 
 
Eligible Applicants  
Eligible Applicants for a Collaborative include, but are not necessarily limited to, the following:  

• California Native American Tribes 
• Community-based organizations 
• Joint powers authorities 
• Local government agencies 
• Nonprofits and foundations 
• Small businesses 
• Other organizations with a history of providing community-based outreach or TA. These 

organizations may look different depending on each Applicant’s local and regional context. It is up 
to Applicants to determine which organizations play this role in their community. Possible 
examples include, but are not necessarily limited to, the following: 

• Academic institutions 
• Community Choice Aggregates 
• Faith-based organizations 
• Farming cooperatives and land trusts 
• Neighborhood associations 
• Resource conservation districts 
• Tribal-serving organizations  

 
Together, eligible Applicants will form a Collaborative and collectively develop the application based on a 
shared vision. Within the application, Applicants must include a Partnership Agreement that describes 
the governance and organization of the Collaborative Stakeholder Structure. Henceforth, the MOU shall 
be referred to as the Partnership Agreement. Applications will be submitted by a Managing Stakeholder 
in coordination with and on behalf of the Co-Applicants (Partners) who are members of the Collaborative. 
Any entity from the eligible applicant list can serve as the Managing Stakeholder or a Partner on the 
grant. Together, the Managing Stakeholder and Co-Applicants are collectively referred to as “Applicants.” 
 
Program Objectives 

mailto:tcc@sgc.ca.gov
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All RCC Program activities must build the capacity of selected under-resourced communities within a 
region to secure funding for climate change mitigation, adaptation, and resilience projects. Regardless of 
selected strategies and activities, Applicants must ensure they address each of the following program 
objectives: 

• Develop Actionable Plans and Projects: Activities conducted by Applicants will lead to the 
development (or update) of local plans as well as climate change mitigation, adaptation, and 
resilience projects that can be implemented if project funding is secured. Grant activities will build 
the local network capacity necessary for Collaborative members to develop competitive grant 
proposals. 

• Build Social Infrastructure: Applicants must demonstrate how the proposed activities will build 
enduring and trusting relationships across members of the Collaborative, residents, and other 
stakeholder groups, and how the grant will support better regional coordination on the 
development and implementation of climate-related projects and applications. 

• Center Community Engagement & Decision Making: Applicants must work with community 
members and stakeholders through direct engagement. Applicants must involve residents and 
key stakeholders from selected under-resourced communities within the Applicant’s region in all 
phases of project implementation, with a focus on populations that have historically been 
excluded from decision making and implementation processes. Applicants must also use proven 
methods of engagement to facilitate direct participation of community residents, including 
ensuring translation of meetings and materials, scheduling meetings at times and locations that 
are convenient to community members, and engaging community members in information 
gathering as well as outreach. 

• Develop Equity-centered Processes: Applicants must demonstrate how the proposed activities 
will develop or improve local processes for under-resourced community residents, community-
based organizations, and Tribes to co-lead decisions made about climate change related 
priorities and projects at the local and/or regional level. 

 
For additional information on eligible activities, eligible costs, geographic scope, and other program 
details, please see the RCC Program Guidelines. 
 
APPLICATION PROCESS 
Pre-Proposal Phase 
The goal of the Pre-Proposal Phase is to help Applicants, TA providers, and SGC assess whether 
Applicants are on track to submit a complete, competitive application that meets all threshold 
requirements and to identify sections of the application that will need increased support. Threshold 
requirements are outlined on page 25 of the RCC Program Guidelines. 
Submitting a Pre-Proposal is not required but is strongly recommended for all RCC Applicants. 
Applicants who do not submit a Pre-Proposal cannot be guaranteed TA. Pre-Proposals will not disqualify 
Applicants from submitting a final application or affect the evaluation of their full application. In addition, 
Applicants will not be beholden to the project details submitted in the Pre-Proposal for the Final 
Application. Pre-Proposals must be submitted to SGC by 5:00 p.m. PT on Friday, July 15, 2022. 
SGC staff and TA providers will provide feedback on all submitted pre-proposals but will not provide 
scores. The full application will be released following the pre-proposal deadline. Application TA will be 
available to support with the development of full applications. 
 
Full Application Phase 
All RCC Applicants must submit application materials to SGC via a file-sharing platform by 5:00 p.m. PT 
on Friday, October 7, 2022. No late applications or application revisions will be accepted after the 

https://sgc.ca.gov/meetings/council/2022/docs/20220428-Item6_AttatchmentA.pdf
https://sgc.ca.gov/meetings/council/2022/docs/20220428-Item6_AttatchmentA.pdf


 
Notice of Funding Availability 
Regional Climate Collaboratives Program 
May 12, 2022 
Page 4 of 6 
 

   
 

application submittal deadline. No hard copies, facsimiles, electronic transmissions via email, hand-
delivered copies, or any other method of submitting complete applications will be accepted. 
All applications will be reviewed by RCC Program Staff to ensure that all required documentation is 
submitted and the application is complete. Applicants that may be missing application information will be 
notified by RCC Program Staff. If Applicants are contacted because of missing information, the 
application will be deemed incomplete if the applicant does not provide the missing information within two 
(2) business days. 
Applications will be reviewed and evaluated by SGC staff, along with an interagency review panel of 
partnering State agencies. Eligible applications will be scored based on the threshold and scoring criteria 
in Section XI of the RCC Program Guidelines. Following the initial application review, members of the 
review panel will conduct interviews with top scoring Applicants. Based on the interagency review of the 
applications and interviews, RCC Program Staff will finalize and prepare award recommendations to 
present to the SGC Council Members for consideration of final approval. The SGC staff will contact 
Applicants recommended for funding. Staff recommendations will be posted for public review ten (10) 
days prior to the SGC public meeting.  
Pre-Proposal application resources are currently available on SGC’s website. Full application materials, 
including application instructions and templates for the work plan and budget will be posted on or before 
the Pre-Proposal submission deadline on July 15. The anticipated date of announcement for the 
selection of RCC grant recommendations is December 2022. The ultimate awarding of RCC Program 
funds is subject to the approval of the Council. The Council decision is final. 
Applications must meet all eligibility requirements upon submission. Applications having material 
inconsistencies will not be rated and ranked. Modification of the application by the Applicant after 
submission is prohibited. 
It is the Applicant’s responsibility to ensure that the application is clear, complete, and accurate. After the 
application deadline, staff from SGC or other partnering state agencies may request clarifying information 
or inquire as to where the application-specific information is located provided that such information does 
not affect the competitive rating of the application. No information, whether written or oral, will be solicited 
or accepted if this information would result in a competitive advantage to an Applicant or a competitive 
disadvantage to other Applicants. 
 
Application Scoring 
Applications will be evaluated according to the process and scoring criteria set forth in Section IX of the 
RCC Program Guidelines. The top scoring Applicants will be recommended to the Strategic Growth 
Council to receive RCC Grants. Applications will be evaluated based on the scoring criteria in the RCC 
Program Guidelines.  
 
Basis of Appeals 

1. Upon receipt of a notice that an application has been determined to be ineligible, fail threshold 
review, or not awarded based on final scores, RCC Grant Applicants under this NOFA may 
appeal such decision(s) to SGC pursuant to this section. 

2. No Applicant shall have the right to appeal a decision of SGC relating to another Applicant’s 
eligibility, point score, aware, denial of award, or any other matter related thereto. 

3. The appeal process provided herein applies solely to the decision of SGC made in this program 
NOFA and does not apply to any decisions made with respect to any previously issued NOFAs or 
decisions to be made pursuant to future program NOFAs. 

 
Appeal Process and Deadlines 

https://sgc.ca.gov/meetings/council/2022/docs/20220428-Item6_AttatchmentA.pdf
https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/cace/resources/rcc/
https://sgc.ca.gov/meetings/council/2022/docs/20220428-Item6_AttatchmentA.pdf
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1. Process: To file an appeal, RCC Grant Applicants must submit to SGC, by the deadline set forth 
below, a written appeal, which states all relevant facts, arguments, and evidence upon which the 
appeal is based. Furthermore, the Applicant must provide a detailed reference to the area or 
areas of the application that provide clarification and substantiation for the basis of the appeal. No 
new or additional information will be considered if this information would result in a competitive 
advantage to an Applicant. Once the written appeal is submitted to SGC, no information of 
materials will be accepted or considered thereafter. Appeals submitted to SGC at ta@sgc.ca.gov 
according to the deadline set forth in SGC review letters. 

2. Filing deadline: Appeals must be received by SGC no later than five business days from the date 
of SGC’s threshold review or score letters, representing SGC’s decision made in response to the 
application. 

 
Appeal Decision 
Any request to appeal to SGC’s decision regarding a RCC application shall be reviewed for compliance 
with the RCC Guidelines and this NOFA. All decisions rendered shall be final, binding, and conclusive, 
and shall constitute the final action of SGC. 
 
 

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 
All Applicants who submit a pre-proposal application will be eligible to receive no-cost technical 
assistance (TA), provided by a team of SGC-funded third-party TA providers. TA providers will be 
available to respond to questions and provide light support to Applicants on an as-needed basis during 
the Pre-Proposal phase. Once Pre-Proposals have been submitted and reviewed, SGC staff will assign 
Applicants to a TA provider to work with them on integrating feedback and developing a full RCC 
application. Applicants who do not submit a Pre-Proposal cannot be guaranteed TA. 
 
Technical assistance providers will work with each RCC Grant Applicant to create a work plan for the 
development of their RCC application. The technical assistance provider will meet regularly with the RCC 
Applicant and will be able to provide supportive services, including but not limited to: 

• Responding to Applicant questions and providing clarity around program goals and requirements; 
• Providing guidance on stakeholder engagement and outreach to develop work plan elements;  
• Supporting Applicants in facilitating an effective partnership development and Collaborative 

Stakeholder Structure; 
• Providing mapping support as needed; 
• Supporting the Applicant in preparing for SGC interviews during the selection process 

 
An application workshop webinar series providing an overview of the RCC Program including program 
objectives, program requirements, the application process, and grant administration, and virtual 
networking sessions will take place on the following dates: 

• Wednesday, May 18, 2-3pm: RCC Guidelines and Application Overview Webinar | Register 
Here 

• Wednesday, June 8, 10am-12pm: RCC Application Workshop & Networking Session – 
Unincorporated & Rural Communities | Register Here  

• Thursday, June 9, 10am-12pm: RCC Application Workshop & Networking Session – Tribes & 
Tribal-serving Organizations | Register Here 

mailto:ta@sgc.ca.gov
https://sgc.ca.gov/meetings/council/2022/docs/20220428-Item6_AttatchmentA.pdf
https://governorca.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_Q0828f1bTNO0kbeR43LGDw
https://governorca.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_Q0828f1bTNO0kbeR43LGDw
https://governorca.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZErdO2prj4rGN0130lfGT5giEnUWaHJ99C_
https://governorca.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZYkce2vrTsuHdDkQZFuz-6Aj_LFxVkF1YFB
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• Friday, June 10, 10am-12pm: RCC Application Workshop & Networking Session - General 
Audience | Register Here 

 
 
OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS 
Disclosure Application of Information 
Information provided in RCC applications will become a public record available for review pursuant to the 
Public Records Act. As such, any materials provided will be disclosable to any person making a public 
records request. Applicants should use discretion in providing information that is not specifically 
requested, including, but not limited to bank account numbers, personal phone numbers and home 
addresses. By providing this information in an application, the Applicant waives any claim of 
confidentiality and consents to the public disclosure of all submitted material. Awarded applications will 
be posted on the SGC website. 
 
Right to Modify or Suspend 
SGC reserves the right, at its sole discretion, to suspend, amend, or modify the provisions of this NOFA 
at any time, including without limitation, the amount of funds available hereunder. If such an action 
occurs, RCC program staff will notify all interested parties via email and will post the revisions to the 
RCC program website.  
 

Conflict 
In the event of any conflict between the terms of this NOFA and either applicable state or federal law or 
regulation, the terms of the applicable state or federal law or regulation shall control. 
 
RESOURCES AND QUESTIONS 
Information about the RCC Program, including the Program Guidelines, application resources, technical 
assistance, and other resources can be found at the following website: 
https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/cace/resources/rcc/. Questions may be directed to the RCC Program by 
email at ta@sgc.ca.gov. 

https://governorca.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZYkce2vrTsuHdDkQZFuz-6Aj_LFxVkF1YFB
mailto:tcc@sgc.ca.gov


Regional Climate Collaboratives Program: Strategy Guidance 

Round 1 Applicant Resources 

May 12, 2022 
 

Regional Climate Collaborative (RCC) Program Applicants must develop strategies that are tailored to the needs and opportunities of 

their selected Region and Communities of Focus while also aligning with RCC Program Objectives. Strategies should reflect and build 

upon the vision statement and may focus on specific climate issues, such as wildfire or urban heat, or may focus more broadly on 

climate resilience, partnership development, or raising awareness. Strategies may also vary in scope and scale, with some strategies 

concentrating on specific areas of focus, while others will apply to multiple Communities of Focus or the entire region. In developing 

their workplans, Applicants should propose tasks associated with each strategy to provide more detail on how the Collaborative 

plans to implement their proposed strategies. Single strategies are not required to address all the required activities in the RCC 

Guidelines at once, but the suite of strategies that a Collaborative proposes to carry out must collectively address all the required 

activities. 

Applicants should develop the strategies for their Collaborative according to the priorities of Collaborative Partners and the needs 

and opportunities that are present in their Region and Communities of Focus. There are just two required strategies that all 

Applicants must include in their workplans, which are related to evaluation and peer-to-peer learning. These required strategies are 

listed in the Required Strategies Table below.  

The Example Strategies Table provides some examples of strategies and tasks that could fulfill the required and optional activities 

specified in Section II of the RCC Program Guidelines. This table is NOT intended to be an exhaustive list of potential strategies or 

tasks for Applicants to choose from, but rather a sampling of ideas to help Applicants understand the breadth of strategies that 

would be eligible for funding through the RCC Program. Please note that the examples in this table provide less detail about each 

task and the partners involved than SGC would expect to be included in an Applicant’s work plan. 

 

 

 



Required Strategies Table 
Required Strategy Required Tasks RCC Required Activities Addressed 

Track progress and evaluate RCC 
grant outcomes 

• The Collaborative will work with SGC-funded TA providers to
create an evaluation plan that is consistent with the
statewide evaluation framework but tailored to the specific
goals and activities of each Collaborative.

• The Collaborative will coordinate with SGC-funded TA
providers to collect and organize data to track progress and
report on grant activities.

• Develop Project Evaluation Plans

• Conduct data collection, tracking, and
reporting associated with grant
evaluation

Engage in SGC-facilitated peer-to-
peer learning sessions 

• Collaborative Partners will participate in SGC-facilitated
peer-to-peer learning across Collaboratives.

• Engage in peer-to-peer learning

Example Strategies Table 
Example Strategies Example Tasks RCC Required & Optional Activities 

Addressed 
Build cross-sector partnerships to 
coordinate and fund climate-
related projects 

• The Collaborative will convene the organizations identified
in the Collaborative Stakeholder Structure at the beginning
of the grant term to develop the Action Plan. As part of this
process, Partners will build in time for organizational one-
on-ones and a facilitated process to come to consensus on
group agreements, values, and communication structures.

• The Collaborative will hold regular Partner convenings to
provide updates on the progress of grant activities and to
share learnings and best practices.

• Tribes and a Tribal-serving nonprofit partner will deliver a
training to other Collaborative members, with an emphasis
on local and regional governmental partners, on Tribal
sovereignty, consultation requirements, and best practices
for building sustainable partnerships with Tribes in the
region.

• Members of the Collaborative will connect partners within
the region with colleagues engaged in similar work outside

• Coordinate members
of Collaboratives to build
relationships across organizations
and define shared values, vision, and
principles of how to work
together (required)

• Trainings and peer-to-peer learning
sessions across members of the
Collaborative (optional)

• Peer-to-peer learning and trainings
between Collaboratives and other
related regional collaboration efforts
(optional)



of the regional boundaries to encourage knowledge sharing 
and collaboration. 

Support equitable planning and 
policy development across 
Communities of Focus 

• The Collaborative will work alongside city planning 
departments and community partners to support the 
development of plans for each Community of Focus within 
the region, identifying specific projects to be prioritized for 
funding and implementation. As a part of this task, 
Collaborative members will organize a robust community 
engagement process, review available data on projected 
climate impacts, and review the State’s climate policy 
priorities to support the development of these specific plans. 

• Community-based organizations within the Collaborative will 
work with the local government in a Community of Focus to 
co-organize and conduct outreach for workshops to inform 
the development of the Environmental Justice element of 
the General Plan, compensating residents for their time and 
contributions to the planning process. 

• Conduct community engagement 
within under-resourced 
communities (required) 

• Develop and align community and 
project plans that benefit under-
resourced communities, including 
climate action plans, that 
demonstrate local needs and identify 
multiple-benefit projects for 
implementation (required) 

• Convene stakeholders to discuss 
community needs regarding potential 
climate change mitigation and 
adaptation projects eligible for 
statewide or other grant programs 
with specific allocations for under-
resourced communities (required) 

 

Develop and implement anti-
displacement strategies 

• Members of the Collaborative, including the City planning 
department, the local university, and a community-based 
organization, will collect data on displacement patterns and 
carry out a community engagement process to inform 
appropriate anti-displacement measures for the region. 

• A Community Development Corporation within the 
Collaborative will support the development of tenant legal 
counseling clinics in each Community of Focus 

• A non-profit within the Collaborative will work with a 
community college and the local workforce development 
board to develop a solar installation training program that 
provides a career pathway for residents in the region 

• Assist in the development of local job 
training and anti-displacement 
policies and programs (required) 

• Conduct data collection and analysis 
that helps identify existing 
conditions, identify community 
priorities, and identify impact of 
possible projects (optional) 

• Conduct community engagement 
within under-resourced 
communities (required) 



• The Collaborative will participate in a training from the 
regional Community Economic Resilience Fund table in their 
region on how to strengthen or expand their workforce 
development initiatives. 

 

Build capacity and identify 
resources to improve active 
transportation infrastructure 
within one Community of Focus 

• Partnering with the City through an active transportation 
planning process, the Collaborative will organize a series of 
community walk audits, charettes, and pop-ups to identify 
needs and opportunities to improve the built environment, 
such as a need for sidewalks, shade trees, bike lanes, etc. 

• Organizations within the Collaborative will carry out a 
community engagement and data collection process to 
identify key intersections with a high rate of pedestrian 
accidents. 

• The Collaborative will identify State and Federal funding 
sources that would improve pedestrian safety and meet 
other community needs. 

• The Collaborative will convene residents and stakeholders to 
discuss project options that would both address the 
identified needs and lead to a competitive application. 

• The Collaborative will serve as a convener to support the 
development of a Sustainable Transportation Equity Project 
grant application, helping to explain community context and 
needs to the TA providers, and ensure applicants understand 
opportunities to maximize GHG reductions, in order to 
develop a competitive proposal that meets community 
needs. 

• Develop and align community and 
project plans that benefit under-
resourced communities, including 
climate action plans, that 
demonstrate local needs and identify 
multiple-benefit projects for 
implementation (required) 

• Conduct community engagement 
within under-resourced 
communities (required) 

• Convene stakeholders to discuss 
community needs regarding potential 
climate change mitigation and 
adaptation projects eligible for 
statewide or other grant programs 
with specific allocations for under-
resourced communities (required) 

• Serve as an intermediary between 
stakeholders and technical expertise 
from agencies/outside 
experts (required) 

Support the development of 
grant applications to implement 
community priorities across 
Communities of Focus 

• Responding to community concern about a series of recent 
heat waves and poor air quality caused by wildfire smoke in 
preceding years, the Collaborative will convene residents 
and stakeholders to begin the project development process 
for a Community Resilience Center, with the goal of applying 
for a planning grant through SGC’s Community Resilience 
Center program. 

• Conduct outreach and build 
awareness of competitive grant 
programs (required) 

• Conduct data collection and analysis 
that helps identify existing 
conditions, identify community 



• A Resource Conservation District and Fire Safe Council that 
are members of the Collaborative will work with the County 
to support development of a forest health grant from the 
State. 

• A local university will partner with a Tribe to develop a 
crowd-sourced data tool for people to submit information 
on traffic accidents that occur on the Tribe’s lands, allowing 
them to capture accident data that is required to qualify for 
a Federal transportation grant. 

priorities, and identify impact of 
possible projects (optional) 

• Provide policy, program, and 
technical assistance advice to 
develop and align multi-benefit 
projects with potential funding 
supports (required) 

• Serve as an intermediary between 
stakeholders and technical expertise 
from agencies/outside experts 
(required) 

 

Build awareness of funding 
opportunities and resources to 
support a variety of climate 
priorities within the region 

• Collaborative members will coordinate a funding fair that 
provides a forum for state government and other funders to 
share information on relevant funding programs with 
stakeholders within the region. 

• An urban greening nonprofit within the Collaborative will 
meet with the public works departments from the County 
and multiple cities within the region to let them know about 
State and Federal funding opportunities for which they are 
eligible 

• A resource conservation district within the Collaborative will 
develop an outreach campaign to spread information to 
farmers and ranchers within the region about Climate Smart 
Agriculture programs they can apply to that will help them 
reduce their costs. 

 

• Conduct outreach and build 
awareness of competitive grant 
programs (required) 

• Support the development of 
partnerships between stakeholders 
and public, private, and philanthropic 
funding sources (required) 

 

Increase youth engagement and 
involvement in local and regional 
climate action 
 
 
 

• The Collaborative regularly convenes a youth-led steering 
committee that is part of the Collaborative Stakeholder 
Structure and participates in discussions on community 
priorities 

• Conduct community engagement 
within under-resourced 
communities (required) 

• Convene stakeholders to discuss 
community needs regarding potential 
climate change mitigation and 



• Partners within the Collaborative develop a paid summer 
internship program for high school students to get hands-on 
experience on climate-related projects. 

• The Collaborative organizes a series of service-learning 
events in partnership with local elementary schools to 
introduce the importance of community involvement and 
environmental stewardship. 

adaptation projects eligible for 
statewide or other grant programs 
with specific allocations for under-
resourced communities (required) 

• Assist in the development of local job 
training and anti-displacement 
policies and programs (required) 

• Peer-to-peer learning and trainings 
between Collaboratives and other 
related regional collaboration efforts 
(optional) 

 

 

 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
June 1, 2022 

 
TO:  REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
   
  By: Linda Urata 
   Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE INFORMATION ITEM: 2 

Mobility Innovations and Incentives Program - Status Report 
 

DESCRIPTION: 
To help meet stringent air quality standards, Kern COG promotes deployment of alternative fuel vehicle 
technologies. This report provides staff activity information and provides funding information. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern COG staff carry out Mobility Innovations and Incentives Program elements while telecommuting for 
COVID-19 compliance.   This summary report covers the period January 1, 2022 to May 30, 2022. 
 
OWP WE 603.3 Mobility Innovations and Incentives 
Kern COG staff worked on several of the tasks identified in the OWP WE 603.3 (and WE 203.3). 

• Best.Drive.EVer test drive events were held in Fresno on Saturday, May 14, 2022 (sponsored by 
the Fresno COG and the SJVAPCD) and on Saturday, May 21, 2022 (sponsored by Kern COG 
and the SJVAPCD). 

• An Electric Vehicle Media Campaign planned to support the Best.Drive.EVer Events ran on 
Spectrum digital in May 2022. Fliers in English and Spanish were shared via email, via sharing on 
Social Media (mostly Facebook), shared by community benefit organizations and the Tejon Tribe. 
Point of Sale Banners and fliers were placed in auto dealership showrooms. 

• On April 27, 2022, Linda Urata served as a notetaker for a US DOE Clean Cities Listening 
Session engaging fleets in the East Bay Area and San Joaquin Valley who operate Renewable, 
Liquefied, and/or Compressed Natural Gas Fueling Stations. 

• FHWA FAST Alt Fuel Corridor Round 6 Nominations, Caltrans District 9:  On March 30th, Kern 
COG staff sent documents nominating SR 58 and SR 14 from “Corridor Pending” to “Corridor 
Ready” for electric charging stations. 
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_corridors/ Recently, the Biden 
Administration noted that the new requirement is for Fast Chargers to have 4 cords, not 2. 
Therefore the SR 14 nomination will not be forwarded by Caltrans to FHWA. Caltrans has 
indicated it is committed to updating their stations to accommodate the new requirements. 

o “Ready” Electric Corridors have EV charging stations every 50 miles 
o Nomination for SR 58 from Tehachapi to Barstow, 91.7 miles 

Kern Council 
of Governments 

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_corridors/


o Nomination for SR 14 from Lancaster to Inyokern, 75 miles; total corridor from I5 in 
Sylmar to Inyokern, 117 miles 

o As a “pending” corridor, new stations will be eligible for National Electric Vehicle 
Infrastructure (NEVI) funding. https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/bipartisan-infrastructure-
law/nevi_formula_program.cfm 

• FHWA FAST Alt Fuel Corridor Round 6 Nominations, Caltrans District 6:  On March 29th, Kern 
COG staff sent documents nominating SR  46 from “Corridor Pending” to “Corridor Ready” for 
Compressed Natural Gas fueling stations. 
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_corridors/ 

o “Ready” CNG Corridors have fueling stations every 150 miles 
o Nomination for SR 46 from Paso Robles to Delano on SR99 or to Bakersfield on SR 99, 

88.3 miles 
• TRANSITions 2022 Transit Symposium was held on March 9, 2022 from 8am to 2:30pm at 

Hodel’s Country Dining. Leading up to the event, planning meetings with CARB Innovative Clean 
Transit Rule program manager Yachun Chow and staff member Shirin Barfjani were held at least 
monthly. Planning meetings with the San Joaquin Valley Clean Cities Coalition occurred in 2022. 

• Kern COG staff attends AB 617 Community Steering Committee meetings for Arvin and Shafter. 
Director of Planning Rob Ball attended two monthly meetings, providing presentations on Kern 
COG Studies that support AB 617 Shafter Community Emission Reduction Strategies to the 
Shafter Committee. Staff worked to develop slides in English and in Spanish for the 
presentations. 

• Kern COG staff provided technical assistance on request from member agencies and others, 
including the Maturango Museum in Ridgecrest reached out to Kern COG staff to indicate interest 
in charging stations.  

• Kern COG staff participated in the San Joaquin Valley EV Partnership monthly meetings in 
January and February. 

 
OWP WE 603.4 Kern 2019 Electric Vehicle Charging Station Blueprint Phase II Implementation 
(California Energy Commission [CEC] Agreement ARV-20-010) The following activities occurred during 
this report period: 

• In July 2021, the CEC notified Kern COG that the project award will be revised upward from the 
$700,515 awarded to the $2.5 million requested. Kern COG staff worked throughout this reporting 
period to confirm the sub-recipients’ participation (project, budget, matching funds), to amend the 
budget, scope of work and deliverables.  The CEC approved the amendment during its Business 
Meeting on January 26, 2022. The Amendment #1 documents were sent to Kern COG on April 
26, 2022. Kern COG staff is working with partners to verify budgets, scopes of work, and 
deliverables. 

• The additional Scope of Work includes: 
o Adding Charging Station Site Hosts FritoLay, Stuart Petroleum, California City, MioCar 
o Adding MioCar expansion within Kern County 
o Workforce Development Curriculum and Course expansion through Bakersfield College 

and the Kern Community College District 
o Funding a program and outreach management consultant 

 
Work on the existing program of projects continued as follows: 

• On April 27, Kern COG submitted an Event Summary Report for the TRANSITions 2022 Transit 
Symposium to the CEC. This event is part of Kern COG’s demonstration of matching funds for 
the grant ARV-20-010. 

• Workforce Development partner Bakersfield College worked with its partners to complete the 
Bakersfield College Automotive Technology Training Center at the Bakersfield AutoMall. They 
hosted a Grand Opening and Ribbon Cutting on April 21, 2022. Local television and print media 
covered the event. Kern COG Executive Director Ahron Hakimi gave remarks during the formal 
ceremony. 

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_corridors/


• McFarland completed the installation of their station and solar panels to power the facility, 
pending final work by Southern California Edison. 

• Kern COG submitted 4 monthly reports to the CEC. In May, the CEC Contract Agreement 
Manager and the Kern COG Program Manager met via phone call on May 17, 2022. 

• The site host cities of Arvin, Delano, McFarland, Shafter and Wasco, as well as Bakersfield 
College provided monthly written reports on their project status.  Arvin and Wasco have entered 
into the bid process for their stations. Shafter has made progress with its site as well. 

• The City of Maricopa decided to not participate in the EV Ready Communities grant.  Kern COG 
staff met with California City Council Member Jim Creighton on May 16, 2022. The East Kern Air 
Pollution Control District awarded a grant to partners California City and Project Clean Air for the 
purchase of an off-grid solar powered charging station. These may be used as matching funds for 
the CEC EV Ready Communities grant. California City will continue to explore its options. 

• On May 6, 2022, the EKAPCD awarded a grant to Cerro Coso college and Project Clean Air to 
install off-grid EV charging stations. This may be coordinated with the other stations being 
installed by Bakersfield College.  

 
OWP WE 603.5 Medium-Duty and Heavy-Duty Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure Blueprint grant from 
the California Energy Commission (CEC) Agreement ARV-21-012 

• A kickoff meeting with the Informal Working Group was held on March 3, 2022. 
• The Blueprint will identify sites throughout Kern County where fueling infrastructure may be 

recommended. Six sites will be selected for a deeper investigation into site readiness. GNA 
continued to gather site nominations and to develop the criteria and methodology for site 
selection. 

• GNA has completed the deliverables on time thus far. 
• Kern COG’s project manager Linda Urata frequently has phone calls and exchanges emails with 

GNA project manager Mark Connolly. 
• The CEC Contract Agreement Manager established monthly phone calls with Kern COG and 

GNA.  The first written quarterly reports was submitted on February 11, 2022. 

On May 16, 2022, the following information was taken from the CALeVIP website. The CALeVIP program 
funding in the San Joaquin Valley shows $1,290,500 available for Level 2 Charging in Kern County.  
Additionally, the website states that for Level 2 charging, $756,633 has been reserved and $522,0000 has 
been provisionally reserved. $55,867 has been issued. For DC Fast Charging, $2,063,061 has been reserved 
and $435,000 has been provisionally reserved. $126,939 has been issued.  34% of funds have been reserved 
or issued to Disadvantaged Communities which is less than the program minimum goal of 25%.  The program 
received applications in excess of $10,455,000 of DC Fast Charger Funds available. For information and to 
apply, visit https://calevip.org/incentive-project/san-joaquin-valley. 
 
Kern COG staff updated the inventory of EV Charging Spaces by Zip Code in May 2022. Please find the 
report attached to this staff report. 
 
ACTION:  INFORMATION 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
April 2022 EV Charging Spaces by Zip Code Report 

https://calevip.org/incentive-project/san-joaquin-valley


Kern County Electric Vehicle Public Charging Spaces by Zip Code 
April 2022 Report 
Kern Council of Governments has set a goal of 4,000 electric vehicle charging spaces by 2025.  This report shows a 98.8% increase 
(418 spaces) in the number of charging spaces compared to the baseline inventory established July 2016.  This represents an 
increase of 150 spaces (21.7%) over the April 2021 report of 691 spaces. Highlighted numbers reflect updated from previous report. 
Some of this change in inventory may simply be due to better reporting and not new chargers or disconnections. This change in 
inventory may also include station closings.  This is the first time that Zip Codes 93250 (McFarland) and 93306 (Bakersfield) have 
appeared on this inventory. Caltrans Districts continued to install stations at rest areas and to work with Kern COG and other 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations in the San Joaquin Valley to identify gaps along highway corridors in order to seek FAST 
Alternative Fuel Corridor designations of “Corridor Ready” by the Federal Highway Administration. 
(https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_corridors/)  

The number of parking spaces and station status are validated by telephone and occasionally in person.  The primary resource for 
identifying stations is the Alternate Fuel Data Center (AFDC) Station Locator (www.afdc.energy.gov/locator/stations).  The AFDC data 
was downloaded on May 11, 2022.  Plugshare.com and charging station networks are also used to update the inventory. Not all sites 
list their locations on these websites.  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 
# of Charging 

Spaces Baseline July 2016 
93203 63 0 
93206 28 22 
93215 21 2 
93238 139 123 
93240 5 5 
93241 4 0 
93243 49 13 
93249 25 20 
93250 8 0 
93263 2 0 
93268 5 0 
93276 60 60 
93280 6 0 
93285 1 1 
93301 67 19 
93303 19 6 
93304 1 0 
93306 2 0 
93307 49 40 
93308 47 9 
93309 21 0 
93311 23 7 
93313 37 14 
93314 10 0 
93501 31 7 
93505 4 0 
93523 4 0 
93527 28 4 
93555 41 40 
93560 2 2 
93561 39 29 
TOTAL 841 423 

Fourteen new locations identified in this reporting period, 
adding 81 charging spaces: 

Bakersfield Memorial Hospital 

California Corporate Center, 4540 and 4550 California Ave, 
Bakersfield  

City of Bakersfield Aquatic Center 

City of Bakersfield City Hall South 

City of Bakersfield Park at Riverwalk 

City of McFarland: 100 and 132 Industrial St. NEW ZIP CODE 

Raju Countryside Market SR 46, Lost Hills 

Target, Stockdale Hwy, Bakersfield, CA 

Tesla Supercharger, Copus Road, Bakersfield 

Tesla Supercharger @ Classic Burgers, Inyokern 

Tony’s Pizza SR 178 (93306) NEW ZIP CODE 

ChargePoint DC Corridor, Comanche Drive, Bakersfield 

NOTE 1: Tejon Outlets have a 93203 Zip Code, the same as 
the City of Arvin 

NOTE 2:  As of the data download date, numerous stations at 
the Tejon Outlets and the nearby Denny’s Restaurant were 
listed as “under repair”. 

!I -Kern Council 
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June 1, 2022 
 

 
TO:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
   
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director  
  

By:   Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director   
 Ben Raymond, Regional Transportation Planner 
 

SUBJECT:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee Information Item: 3 
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.  Over 
7,000 Kern residents have participated in the 2022 RTP public involvement process.  This item is 
a regular update provided to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC). 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
This periodic update report chronicles development and implementation of the SB 375 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) process in Kern with recent activity listed first.  Note 
that this report excludes 50 plus staff presentations on the SCS made to the Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee (RPAC) and the Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) during 
the 4-year update cycle.  The report also includes a timeline with upcoming events: 
 
May 19, 2022 – Advertised public hearing at the Kern COG Board.  No comments received.  
Spring 2022 statistically valid Quality of Life Survey results were presented at the same Board 
meeting.  Results corroborate prior annual surveys and show a 14-percentage point increase in 
the number of people interested in continued telecommuting after the COVID crisis.  The survey 
is available online at: https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/ 
 
May 17, 2022 – Advertised public hearing at the Shafter City Council.  No comments received. 
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May 4, 2022 – RPAC met and some questions about the Draft 2022 RTP/SCS were answered.  
In RTP table 4.7 one of the values should be listed as negative consistent with the narrative that 
points out per capita VMT is reduced by 2035.  This typo will be corrected in the final document.  
Also, the off-model adjustments for all 10 off-model strategies resulted in an additional 2.2 
percentage point reduction to reach the 2035 per capita GHG target set by the California Air 
Resources Board (ARB) of 15%.  The most effective off-model strategy is telecommuting, but 
every effort needs to be made to implement all strategies to meet the target.  The 2020 GHG 
target for Kern was met and exceeded by 1.9 percentage points. 
 
May 2, 2022 - The RTP/SCS environmental document i45-day public review period began.    
Comments on that document are due June 16, 2022.  All documents are currently scheduled for 
adoption on July 21, 2022.   As of May 24, 2022 Kern COG has presented the RTP/SCS and 
associated documents to all 11 City Councils and the Board of Supervisors at their fully agendized 
and posted public meetings, and provided English and Spanish language summary handouts on 
the document.  All documents are available at www.kerncog.org/2022-rtp/ . 
 
April 22, 2022 – 55-day public review period began for the draft 2022 RTP/SCS, 2023 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP), associated federal air quality conformity document.  
Written comments are due on June 16, 2022.  The 45-day public review period began the same 
day for the draft Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) report and written comments are 
due June 6, 2022.   
 
April 15, 2022 - ARB provides comments Kern COG’s additional ARB requested changes to the 
off-model adjustment spreadsheet described in Technical Methodology (TM) Revision 3.  Kern 
COG has made all requested changes to the off-model adjustment spreadsheet. 
 
March 21, 2022 - ARB provided Kern COG additional changes to the off-model adjustment 
spreadsheet described in Technical Methodology Revision 3. 
 
March 10, 2022 – California Housing and Community Development (HCD) staff provided 
confirmation of receipt of the requested change to the RHNA methodology from the County. 
 
February 24, 2022 – Check-in call with ARB to address their two comments on Technical 
Methodology revision 3. 
 
February 16, 2022 – Received comment one from the Golden Empire Transit District on the 
preliminary draft policy section to add introduction of demand response, circulator, and express 
transit services.  No other comments were received on the proposed policy changes circulated to 
the RPAC and TPPC.  Kern COG staff plans to incorporate the comments into the draft RTP. 
 
February 14, 2022 –HCD Issued letter to Kern COG with a finding “that the draft Kern COG RHNA 
Methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government Code 65584(d).” 
 
January 27, 2022 – Kern COG submitted Kern SCS Technical Methodology revision 3 to ARB to 
address their comments received 12/21/21. 
 

http://www.kerncog.org/2022-rtp/
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January 13, 2022 – Bob Smith, Kern COG Chair & Bakersfield City Councilmember, and Ahron 
Hakimi, Kern COG executive director, met with members of a Bakersfield seniors group at Hodel’s 
to discuss the RTP and senior Transit opportunities. 
 
December 21, 2021 – Call between ARB and 8-San Joaquin Valley COGs technical staff better 
coordinate ARB SCS technical methodology review including off-model GHG adjustment method.  
Kern COG revised SCS technical methodology review by RPAC delayed till February 2, 2022 to 
incorporate changes from ARB received 12/14/21. 
 
November 8, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the 2nd revision to the SCS technical 
methodology sent to ARB on October 12, 2021.    
 
November 3, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #3 - on Regional Housing 
Needs Allocation (RHNA) methodology.  Attendees:  City of Bakersfield staff, City of California City 
staff and planning commissioner, City of Maricopa Councilmember, City of Taft staff, City of Shafter staff, 
City of Arvin Staff, City of Ridgecrest staff, ACLU of Southern California, Bakersfield Senior Center, Centro 
de Unidad Popular Benito Juarez, Faith In The Valley, Home Builders Association, Housing Authority of 
Kern, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, LOUD For Tomorrow, Rebuilding Together Kern 
County, TDH Associates, Sigala, Inc, RGS, and local community residents.  Public discussion 
recommended:  Engagement in local housing element development beginning after adoption of RHNA in 
Summer 2022.  Employ more affordable housing techniques such as land banking, housing trust fund, 
impact fee waivers, online permitting process, homebuilding labor force development, “set the table” for 
low-income housing development w/land & architecture requirements pre-set, and provide more housing 
development on eastside of Metro.   

October 29, 2021 – State Housing & Community Development (HCD) Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA) Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
October 18, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the SB 150 review of the 2018 SC.  A 
discussion of the revised technical methodology has been sent to ARB was postponed to 
November 8, 2021.   
 
October 11, 2021 – HCD RHNA Consultation on Draft Methodology web conference. 
 
September 7, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff, on the status of development of 
modeling for the SCS methodology. 
 
August 31, 2021 - HCD issued Kern’s low-income housing need determination for June 30, 2023 
– December 31, 2031.  RHNA process to allocate that determination to each jurisdiction.  That 
allocation must be incorporated into each jurisdiction’s housing element update. 
 
August 20, 2021 – Four Community Based Outreach Mini-grants applications were received from 
All Of Us Or None (AOUON), Bakersfield Senior Center, Kern County Black Chamber of 
Commerce, and Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability to host RTP/SCS outreach 
events in Fall 2021 and be reimbursed for hosting related expenses. 
 
August 5, 2021 – Conference call with HCD RHNA staff, California Department of Finance (DOF) 
forecasting staff, Kern COG consulting economist, on 2032 forecast of household formation rates.  
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DOF agreed to revise rates to be closer to Kern COG’s adopted forecast as developed by our 
consulting economist. 
 
August 4, 2021 – 2022 RTP/SCS Roundtable Stakeholder Meeting #2 - On Improving Public 
Outreach.  Attendees: Tubatulabal Tribe, City of Maricopa City Councilmember, Kern County Black 
Chamber of Commerce, League of Women Voters, Leadership Council for Justice & Accountability, Bike 
Bakersfield, California Trucking Association/CPT, Downtown Business Association, TDH Associates, 
Upside Productions, Cal Centre Logistics Park, Kern County Library, City of Taft Planning Director, Kern 
County Public Works, Federal Highways Administration, California Air Resources Board, Caltrans District 
6, RGS Consulting.  Ways participants suggested to improve public input – 1) More meetings like this, 
2) Keep sending out more information to Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs) so they can pass it on, 
3) Virtual meetings via PublicInput software, 4) Newsletter announcements (including Tribal newsletters), 
and 5) NGOs may propose use of phone banks with mini-grant. 
 
August 4, 2021 – Transportation Modeling Committee–a subcommittee of the RPAC and TTAC–
met to review the latest travel model validation, SB 743 script update, and the regional traffic 
count program. 
 
July 28, 2021 - Community Based Outreach Mini-grants Application released for fall outreach 
events for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
July 10, 2021 – Check-in call with John Beutler, ARB staff on the status of development of 
modeling data for the SCS methodology. 
 
June 30, 2021 – RTP/SCS update to RPAC and announcement of numerous Summer/Fall events. 
 
June 11, 2021 – Kick-off meeting for the Kern Area Goods Movement Operations (KARGO) 
Sustainability Study phase 2.  Public outreach meeting tentatively schedule for October 28, 2021. 
 
May 20, 2021 – Kern Quality of Life Survey results https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/ 
 
May 10, 2021 – Check-in call with ARB staff on the status of development of modeling data for 
the SCS methodology.  A revised methodology is anticipated to be sent to ARB in August, 2021. 
 
May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 – Public comment period on the Notice of Preparation of a Program 
Environmental Impact Report for the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Kern Transportation Foundation on regional freight efforts to 
be incorporated into the 2022 RTP/SCS. 
 
February 17, 2021 – ARB provided a follow-up letter to the January 5, 2021 meeting covering 6 
areas they would like to see additional information on related to the Kern COG 2022 SCS 
methodology. 
 
January 21, 2021 – The annual “Transitions” web conference was held with two dozen 
participants discussing green transit technology and funding options.  Participants were 
encouraged to participate in the MetroQuest online survey tool to provide input to the 2022 RTP. 
 

https://www.kerncog.org/quality-of-life-survey/
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January 14, 2021 – Kern COG provided a live web presentation to the new Bakersfield 
representative of the Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability.  The presentation was 
the same one presented to the Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on January 22, 2020. 
 
January 5, 2021 – Kern COG had a call with the ARB staff, answering questions about the 
Technical Methodology Report.  Kern is awaiting a final list of follow-up items from the call. 
 
December 7, 2020 – Kern COG sent the Technical Methodology Report to the ARB.  The draft 
report was reviewed by Transportation Planning Policy Committee (TPPC) and the RPAC at their 
regular November meetings.  The report includes a discussion of how Kern COG intends to 
address ARB comments from their July 27, 2020 Technical Evaluation of the 2018 RTP 
methodology.  The draft Technical Methodology Report for the 2022 RTP can be viewed on the 
November 19, 2020 TPPC as agenda item IV. J. - https://www.kerncog.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf  
 
September 20, 2020 – Kern COG released its 3rd online public survey on the 2022 RTP/SCS.  
Responses are scheduled to be collected by November 9, 2030.  Participants and provide their 
input at https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/ 
 
July 27, 2020 – ARB published the Kern Technical Evaluation and finding of acceptance of the 
Kern COG 2018 RTP/SCS methodology now available at: https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-
work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council   
 
June 18, 2020 – Rural Alternative Transit Plan & RTP/SCS Workshops Report adopted – Plan is 
available online at https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf  
 
January 22, 2020 – 2022 RTP/SCS Stakeholder Roundtable #1 was held at Kern COG to garner 
input on the 2022 RTP/SCS public outreach process.  Twenty-two (22) participants attended the 
meeting from various interest areas in the community including: the Tejon Indian Tribe, 
Lamont/Weedpatch Family Resource Center, Caltrans, Kern County Black Chamber of Commerce, League 
of Women Voters, Valley Fever Awareness & Resources, Golden Empire Transit, Project Clean Air, Tejon 
Ranch, Leadership Council for Justice and Accountability, Troy D. Hightower International, Senator Melissa 
Hertado’s Office, California Alliance for Retired Americans, Congressman TJ Cox’s Office, and the cities of 
Bakersfield, Taft, Shafter, Tehachapi and California City.  Participants were presented an overview of 
the 2022 RTP/SCS performance measure and outreach methodology and participants provided 
input on how Kern COG can improve the outreach process. Recommendations included: 1) 
Continue the Kern County Fair Booth; 2) Mini Grant Outreach – consider providing tools to stakeholders to 
go into communities to gather input rather than a having a formal meeting; 3) Use Interactive Social Media; 
4) Use Parent Centers connected to the Bakersfield City School District; 5) Use Advisory Councils 
associated with schools; 6) Provide information to the Kern County Network for Children; 7) Consider going 
to McDonalds Play Areas – free Wi-Fi for adults and play space for children; 8) Community events such as 
Taft Oildorado, California City Tortoise Days and other community festivals (pre-COVID event). 
 
May 16, 2019 – Kern County Electric Passenger Vehicle Charging Blueprint completed: 
https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/  
 
February 21, 2019 – Coordinated Human Services Transportation Plan & RTP Workshops Report 
completed: https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf  
 

https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/11/TPPC_agenda_20201119.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/category/surveys/
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/our-work/programs/sustainable-communities-program/regional-plans-evaluations/kern-council
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/Rural_Alt_Trans_Plan_202006.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/kern-electric-vehicle-charging-station-blueprint/
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/Coordinated_Human_Services_Plan_2018.pdf
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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.  
The 2018 conformity analysis is available online at https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/  
 
August 15, 2018 – Kern COG Board adopted the 2018 RTP/SCS and associated documents 
available online at https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/    
 
Table 1 – 2011 & 2018 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region 
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/ 2020 2035 
Targets for 2014 & 18 RTP/SCS (set in 2011 by ARB)* -5% -10% 
2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018)* -12.5% -12.7% 
Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by 
ARB, effective October 1, 2018) 

-9% -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. 
 
March 15, 2018 – Kern Region Active Transportation Plan completed and incorporated into the 
2018 RTP/SCS: https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/  
 
June 13, 2017 – ARB released proposed targets that were 2 percentage points higher than what 
Kern COG recommended based on local modeling 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.  Failure to meet this 
arbitrarily-set, higher target would require the region to prepare and Alternative Planning Strategy 
(APS) with additional voluntary strategies1 that meet the target.  ARB is required to update targets 
every 4-8 years. 
 
April 20, 2017 – 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. 
 
2022 RTP/SCS Preliminary Public Outreach and Adoption Timeline  
 
• Spring 2018 to Spring 2021 – Four statistically valid Sustainable Community Quality of Life 

Phone Surveys (Kern residents/year & oversampled in rural disadvantage areas) 
• Spring 2018 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• Spring 2019 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 

 
1 Note that to-date no region in California has had to prepare an APS.  Some stakeholders are concerned about the voluntary 
nature of the strategies in the SCS.  Kern has been very aggressive on SCS strategies to avoid the APS requirement. 

https://www.kerncog.org/conformity/
https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/bicycle-plans/
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf


7 
 

• Spring 2019 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS – Complete 
• September 4, 2019 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• September 17-November 12, 2019 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 1 (220 

participants) - Complete  
• Fall 2019 to Fall 2021 – Fairs/Festivals/Farmer’s Market outreach events - Ongoing 
• January 22, 2020 – 1st Stakeholder Roundtable meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA outreach 

process - Complete  
• January 24-March 13, 2020 – MetroQuest online interactive survey no. 2 (446 participants) 

- Complete 
• Spring 2020 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) - Complete 
• March 2020 – Adopt Regional Growth Forecast Update - Complete 
• Summer 2020 – Begin Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) process - Ongoing 
• September 3, 2020 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies - Complete 
• August 21 - -November12, 2020 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 3 (200+ participants) - 

Complete 
• September 22, 2020-Oct. 10 – KUZZ Virtual Kern County Fair Outreach Event – Complete   
• January 21, 2021 – Transitions – Transit tech event - Complete 
• April 2021 – Statistically Valid Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents), results available 

at - Complete 
• April 2021 – MetroQuest online survey tool no. 4 on Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) (144 

participants) shows nearly half of respondents interested in ADUs – Complete 
• May 3, 2021 – June 2, 2021 - Notice of Preparation of a Program Environmental Impact Report 

for the 2022 RTP/SCS - Complete 
• August 4, 2021 at 1:30PM – 2nd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS/RHNA 

outreach process in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main conference room 
- Complete 

• Summer-Fall 2021 – 2020 U.S. Census population data available - Complete 
• Summer 2021 – RTP Public Outreach – Local Roads Safety Planning (LSRP) 9 online Zoom 

meetings, for info contact eflickinger@kerncog.org - Complete: 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/ site is excepting input 

through November 2021 (350 participants) 
1. June 22, 2021, 5–6pm, Shafter – online Zoom meeting 
2. June 24, 2021, 4-5pm, Delano – online Zoom meeting 
3. June 29, 2021, 5:30-6:30pm, Bakersfield – online Zoom meeting 
4. July 12, 2021, 4–5pm, Wasco – online Zoom meeting 
5. July 24, 2021, 3-4pm Maricopa – online Zoom meeting 
6. August 4, 2021, 5-6pm, Taft – online Zoom meeting 
7. August 5, 2021, 6-7pm, Tehachapi – online Zoom meeting 
8. August 17, 2021, 6–7am, Arvin – online Zoom meeting 
9. September 16, 2021, 5-6pm, California City – online Zoom meeting 
10. October 28, 2021, 2:30pm – All Of Us Or None Mtg., – 948 Baker St, Bakersfield  – 

online Zoom meeting 
• Summer 2021 - RTP Public Outreach – Clean Mobility Options Needs Assessment for up to 

13 Disadvantaged Communities, (500+ participants) for info contact 
SCampbell@kerncog.org - Complete 
- Online public input website: https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/  
- April 14, 2021 – Presentation to the Shafter Rotary Club 

mailto:eflickinger@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogroadsafetyplans.com/
mailto:SCampbell@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncogcleanmobilityoptions.com/
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- Social media posts of survey February - August, 2021 targeted to reach the following zip 
codes:  Tejon Tribe, Tubatulabal Tribe, Delano, McFarland, Lost Hills, Wasco, Taft, 
Arvin, Lamont, Buttonwillow, Shafter, California City, Ridgecrest, Maricopa 

- Tubatulabal Tribe July newsletter promotion of survey with link.  
- July 20, 2021 exhibitor participation in United Way of Kern County's Community 

Development Conference, Bakersfield (50+ participants). 
• Summer 2021 - Mini-grant stakeholder application process for hosting RTP/SCS outreach 

events (possibly web-enabled and/or in-person type events) 
• September 6 – October 6, 2021 – Community Level SCS Progress Report & Requests for 

SCS Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies. 
• September 28 – November 24, 2021 – Mini-grant stakeholder hosted events (*) and other  

coordinated RTP public outreach events 
1. *September 28, 2021, 5:30pm – Kern Black Chamber of Commerce, 3501 Sterling, N.E. 

Bakersfield (51 participants) 
2. *September 30, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 1st Mtg., 530 4th St, S. 

Downtown Bakersfield (12 participants) 
3. *October 13, 2021, 1pm – All Of Us Or None – 948 Baker St, E. Bakersfield (23 

participants) 
4. October 16, 2021, 9am-2pm – Booth at Oildorado Days, Taft (25 participants) 
5. *October 14, 2021, 6pm – Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 10300 San Diego St, Lamont 

(6 participants) 
6. *October 18, 2021, 6pm - Leadership Counsel for the SJV – 8228 Hilltop Dr, Fuller Acres 

(9 participants) 
7. *October 19, 2021, 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 2nd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. Downtown 

Bakersfield (12 participants) 
8. October 23, 2021, 10am-2pm – Clean Cities Coalition – Workshop for Jr. High and H.S. 

Teachers, Valley Oaks Charter School, must register 661-847-9756, Tehachapi (15 
participants) 

9. October 28, 2021, 8am-4pm – Kern Transportation Foundation, must register 
http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/ – Hodel’s, 5917 Knudsen 
Dr, N. Bakersfield (85 participants) 

10. *October 30, 2021, 6pm - Kern Black Chamber of Commerce 2nd Mtg. – Alliance Against 
Family Violence, 1660 South St, Downtown Bakersfield (22 participants) 

11. *November 4, 2021, 6pm? 5:30pm - Bakersfield Senior Center 3rd Mtg., 530 4th St, S. 
Downtown Bakersfield (12 participants) 

12. November 6, 2021, 9am-4pm – Ridgecrest Native American Petroglyph Festival – 
Downtown Ridgecrest (30 participants) 

13. *November 9, 2021, 7-8:30 pm - Bike Bakersfield, Missionary Baptist Church, 1451 
Madison St, 93307, S.E. Bakersfield (16 participants) 

• November 3, 2021, 1:30-3pm – 3rd Stakeholder Roundtable Meeting on RTP/SCS outreach 
status and RHNA Methodology in leu of the regular RPAC meeting in the Kern COG main 
conference room and via GoToMeeting online 

• November 8, 2021, 3pm – Kern COG/ARB meeting on SCS Technical Methodology Update 
• November 8-December 9, 2021 – Public review period for RHNA Methodology 
• November 18, 2021 – Advertised public hearing on RHNA Methodology 
• November 10 – December 10, 2021 – Online public survey on housing needs (67 participants 

in English & Spanish) 
• January 13, 2022 – Senior Transit Opportunities - Bakersfield seniors group (80 participants) 
• Spring 2022 – Statistically Valid Annual Community Phone Survey (1,200+ residents) results 

available in May 2022 

http://kerntransportationfoundation.org/membership/ktf-forum/
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• April 22, 2022 – Begin 55-day combined public review period and release Draft 
RTP/SCS/air quality conformity/environmental document and RHNA housing needs plan. 

• Spring 2022 – Publicly agendized meetings with all 11 City Councils and the County Board of 
Supervisors (law only requires meetings at 2 local government jurisdictions) 

1. March 21, 2022 – Maricopa City Council 
2. April 5, 2022 – Wasco City Council 
3. April 12, 2022 – California City Council 
4. April 14, 2022 – McFarland City Council 
5. April 18, 2022 – Tehachapi City Council 
6. April 19, 2022 – Taft City Council 
7. April 26, 2022 – Kern County Board of Supervisors 
8. May 4, 2022 – Bakersfield City Council 
9. May 4, 2022 – Ridgecrest City Council  
10. May 16, 2022 – Delano City Council  
11. May 17, 2022 – Shafter City Council – Public Hearing (No Comments) 
12. May 19, 2022 – Kern Council of Governments – Public Hearing (No Comments) 
13. May 24, 2022 – Arvin City Council 

__________________ 

• June 6, 2022 – Close of Public Review Period for the RHNA document 
• June 16, 2022 – Close of Public Review Period for the RTP/SCS/FTIP/Conformity/EIR 

documents 
• July 21, 2022 (tentative) – Adopt RTP/SCS, FTIP, Air Quality Conformity, RHNA, and 

environmental document 
• October 2022 – Community Level SCS Progress Report Update & Requests for SCS 

Implementation Grant Assistance to RPAC Member Agencies 
• January 2024 – Local jurisdiction Housing Elements are due 
 
To be added to the RTP/SCS email notification list for up-coming events, please email Becky 
Napier BNapier@kerncog.org . 
  
ACTION:  Information 
 
  

mailto:BNapier@kerncog.org
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Attachments: 
 

Constant Contact E-mail 
notice sent out to over 

1,000 contacts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Social Media Notice 

Kern Council 
of Governments 

Now available: 55-day review period for Draft 2023 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program. Draft 2022 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy, and Draft Corresponding Conformity Analysis. Documents 
are available at: www.kemcog.org 

Comments are welcomed at the public hearing 6:00 P.M. May 17, 2022 
(Shafter) and 6:30 P.M. May 19, :2022 (Bakersfield) or may be submitted in 
writing no later than 5:00 P.M. June 16, 2022. 

Thank you. 

Kern Council of Governments I www.l<erncog.org 
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KOTICE m· PlIBLlC HEARING ON THE 
DRAFT 2023 FEDERAL TllA~SPORTATIOi\"' IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM. 
Tl:lt: DK!U 'T 2022 l{t:La01\1\l. TKAi~Sl'OKTATJON l'LAN/SLSTAlNABLE 

COMi\1UNTI'Y STRATEGY, CORRESPONDING DRAFT CO:\TFORi'1.ITY 
AN.'\LYS[S, AND DRAFTl..'NVIll.ONMThTAf,rMPACT REPORT 

SCH#:2U21U.SUU12 

NOTT(] , IS 11mmnv GIVEN that thr Krm ro1111rll of r,ovrmltll'lltS wil l hoM ,1 
publil IIl·ariug at 6:00 p.m. M,iy 1/, 20 '.Q di the City of Shaitrr Cuw1cU llll'l'ti.!1!,(, 
336 Padfic Aw. Shafter. CA 93263 and at 6:30 p.m. May 19. 20 22 al the Kern 
C:n1111ril of r.ovm11nr 111s nffir r hn ildin:;! at I 40 1 I 9th Strt>et, S11itr 100. 
Ilakerstleld. CA 9330 1 rrgardlng the Draft 2023 federal Transportation 
lmJJru\'l'mrut Pru!/rnm i:2023 FTIP). the Drafr 2022 Rcgiundl Trnu~purtariuu 
Pla11/ S11 , t;iimhlc• C:nmm1111ity Srr.irr?y {)0?,) RTP,1SC:<;1, thr rn rrrsi1011di11~ Orafr 
1\i.r ll)1ality Cuulunrlity A.11i1 lysis 1ur the :wn n'll' aud 202:.! lffl '/SCS aml t he 
D1,1fl Ellvirornue11tal Impact Report (EIR>. The pu rpose of the p11bli r he,ufol( is lo 
rrrrivr p11hlir mmmrn~ 011 thrsr rlnrnments. 

• The 20 23 ETIP is J 11e,u term listi.nl( of capital itnµrowmeul .:u1d operJlional 
rxµenditures utilizing federal a11d state monies for 1r.:u1sportatiou projects in 
Kem Co11J1ty du.rlng tile next four yea.rs. 
• The 2022 RTP/SCS is a long term roordiuated tr,1nsportalio1~'l.:u1d use 
strait'~' tn mrrt Kc•rn C:011 11ty tr.rnsrinrtation 11r,0 ds nut tn thr yrar 7046. 
• The [JR document provides au a11alysls of potential envlromneutal Imparts 
rddtl'll tu thr irnJ_JkmmtJliu11 uf thl' RTI'/ SCS as n ·quir,·11 by lht· California 
F.m•irnnmental Quality Art. 
• The rnrrPs11011dl11:;! rnnfnrmlty A11:1 ly~ls rnntaln, thr dommr11tatl011 to 
supJ_Jurt a timli.J1g that the 2023 Fl'IJ' amJ 2022 IUl'/SC~ mcrt thr alr 11uality 
ronfonnily requiJ·emems for ozone .:u1d p.:u·lirnla te m atter. 

Thi· J_Jublk JJMLidpatiu11 rffurts fur thl' 2023 l''l'll' , afo1ks d11· J_Jrul,(rnm uf prujl'l:ts 
(POP1 requirements of the Federal Tra.11sit Ad.mi nistration (FTA) UrbJnized Area 
fon nula Prograrn Secrlon '.i307 and FrA Ilus and nus faciJ ltles Program Senion 
!d:J'J. If JIU lUlllllll'll!S arr ILUi.Vl'll U.11 the prupu,l'll 1'01.' . the prupusrll trau,ir 
pmgr.:un (f1u1ded v.i ll1 FTA 5307 a.lid ITA 5339 doll.:u,J wi ll be the final prol(ram. 

lmlividtiah with disabilities JUd)' call Kern CuU.11dl uf Luvcnunmb at 661/6:l!>-
29 lO (wilJLin Uu"!'e workiug days advance uolire) lo 11'q11es1 J lLtiliary aids 
nrr.rs-ary tn 11arl ir ip.11r in thr puhlir hrarinf Translati011 snvin's a rr ;ivailahlr 
(wiUt Utrcr-wurki.ufdays advaitn · 11uticc1 tu partid pdut, spt·,l.l<lnl( ,1.11y l,mgua!(c. by 
av,rilalJle µroffssio11al translat ion services. 

A co11cun em 55 day µu blicreview a11d conuueul period for the Draft 2023 Federn l 
Transp01t atiou Imµrovemenl Program (2023 FTIPI, the Draft 2022 RegioHal 
Transportatloll Plar~'Sustalnablr Conuuml.lty Strategy [2022 RTPiSCS). the 
rnm·spu.111li11!4 lJrd.Jt Air Quality Cunfumriry Analysis fur rhl' :.!02:l Fl'll' aml 2022 
RTP/SCS will commence OH Ap1il 22, 2022, a11d conclude 0J1Jtu1e 16, 2022. A ·15 
day puhlir rrvirw and rnmmr nt pr riod fnr the Or;ift ~11vironmr11tal hn11,1rt Rr 11ort 
(,Ell{) will CUIIU lltJICl' UII Mar 2. 20n dJHI cum:lmlt· Jum· lb. 20:U. The drafr 
don 1111rnls are ani.lalJlr for· r eview al the Kern C-011ucil of Gown uneuls office , 
located at 1401 19th Street. Sulte 300, Ba.kmfleld, CA 93301 ,md on the Kern 
COG site at wv,w.kernrog.01::,i . 

Public comments are welcomed at the hearlJJg, or may be submitted in writ.lug by 
5:00 p.111. June 16 . 2022, Aluon lbki.mi, Execmive Director Jl th e add ress below: 

After considering U1e conunents. Ute doaunrnts wlll be considered for adoptlou. lJy 
rrsolul.io.ll, uy the Kem Co1U1ril of Governments al a rrl(ulaily srhed11led meel.iug lo 
lw held 011 Ju ly n , 7.0?.). Thr dnrnrnr nts will rhrn hr ,uhmiltrd to stair .1ml 
federal agencies for approval. 

C:nntart Prr,nr1: Mr. Ahrnn Hakimi, Fxerutivi' Dirrrtor 
Kern Co1111cU of Gowmments 

April 22. 2022 
77•11.6 

1101 19U1 Street, Sui.le 300 
Ba.kersfield, CA 93301 
Phone: 661-6)5-2900 
Emai l: ahaki.uti ;(!:kerncog.orl( 

22 - 28 de Abril, 2022 © El Popular I 3A 

AVISO DE AUDIENCIA PUBLICA SOBRE EL 
PROYECTO DEL PROGRAMA FEDERAL DE MEJORA DEL TRANSPORTE 2023, 

EL BORRADOR DEL PLAN REGIONAL DE TRANSPORTE 2022/ ESTRATEGIA CO
MUNITARIA SOSTENIBLE, EL CORRESPONDIENTE BORRADOR DE ANALISIS DE 

CONFORM I DADY EL BORRADOR DEL IN FOR ME DE IMPACTO AMBIENTAL 
SCH#: 2021050012 

SE NO Tl FICA que el Consejo de Gobiernos de Kem celebrara una audiencia publica a las 6:00 
p.m. 17 de mayo de 2022 en la reunion del Consejo de la Ciudad de Shafter, 336 Pacific Ave, 
Shafter, CA93263 ya las 6:30 p.m. 19 de mayo de 2022 en el edificio de oficinas del Consejo 
de Gobiemos de Kem en 140119th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield. CA 93301 con respeclo al 
Borrador del Programa Federal de Mejora de la Transporlaci6n 2023 (FTIP 2023). el Borrador 
del Plan de Transporte Regional 2022 / Estrategia Comunitaria Sostenible (2022 RTP / SCS), 
el correspondiente Borrador de Analisis de Conforrnidad de la Calidad del Aire para el FTIP 
2023 y el RTP/SCS 2022 y el Proyecto de lnforme de lmpacto Ambiental (EIR) .. El proposito 
de esta audiencia publica es recibir comentarios publicos sobre estos documentos. 

, El FTIP 2023 es una lista a corto plazo de mejoras de capital y gastos operativos que utili
zan fondos federales y estatales para proyectos de transporte en el condado de Kem durante 
los proximos cuatro aiios. 

• El RTP / SCS 2022 es una estrategia coordinada de transporte / uso de la tierra a largo 
plazo para satisfacer las necesidades de transporte del Condado de Kem hasta el aiio 2046. 

• El documento EIR proporciona un analisis de los posibles impactos ambientales relaciona
dos con la implementacion del RTP / SCS seglin lo requerido por la Ley de Calidad Ambiental 
de California. 

, El analisis de conforrnidad correspondiente contiene la documentaci6n para respaldar la 
conclusion de que el FTIP 2023 y el RTP/SCS 2022 cumplen con los requisitos de conformi
dad de calidad del aire para el ozono y las particulas. 

Los esfuerzos de participacion publica para el FTIP 2023 satisfacen los re_quis~os del progra
ma de proyectos (POP) de la Seccion 5307 del Programa de Formula de Area Urbanizada de 
la Administracion Federal de Transito (FTA) y la Secci6n 5339 del Programa de lnstalaciones 
de Autobuses y Autobuses de FTA. Si no se reciben comentarios sobre el POP propuesto. 
el programa de transito propuesto (financiado con FTA 5307 y FTA 5339 dolares) sera el 
programa final. 

Las personas con discapacidades pueden llamar al Consejo de Gobiernos de Kem al 661/635-
291 O (con tres dias habiles de anticipacion) para solicitar las ayudas auxiliares necesarias 
para parlicipar en la audiencia publica. Los servicios de iraducci6n esiim disponibles (con Ires 
dias habiles de antelacion) para los participantes que hablen cualquier idioma, a !raves de los 
servicios de traduccion profesional disponibles. 

Un periodo simultaneo de revision publica y comentarios de 55 dias para el Borrador del 
Programa Federal de Mejora de la T ransportaci6n 2023 (FTIP 2023). el Borrador del Plan 
Regional de Transporte 2022 / Estrategia Comunitaria Sostenible (2022 RTP / SGS). el co
rrespondiente Borrador de Analisis de Conforrnidad de la Calidad del Aire para el FTIP 2023 
y el RTP / SGS 2022 comenzara el 22 de abril de 2022 y concluira el 16 de junio. 2022. El 
2 de mayo de 2022 comenzara un periodo de revision publica y comentarios de 45 dias para 
el Proyecto de lnforrne de lmpacto Ambiental (EIR) y concluira el 16 de junio de 2022. Los 
borradores de los documentos estan disponibles para su revision en la oficina del Consejo de 
Gobiernos de Kem. ubicada en 1401 19th Street, Suite 300, Bakersfield, CA 93301 yen el sitio 
de Kern COG en www.kemcog.org. 

Los comentarios publicos son bienvenidos en la audiencia, o pueden enviarse por escrito 
antes de las 5:00 p.m. 16 de junio de 2022, Ahron Hakimi. Director Ejecutivo en la siguiente 
direcci6n: 

Despues de considerar los comentarios, los documentos seran considerados para su adoi,
ci6n, por resolucion, por el Consejo de Gobiernos de Kern en una reunion programada regular
mente que se celebrara el 21 de julio de 2022. Los documentos se presentaran a las agencias 
estatales y federales para su aprobacion. 

Persona de contacto: Sr. Ahron Hakimi, director ejecutivo 
Consejo de Gobiemos de Kern 
1401 19th Street, Sui1e 300 
Bakersfield. CA 93301 
Telefono: 661-635-2900 
Correo electronico: ahakimi@kerncog.org 
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SPECIAL NOTICE 

 
Public Participation and Accessibility 

July 6, 2022, Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
and the Kern Council of Governments Board of Directors Meetings 

 
On September 16, 2021, Governor Gavin Newsom signed into law Assembly Bill (AB) 361 
which authorizes a local agency to use teleconferencing without complying with the 
teleconferencing requirements imposed by the Ralph M. Brown Act when a legislative body of a 
local agency holds a meeting during a declared state of emergency or when state or local health 
officials have imposed or recommended measures to promote social distancing. Based on 
guidance from the California Governor’s Office and Department of Public Health, as well as the 
County Health Officer, in order to minimize the potential spread of the COVID-19 virus, Kern 
Council of Governments hereby provides notice that as a result of the declared federal, state, 
and local health emergencies, and in light of the Governor’s signing of AB 361, the following 
adjustments have been made: 
 

• The meeting scheduled for July 6, 2022, at 1:30 p.m. will have limited public access to 
maintain social distancing. Masks will be required to attend the meeting in person. 

• Consistent with AB 361, Committee/Board Members may elect to attend the meeting 
telephonically and participate in the meeting to the same extent as if they were 
physically present. 

• The public may participate in the meeting and address the Committee/Board in person 
under Public Comments. 

• If the public does not wish to attend in person, they may participate in the meeting and 
address the Committee/Board as follows: 
 

o You may offer comment in real time via your phone or from your computer, 
tablet or smartphone (see below). 

o If you wish to submit a comment in advance of the scheduled meeting you may 
submit your comment via email to feedback@kerncog.org  by 1:00 p.m. July 6, 
2022 (this is not a requirement). 
 

Please join my meeting from your computer, tablet or smartphone.  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702  

 
You can also dial in using your phone.  

United States: +1 (312) 878-3080  
 

Access Code: 586-617-702  
 

New to GoToMeeting? Get the app now and be ready when your first meeting starts:  
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/586617702 

mailto:feedback@kerncog.org
https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702
tel:+13128783080,,586617702
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/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 May 4, 2022. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
IV. RECOMMENDATION ON THE DRAFT FINAL 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION 

PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY; DRAFT FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT FINAL 2023 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM; CORRESPONDING DRAFT FINAL AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS AND 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS (Ball) 

V.  
Comment: The 4-year public involvement process gathered input from approximately 7,000 
residents for the long- and near-term federal transportation planning documents, and concluded 
on June 16, 2022, with the closure of a 55-day public review period for the Draft 2022 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS); Draft 2023 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP), and corresponding Draft Air Quality Conformity 
Analysis (Conformity); and a 45 day review for the associated Draft Programmatic Environmental 
Impact Report (PEIR).  All documents are available online at https://www.kerncog.org/2022-rtp/. 

 
Action: Recommend the Transportation Planning Policy Committee Authorize the Chair to Sign 
the Resolutions approving The Final 2022 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy; Final 2023 Federal Transportation Improvement Program; Final 
Programatic Environmental Impact Report; Corresponding Final Air Quality Conformity Analysis 
and Response to Comments. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
VI. ADOPTION OF FINAL DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION (RHNA) 

PLAN (Invina-Jayasiri) 
 
Comment: The Final Draft 6TH Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan is scheduled 
to be adopted concurrently with the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (SCS). 
 
Action: Recommend that the Transportation Planning Policy Committee adopt the Final 6th Cycle 
Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan. (Roll Call Vote) 
 

VII. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

VIII. MEMBER ITEMS 

https://www.kerncog.org/2022-rtp/


 
IX. ADJOURNMENT 

The next scheduled meeting will be August 3, 2022.  



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
  

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                     WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                        May 4, 2022 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                              1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman Staples called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m. 
 

I. ROLL CALL: 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Brianna DeLeon McFarland 
     Steve Esselman Shafter 

     Mark Staples  Taft 
     Keri Cobb  Wasco 
     Lorena Mendibles Caltrans 
     Ricardo Perez  GET 
     Derek Abbott  Community Member 
     Asha Chandy  Community Member 

  
KERN COG STAFF:  Becky Napier  Linda Urata    
     Ben Raymond  Rob Ball 
     Raquel Pacheco Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri 
            
OTHERS:    Lupita Mendoza  Caltrans 
     Alexa Kolosky  Kern County Public Works 
     Troy Hightower  TDH Associates 
     Scott Harriman  RGS 
     Steve Flint  RGS 
     Scott Lau  Caltrans 
     Omar Faris  Southern California Edison 
     Cal Rossi  Southern California Edison 
    

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 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. 
 
SPECIAL PRESENTATION: CHARGE READY NEW CONSTRUCTION REBATE - OMAR 
FARIS, SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON 
 

III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARIES 
 
Committee Member Perez made a motion to approve the discussion summary of March 2, 
2022, seconded by Committee Member Cobb, approved with a roll call vote with one 
abstention from Committee Member Esselman. 
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 

IV. PUBLIC REVIEW: DRAFT 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN; DRAFT 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT 2023 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION 
IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM; AND CORRESPONDING DRAFT AIR QUALITY 
CONFORMITY ANALYSIS (Pacheco) 

 
Ms. Pacheco provided the following report: 
 
The public review period of Kern Council of Government’s long- and near-term federal 
transportation documents is currently underway. All documents are available on the Kern 
COG website; comments are due June 16th. There are two public hearing scheduled: May 
17th at the Shafter City Council meeting and May 19th at Kern COG’s Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee meeting. 
 
This item is for information only. 
 
Action: Information. 
 

V. REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 (Napier) 
 

Ms. Napier provided information regarding the status of the REAP 2.0 Guidelines and 
changes to the programs since its inception. There were handouts of potential projects that 
were reviewed by the TTAC this morning.   
 
Action: Information. 
 

VI. UPDATE ON DRAFT RHNA PLAN (Invina-Jayasiri) 
 
Ms. Invina-Jayasiri explained that the California Department of Housing and Community 
Development found that the latest draft Kern COG RHNA Methodology furthers state housing 
statutory objectives. The Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Plan is available for a 45-day review period. 
Comments are due June 6, 2022.  
 
Action: Comments due by June 6, 2022.  
 

VII. UPDATE: SB375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM PASSENGER 
VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2022 RTP (Raymond) 

 
Mr. Ball provided an update and answered questions from Committee Member Abbott and 
participant Hightower. 

 
Action: Information. 
 

VIII. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

None. 
  

IX. MEMBER ITEMS 
 

• Committee Member Chandy announced that May is Bike Month and there will be a 
Virtual Scavenger Hunt with prizes to be awarded. 

 
X. ADJOURNMENT 



 
With no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 2:20 p.m. The next scheduled meeting 
of the RPAC is June 1, 2022.  



IV. 
RPAC 

July 6, 2022 

TO: Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
Regional Planning Advisory Committee/Transportation Modeling Committee 

FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
Executive Director 

BY: Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director 
Becky Napier, Deputy Director/Administrative Director 
Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner 
Ben Raymond, Regional Planner 

SUBJECT:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee Agenda Item: IV. 
Recommendation on the Final 2022 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy; Final Environmental Impact Report;  Final 2023 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program; Corresponding Final Air Quality Conformity 
Analysis and Response to Comments 

DESCRIPTION: 

The 4-year public involvement process gathered input from approximately 7,000 residents for the 
long- and near-term federal transportation planning documents, and concluded on June 16, 2022, 
with the closure of a 55-day public review period for the Draft 2022 Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS); Draft 2023 Federal Transportation Improvement 
Program (FTIP), and corresponding Draft Air Quality Conformity Analysis (Conformity); and a 45 
day review for the associated Draft Programmatic Environmental Impact Report (PEIR).  All 
documents are available online at https://www.kerncog.org/2022-rtp/. 

DISCUSSION: 

Public Involvement/Performance Based Process 

State and federal regulations have steadily placed greater emphasis on performance measures 
and public outreach in the regional transportation planning process.  Since 2001 Kern COG has 
taken these regulations seriously, developing, adapting, and implementing an integrated 
performance measure process that tracks system level, smart mobility framework, health equity, 
environmental justice (predominantly minority/low-income areas) and Title VI (predominantly 
minority areas) measures.   In addition, Kern COG’s decision makers balance the feedback 
from performance measures for environmental justice and Title VI communities with input from a 
public outreach effort that provides numerous meaningful opportunities for Kern residents to 
provide input.  The 4-year 2022 RTP public outreach process was not hampered by the COVID 
epidemic and was able to successfully gather input from 6,900 participants – 1% of the adult 
population – a similar level of 
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participation compared to prior RTP outreach processes.  Well over 7,000 participated in various 
outreach events, including children who provided drawings of what the future will be like. 
 
On June 9, 2022 Kern COG was recognized as 1st Runner-up by the Caltrans Local Technical 
Assistance Program (LTAP) special recognition competition for this RTP’s Integrated Performance 
Measure Process.  Kern’s RTP process balances intensive public outreach with accountability 
performance measures in a more user-friendly format.  Caltrans LTAP 
and CSU Long Beach have now nominated Kern for the National LTAP 
competition.  In addition, the California Transportation Commission 
(CTC) 2017 RTP guidelines listed Kern COG as the only 
Medium/Small Metropolitan Planning Organization cited as an 
“Exemplary Planning Practice” for its Public Education/Outreach 
program.  In the 2010 RTP Guidelines adopted by the CTC, Kern 
COG’s Integrated Performance Measure process was the only one in 
the state identified as a “Best Practice” for environmental justice 
analysis. 
 
The Public Outreach process is summarized in Appendix to the 2022 RTP, and the Integrated 
Performance C Measure Analysis is in Appendix D.    
 
Public Involvement Policy Evaluation 
 
Five performance measure categories -- Accessibility, Reach, Diversity, Impact and Satisfaction -- 
have been set by the Kern COG Board as part of the adopted 2019 Public Involvement Policy 
quantifiable indicators for evaluating public involvement.  The following performance indicators have 
been met as indicated by a check mark. 
 
A. Accessibility Indicators:  
  Meetings are held throughout the county (over 100 meetings and outreach event held 

throughout the county)  
 100 percent of meetings are reasonably accessible by transit (100%)  
 All meetings are accessible under Americans with Disability Act requirements (100%)  
 Meetings are linguistically accessible to 100 percent of participants with three working days’ 

advance request for translation. (Meeting announcements will offer translation services with 
advance notice to participants speaking any language with available professional translation 
services.) (100%) 

B. Reach indicators  
 Number of comments logged into comment tracking and response system (1,600+) 
 Number of individuals actively participating in the outreach program (6000+) 
 Number of visits to the specific section of the Kern COG website (600+) 
 Number of newspaper articles mentioning the plan/program (2) 
 Number of radio/television interviews or mentions on the plan/program (2) 

F. Diversity indicators  
 Demographic of targeted workshop/charrette/meeting roughly mirror the demographics of the 

Kern region (varies by event location/host organization)  
 Percentage of targeted organizations and groups participating in at least one 

workshop/charrette/meeting (100%)  
 Participants represent a cross-section of people of various interests, places of residence and 

primary modes of travel. (varies by event location/host organization) 
G. Impact Indicators  

Kern RTP Process 
Recognized as A Best 
Planning Practice: 
 

2021 – LTAP SMART 
Transformation Award 
2017 – CTC Guidelines 
Best Practice 
2010 – CTC Guidelines 
Best Practice 
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 100 percent of written comments received are logged into a comment tracking system, 
analyzed, summarized and communicated in time for consideration by staff and the policy 
board. (100%) 
 100 percent of significant written comments 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.  (100%) 

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/charrette/public meeting involving the 
plan or program in question.)  
 Accessibility to meeting locations.  
 Materials presented in appropriate languages for targeted audiences. (Spanish speakers 

appreciated provided Spanish materials and translation services.)  
 Adequate notice of the meetings provided.  
 Sufficient opportunity to comment. (Interactive voting technology was used and participants  

were given the opportunity to make written and oral comments.) 
 Educational value of presentations and materials.  (Positive comments were received.)  
 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. 

 
Based on the above analysis the RTP fully met or exceeded all the 2019 Public Involvement Policy 
evaluation indicators. 
 
Workshopped Scenarios and EIR Alternatives 
 
To better differentiate the use of each model run Kern COG has made the following distinction 
between the use of the terms “alternative” and “scenario.”  An alternative refers to modeling, 
assumptions and output that is intended to be included in the CEQA document for the RTP.  A 
scenario describes modeling results intended to generate feedback from the public in a public 
workshop.  Feedback on scenarios is used to inform the development of assumptions for the CEQA 
required alternatives. 
 
Consistent with prior RTP/SCS processes, and to meet the requirements of SB 375, Kern COG 
developed and workshopped 4 scenarios that varied in the amount of infill, compact development, 
and transit/bike/pedestrian infrastructure.  Scenario 1 was the least compact while Scenario 4 was 
the most compact land use scenario.  Twice as many people participated in the workshop activity 
this RTP cycle compared to prior years.  The results, however, were similar to prior years with the 
weighted average of participants falling closest to Scenario 3.  By weighting and averaging the 
responses, the resulting preferred scenario provides a level of infill, compact development, and mix 
of strategies that represent all the responses received at over a dozen public workshops spread 
throughout the county.  The public input received re-enforced the preferred plan alternative which is 
similar yet a little more aggressive in GHG reduction strategies than prior RTPs.  
 
Next, alternatives were developed for inclusion in the environmental document to the RTP to meet 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements.   Currently there is the Plan alternative 
based on Scenario 3, and three other alternatives to the Plan alternative. They have been named 
the No Project, Old Plan, and Countywide Infill alternatives. 
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The RTP/SCS alternatives use Kern COG’s latest transportation model improvements completed in 
December 2021, and the Regional Growth Forecast adopted in March 2020.  The distribution of the 
growth forecast by Regional Statical Area (RSA) subregion was presented to the RPAC in May 
2020.  The RSA totals were used to generate forecasts of socioeconomic data by jurisdiction and 
include future annexation assumptions.  Households by jurisdiction based on this data were 
incorporated into the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan.  These control totals are 
used across all scenarios and alternatives consistent with RHNA.  Full model documentation and a 
peer review report are available at: http://www.kerncog.org/category/data-center/transportation-
modeling/. 
 
Summary of EIR Alternatives 
 
The Plan and three primary alternatives are designed to provide a range of reasonable alternatives 
to the plan in accordance with CEQA regulations.   
 
The Plan  
The Plan alternative is a balanced reflection of the input received during the 4-year public 
involvement process. The following bullets highlight some of the plan assumptions: 
 
• Maintenance Investment:  Increased to fully maintain transportation infrastructure. 
• Telecommute Strategy:  Kern COG is using its CommuteKern program to encourage 

commuters and employers to continue and increase their telecommuting after the pandemic.  
Two statistically valid surveys in Kern of more than 1,200 persons in Spring 2021 and 2022 show 
an increasing trend in commuters that plan to continue to telecommute at least part of the week 
after the pandemic, growing from 31% to 44% in one year.   

• Transit/Bike/Walk Investment:  Transit investment is based on the 2012 Golden Empire Transit 
(GET) Long Range Transit Plan, the Kern Commuter Rail Study, and includes an expanded Bus 
Rapid Transit system for Metro Bakersfield and extends Metrolink commuter rail service from 
Lancaster to Rosamond in East Kern as well as High-Speed Rail stops in Bakersfield and 
Palmdale.  Transit ridership is anticipated to increase with the use of on-demand micro-transit, 
shared mobility and autonomous vehicles to increase first/last mile connectivity.  Additional bike 
and pedestrian improvements identified by the Kern County Active Transportation Plan would 
enhance transportation in revitalized areas.  This alternative continues the rideshare program 
and adds the new 511 travel information system.   

• Housing Choices:  30-40% of new housing growth characterized by multi-family, attached and 
small lot single family development less than ~6,000 square feet located predominately in 
Metropolitan Bakersfield consistent with the 2018 RTP/SCS and public input. 

• Revitalization:  Focus infill on vacant lots in Metropolitan Bakersfield and at the transit-oriented 
development (TOD)/infill sites identified in the GET Long Range Transit Plan, and the 
Bakersfield Downtown Station Area Vison Plan and consistent with the local General Plans. 

• Land Use Forecast:  This RTP/SCS utilizes the new 2020-2050 Growth Forecast adopted by 
the Kern COG board in March 2020. The distribution in Metropolitan Bakersfield has been 
revised to assume all vacant lots in developed areas are filled, consistent with the existing 
General Plan as well as some revitalization around TOD/infill sites and downtown.  This 
alternative uses Uplan land use model software developed by UC Davis to re-distribute the 
growth from areas with the lowest level of economic attractions in Metro Bakersfield to the infill 
areas. 

• Highway Investment:  Transportation investments would continue to alleviate the most critical 
roadway bottlenecks while investing in operational improvements, improved truck flows, safety 
and demand management strategies such as the CalVans public vanpool system. This 
alternative would postpone the Bakersfield South Beltway beyond 2046.   

http://www.kerncog.org/category/data-center/transportation-modeling/
http://www.kerncog.org/category/data-center/transportation-modeling/
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The No Project Alternative 
The No Project alternative is required by Section 15126.6(e)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines and 
assumes that the proposed project would not be implemented. The No Project alternative allows 
decision-makers to compare the impacts of approving the proposed project with the impacts of not 
approving the proposed project. However, “no project” does not necessarily mean that development 
will be prohibited. The No Project alternative includes “what would be reasonably expected to occur 
in the foreseeable future if the project were not approved, based on current plans and consistent 
with available infrastructure and infrastructure that would be completed in the first 5 years of the 
Plan that is nearing or under construction.  This alternative is consistent with the alternative in the 
2018 RTP/SCS EIR. 
 
The Old Plan Alternative 
The Old Plan alternative is an update of the adopted 2018 RTP/SCS reflecting the most recent 
growth distribution and transportation planning decisions and assumptions. This Old Plan alternative 
does not include the updated development pattern strategies included within the 2022 Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (SCS) but includes all of the projects in the 2018 RTP/SCS. The growth 
scenario for the Old Plan is a combination of local input and existing General Plan and land use data 
provided by local jurisdictions during the 2018 RTP/SCS and Kern Regional Blueprint process which 
represented a significant change from previous development patterns. This alternative is consistent 
with the alternative in the 2018 RTP/SCS EIR. 
 
The Countywide Infill Alternative 
The Countywide Infill alternative would result in a more aggressive development pattern than the 
2022 RTP Plan. Under the Infill alternative, new growth would be focused in the 2020 existing 
urban/built-up areas countywide.  The housing mix in this alternative would average about two-thirds 
medium or high density. This alternative is consistent with the infill alternative in the 2018 RTP/SCS 
EIR. 
 
Performance Measures and Indicators 
The outputs generated by the transportation model are used to produce performance measures. 
These measures such as Vehicle Miles Travels (VMT) are used to evaluate the efficiency of the 
transportation system. Indicators are produced mainly from the outputs generated by the land use 
model. Indicators such as land consumption are used to evaluate the impacts and benefits a future 
land use pattern may have. Indicators are also used to evaluate the co-benefits such as public health 
and are included in RTP Appendix D.  The results of the measures indicate that the Plan will not 
negatively impact the predominantly minority and/or low-income communities.   
 
ARB has established percentage change in CO2 per capita as a key measure to determine that the 
SCS (RTP Chapter 4) if implemented is projected to meet the SB 375 reduction targets of 9% by 
2020 and 15% by 2035.  The Plan results in better CO2 per capita reductions of 12.5% per capita 
by 2020 and 12.7% by 2035.  It is important to note that these values are not comparable with the 
2018 RTP as described in the target setting documentation approved by ARB as part of their target 
setting update process.1 
 
Summary of Changes Compared to Previous Plan 
 
The Draft 2022 RTP is very similar to the adopted 2018 RTP.  Following is a list of substantive 
changes found in the 2022 RTP.   

 
1 California Air Resources Board, Staff Report on SB 375 Regional Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reduction Targets, 
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_feb2018.pdf , .pdf pages 80-86, March 2018. 

https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_feb2018.pdf
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• The 2022 Plan horizon was extended from 2042 to 2046, however it still covers 24 years of 

growth. 
• The Plan uses a significantly lower revised growth forecast adopted by the Kern COG Board in 

2020. 
• The Plan includes several policy updates based on public input from groups such as the Tejon 

Indian Tribe. 
• The Plan incorporates and identifies funding for all the prioritized projects in the most recent 

active transportation plans and includes a complete project listing by sub area of the county in 
Appendix G. 

• The Plan is consistent with the extensive public feedback on new transportation strategies and 
funds new shared mobility (micro-transit) pilot projects throughout Kern. 

• The Plan incorporates updates to local General Plans as well as the adopted City of Bakersfield 
High-Speed Rail Station Area Vision Plan land use assumptions for downtown Bakersfield. 

• The Plan assumes new funding from sources such as the federal Infrastructure Investment and 
Jobs Act (IIJA) new grant programs, state Senate Bill 1 (SB1), state Cap & Trade programs, and 
other new and/or potential sources.  If some of these sources are repealed or not fully realized, 
certain types of projects could slip depending on which are not fully funded.   

• The Plan has the advantage of an improved Travel Model with observed base year data and 
assumptions updated from 2015 to 2020.  Over 1,100 annually surveyed traffic count locations 
were used to ground truth the model. 

• The Plan benefits from two additional federal performance measures to provide better 
accountability.  The award-winning integrated performance measure process also provides an 
analysis of impacts on predominantly minority and/or low-income areas. 

 
Minor Growth Forecast Refinements 
 
Kern COG is a regional planning agency that forecasts regional growth.  Kern COG does not 
undertake local planning and does not have the authority or ambition to usurp local planning 
authority.   Kern COG developed a growth forecast consistent with Kern COG procedures for each 
jurisdiction in Kern County based on a number of factors including:  1) the statewide Department of 
Finance (DOF) data/forecasts (which assumes a reduction in growth of 60% as compared to the 
prior 2018 RTP/SCS), 2) local input, and 3) planning staff judgement. The growth forecast was then 
distributed to the Regional Statistical Areas (RSAs) and Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZs) in 
the region.  However, this distribution is just one potential distribution of growth that would be 
consistent with the SCS.    Kern COG is evaluating refining the land use distribution for purposes of 
modeling the RTP/SCS consistent with its procedures that allow updates on a quarterly basis.  

Any refinements would be limited to adjustments with a jurisdiction. While the TAZ level data is made 
available to jurisdictions for modeling and other purposes, it is not adopted by Kern COG for any 
purpose and is not binding. TAZ-level growth projections are used by Kern COG for regional 
modeling purposes and are not adopted as part of the RTP/SCS, nor are they used in the growth 
forecasts. As such, the TAZ-level data is not intended to promote or constrain growth in any TAZ. 
Further, these technical refinements would not result in any changes to the SCS land use maps. 
Because no shifts would occur across jurisdictions, the jurisdictional level totals would remain the 
same as the numbers presented in the Draft RTP/SCS.   

Under state planning law (SB 375), the SCS, which is developed and included as part of the RTP, 
cannot supersede local General Plan policies. Rather, it is intended to provide a regional policy 
foundation that local governments may build upon and generally includes the quantitative growth 
projections for each city and the unincorporated county going forward.  
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SB 375 specifically provides that nothing in an SCS supersedes the land use authority of cities and 
counties, and that cities and counties are not required to change their land use policies and 
regulations, including their general plans, to be consistent with the SCS or an alternative planning 
strategy (Government Code Section 65080(b)(2)(K)). Moreover, cities and counties have plenary 
authority to regulate land use through their police powers granted by the California Constitution, art. 
XI, §7, and under several statutes, including the local planning law (Government Code Sections 
65100–65763), the zoning law (Government Code Sections 65800–65912), and the Subdivision 
Map Act (Government Code Sections 66410–66499.37).  

SB 375 does not require that general plans be consistent with the SCS. However, to use CEQA 
streamlining under SB 375 a lead agency must find that a project is consistent with the SCS. Kern 
COG has clearly indicated that lead agencies/local jurisdictions have sole discretion to make 
consistency findings with the SCS for the purposes of CEQA.  

The Kern COG models are used to provide gross estimates of regional environmental parameters 
(Vehicle Miles Traveled [VMT], criteria pollutant emissions and GHG emissions). However, the 
inputs to these models are subject to variability (location and density of land uses, travel patterns, 
fuel make up, pricing assumptions and many more). Because of this, minor changes to assumptions 
result in minor changes to modeling results that are not statistically significant. As noted above, Kern 
COG may make technical refinements to the growth forecast at the sub-jurisdictional (i.e., TAZ) 
level. These technical refinements would not result in substantial changes to the information 
presented in the Draft PEIR, including modeling results. While adjustments could be made at the 
sub jurisdictional level, at the regional level, impacts would remain as presented in the Draft PEIR. 
The technical refinements would not result in any new significant impacts at the regional level 
because the changes are minor and occur at the sub jurisdictional level. 

Summary of Comments and Responses 

RTP PEIR Comments:  Two comment letters were received directly addressing the 2022 RTP 
Programmatic Environmental Impact Report (PEIR). The PEIR comment letters were from the 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control 
District. A summary of the comments and responses is provided below. Full responses and the 
bracketed comment letters are provided in the Final PEIR. 

1) California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) comments were focused on the biological
resources section of the PEIR. In particular, the letter provided additional information and
recommended mitigation regarding the following species: San Joaquin Kit Fox, Swainson’s
Hawk, Tricolored Blackbird, Desert Tortoise, Mohave Ground Squirrel, Tipton Kangaroo Rat,
San Joaquin Antelope Squirrel, California Tiger Salamander, Burrowing Owl, other nesting birds
and special status plant species.
Summary Response: The biological resources section of the PEIR has been revised to provide
additional descriptions of the mentioned species. Where appropriate, species-specific
information has also been added to the mitigation measures in the FEIR.

2) San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District provided comments regarding Air District
preferred methodology and approaches for individual projects to reduce air emissions.
Recommendations included when to consult with the Air District on air quality studies such as
health risk assessments and the preferred approach for such studies. The Air District also
provided additional information on programs and grant opportunities through the Air District.
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Summary Response: The air quality section of the PEIR has been revised to provide additional 
detail on the Air District’s preferred methodologies and approaches. Where appropriate, 
mitigation measures were updated to reflect the suggested protocols and analyses.  

 
RTP Comments:  Three comment letters were received addressing the Draft 2022 RTP.  The letters 
were from the California Air Resources Board, California Department of Transportation, and Tejon 
Ranch.  A summary of the comments and responses is provided below. 

 
1) California Air Resources Board provided a 6-page letter with comments on additional 

information they would like to Kern COG to provide as part of their post adoption review as 
required by ARB SB 375 Technical Methodology Guidelines.  
Summary Response: Kern COG will provide this additional documentation as part of the 
submittal of the Final RTP/SCS and the accompanying technical data submittal to ARB, 
consistent with the ARB SCS Evaluation Guidelines. 
 

2) California Department of Transportation provided a 6-page letter with 34 commendations, 
suggested changes and requested clarifications. 
 
Summary Response: Kern COG will provide all changes as required to bring the document in 
compliance with adopted CTC Guidelines. 
 

3) Tejon Ranch provided a 2-page letter requesting verification that their developments are 
included in the assumptions for the plan.  
Summary Response: Staff is reviewing modeling assumptions and it appears the 
developments are included.  A minor technical refinement may be implemented as appropriate 
but are not substantial and would not affect the conclusions contained in the PEIR. 

 
FTIP Comment:  One comment email was received from California Department of Transportation 
Office of Federal Programming dated 6/14/22 with 14 comments on the near-term Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP). 

 
1) California Department of Transportation, Office of Federal Programming provided 14 

comments on additional information they would like to Kern COG to provide.  
Summary Response: Provided clarifying edits and verifications requested regarding 10 projects 
in the FTIP. 

 
Conformity Comment:  One comment email was received from the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency dated 6/9/22 with 6 comments on the federal air quality Conformity document. 

 
1) U.S. Environmental Protection Agency provided 6 comments updating information they would 

like.  
Summary Response: Provided requested text updates on status of various air quality plans. 

 
RPAC Member Comment:  At the May 4, 2022 Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) 
meeting, Derek Abbott requested that Table 4-7 GHG emissions value may have an errant negative 
sign. 

Summary Response: Corrected Table 4-7. 
 
No comments were received at the two advertised public hearings in Shafter and Bakersfield. 
 
The full Response to Comments for these documents are included as Attachment A.  
 



9 
 

Next Steps 
 

• July 6, 2022 – TTAC/RPAC Considers Recommendation of Adoption of the 2022 RTP/SCS, 
PEIR, 2023 FTIP and Conformity documents 

• July 21, 2022 – TPPC/COG Board Considers Adoption of the 2022 RTP/SCS, PEIR, 2023 
FTIP and Conformity documents 

• September/October 2022 - ARB Determines if an Alternative Planning Strategy is Required 
• December 2022 – FHWA/EPA approves Conformity, FHWA/FTA approves FTIP 
• 2023 – Kern COG updates its Public Information Policies & Procedures and the Regional 

Growth Forecast 
• 2026 – Kern COG considers adoption of the 2026 RTP/SCS 

 
Conclusion 
 
The development and performance of the 2022 RTP/SCS, PEIR, 2023 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 extensive, bottom-up public input with an award-winning, 
measured, performance-based approach, providing an effective Plan and vision that advances the 
goals of the Kern COG Board, while facilitating project delivery.  Staff recommends approval of this 
action item. 
 
ACTION:  Recommend the Regional Planning Advisory Committee recommend that the 
Transportation Planning Policy Committee Authorize the Chair to Sign the Resolutions approving 
the Final 2022 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy; Final 2023 Federal 
Transportation Improvement Program; Final Programatic Environmental Impact Report; 
Corresponding Final Air Quality Conformity Analysis and Response To Comments. ROLL CALL 
VOTE. 
 
Attachments 
 
Attachment A – Response to Comments 
Attachment B – Resolutions 
Attachment C – RTP Executive Summary 
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Attachment A 
 

Draft PEIR Response to Comments  
(Please Note the Page Numbers Referenced in  

this Document are From the Draft 2022 RTP/SCS PEIR) 
 

2022 RTP Programmatic Environmental Impact Report 
Summary of Comments and Responses 

 
 

COMMENT LETTERS AND RESPONSES 

The Draft Program EIR (PEIR) was submitted to the State Clearinghouse Office of Planning and Research and 

circulated for a 45-day public review on May 2, 2022. The Draft 2022 Regional Transportation Plan/ 

Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) was circulated for an additional 10 days of public comments 

during the same period as the Draft Program EIR (55 days, from April 22, 2022, to June 16, 2022). Comments 

were received on both the RTP/SCS and the PEIR.  

One comment letter on the RTP/SCS from Tejon Ranch addressed the growth forecast included in the RTP/SCS 

and evaluated in the PEIR. Changes to the distribution of growth have the potential to affect environmental 

impacts as the distribution of growth may affect the transportation and air quality modeling undertaken by 

Kern COG. The Kern COG models are used to provide gross estimates of regional environmental parameters 

(Vehicle Miles Traveled [VMT], criteria pollutant emissions and GHG emissions). However, the inputs to 

these models are subject to variability (location and density of land uses, travel patterns, fuel make up, pricing 

assumptions and many more). Because of this, minor changes to assumptions result in minor changes to 

modeling results that are not statistically significant. As noted above, Kern COG may make technical 

refinements to the growth forecast at the sub-jurisdictional (i.e., TAZ) level to reflect the Tejon projects. These 

technical refinements would not result in substantial changes to the information presented in the Draft PEIR, 

including modeling results. While adjustments could be made at the sub jurisdictional level, at the regional 

level, impacts would remain as presented in the Draft PEIR. The technical refinements would not result in 

any new significant impacts at the regional level because the changes are minor and occur at the sub 

jurisdictional level.  

Additional comments on the RTP/SCS were provided at the two public hearings conducted, none of the 

comments were related to the PEIR. A list of commenters on the PEIR is shown on the following page. 

Comments that address the 2022 RTP/SCS are addressed in Attachment A to the Transportation Technical 

Advisory Committee (TTAC) and Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) staff report dated July 6, 

2022, and in Appendix H of the Final 2022 RTP/SCS.  
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The original bracketed comment letters are provided followed by a numbered response to each bracketed 

comment. Individual comments within each letter are numbered and the response is given a matching 

number. Where responses result in a change to the Draft PEIR, the resulting change is identified in the 

response. 

 
Table 2.0-1 

List of Commenters on the Draft EIR 
 

Letter 
Number  Organization Commenter Name Comment Date 

Response Page 
Number 

Letter 1  California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife 

Valarie Cook June 16, 2022 11 

Letter 2  San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution 
Control District 

Brian Clements June 16, 2022 22 

 



12 
 

Letter 1  California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Central Region 
Valarie Cook, Acting Regional Manager 
1234 East Shaw Avenue 
Fresno, CA, 93710 
June 16, 2022 

Response 1-1 

The comment is a set of introductory comments that provide detail on California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife’s (CDFW’s) role as a responsible and trustee agency. Kern COG acknowledges CDFW’s role as a 

responsible and trustee agency. 

Response 1-2 

The comment is a summary of the proposed project. The comment does not raise an issue within the meaning 

of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No response is necessary.  

Response 1-3 

CDFW expresses general agreement with the mitigation measures provided in the PEIR and provides 

additional species-specific comments. Kern COG acknowledges projects tiering from the PEIR have the 

potential to impact sensitive species as was identified in Impact BIO-1 of the PEIR. CDFW provides a list of 

specific special status species of concern. Responses to specific comments on these species are addressed in 

the following responses.  

Response 1-4 

The comment relates to the San Joaquin Kit Fox. Impact BIO-1 finds that projects implemented under the 2022 

RTP/SCS would have the potential to impact sensitive status species (p. 4.4-53 of the PEIR) and identifies this 

impact as significant and unavoidable. The identified Mitigation Measures, MM BIO-1 through MM BIO-5, 

would help reduce potential impacts, but due to the programmatic nature of the document and the long-range 

nature of the RTP/SCS, it is not possible to determine the exact location or timing of projects. Many of the 

projects included in the RTP/SCS are conceptual, with final alignments and locations to be decided in the 

future. In addition, the specific location of development projects is unknown. These projects will undergo 

project-specific environmental review to determine the exact type and magnitude of impacts. Kern COG does 

not have the authority to impose project specific mitigation measures on these projects, nor would such 

measures be appropriate without project specific study to determine potential impacts. The most effective 

mitigation measures are developed at the project level, often in consultation with CDFW. Further, due to the 

large number of special status species in the region (161) it is not feasible or practical for Kern COG to develop 

individual mitigation measures for each potential circumstance and each species.  
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However, to address CDFW’s comments, Kern COG has expanded the discussion within the PEIR on the San 

Joaquin Kit Fox. Mitigation Measure MM BIO-4 has also been expanded to specifically refer to San Joaquin 

Kit Fox. Changes to the PEIR are provided below.  

The following text is inserted on page 4.4-46 below the heading for wildlife: 

San Joaquin Kit Fox den in right of ways, vacant lots, etc. and populations can fluctuate over time. Due to 

these fluctuations, a negative finding form biological surveys in any one year does not necessarily 

demonstrate absence of kit fox on a site. San Joaquin Kit Fox may also be attracted to construction 

materials (pipes, etc.) and construction footprints due to the type and level of activity (excavation, etc.) 

and the loose friable soils that are created as a result of intensive ground disturbance.  

Page 4.4-51 of the PEIR is revised as follows: 

MM BIO-4:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to document special-status 

wildlife species and their habitats as follows: 

 Retain a qualified wildlife biologist to document the presence or absence of suitable habitat 

for special-status wildlife in the project study area. Special attention shall be paid to the 

following species: San Joaquin Kit Fox, Swainson’s Hawk, Tricolored Blackbird, Desert 

Tortoise, Mojave Ground Squirrel, Tipton Kangaroo Rat, Giant Kangaroo Rat and other 

kangaroo rat, San Joaquin Antelope Squirrel, California Tiger Salamander, Burrowing Owl, 

special status plant species and nesting birds. The following steps should be implemented to 

document special-status wildlife and their habitats for each project: 

 Review Existing Information. The wildlife biologist should review existing information 

to develop a list of special-status wildlife species that could occur in the project area. The 

following information should be reviewed as part of this process: the United States Fish 

and Wildlife Service (USFWS) special-status species list for the project region, CDFW’s 

California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), previously prepared environmental 

documents, city and county general plans, habitat conservation plans (HCPs) and natural 

community conservation plans (NCCPs) (if applicable), and USFWS issued biological 

opinions for previous projects. 

 Coordinate with State and Federal Agencies. The wildlife biologist should coordinate 

with the appropriate agencies (CDFW, USFWS, and Caltrans) to discuss wildlife resource 
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issues in the project region and determine the appropriate level of surveys necessary to 

document special-status wildlife and their habitats. 

 Conduct Field Studies. The wildlife biologist should evaluate existing habitat conditions 

and determine what level of biological surveys may be required. The type of survey 

required should depend on species richness, habitat type and quality, and the probability 

of special-status species occurring in a particular habitat type. As appropriate, CDFW 

should be consulted regarding survey protocols. Depending on the existing conditions in 

the project area and the proposed construction activity, one or a combination of the 

following levels of survey may be required: 

 Habitat Assessment. A habitat assessment determines whether suitable habitat is 

present. This type of assessment can be conducted at any time of year and is used to 

assess and characterize habitat conditions and to determine whether return surveys 

are necessary. If no suitable habitat is present, no additional surveys should be 

required. 

 Species-Focused Surveys. Species-focused surveys (or target species surveys) 

should be conducted if suitable habitat is present for special-status wildlife and if it 

is necessary to determine the presence or absence of the species in the project area. 

The surveys should focus on special-status wildlife species that have the potential to 

occur in the region. The surveys should be conducted during a period when the target 

species are present and/or active. 

 Protocol-Level Wildlife Surveys. The project proponent should comply with 

protocols and guidelines issued by responsible agencies for certain special-status 

species. USFWS and CDFW have issued survey protocols and guidelines for several 

special-status wildlife species that could occur in the project region, including (but 

not limited to) the California red-legged frog, blunt-nosed leopard lizard, desert 

tortoise and San Joaquin kit fox. The protocols and guidelines may require that 

surveys be conducted during a particular time of year and/or time of day when the 

species is present and active. Many survey protocols require that only a USFWS 

permitted, or CDFW-approved biologist perform the surveys. The project proponent 

should coordinate with the appropriate state or federal agency biologist before the 

initiation of protocol-level surveys to ensure that the survey results would be valid. 

Because some species can be difficult to detect or observe, multiple field techniques 
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may be used during a survey period and additional surveys may be required in 

subsequent seasons or years as outlined in the protocol or guidelines for each species. 

Special-status wildlife or suitable habitat identified during the field surveys should 

be mapped and documented as part of the CEQA and NEPA documentation, as 

applicable. 

Responses 1-5 and 1-6 

These comments relate to Swainson’s Hawk and Tricolored Blackbird. See Response 1-4 for the findings in 

the PEIR regarding special status species and the need for mitigation measures.  

The following text is inserted on page 4.4-62 following the second paragraph: 

It is thought that the historic population of Swainson's hawks in California was as many as 17,136 pairs. 

In 1980 a report developed by Bloom estimated 375 (+50) breeding pairs of Swainson's hawks remaining 

in California. Bloom's report noted number to the greatest in the Central Valley and in the Great Basin 

area of northeastern California, with a few Swainson's hawk territories located in Shasta Valley, the 

Owens Valley, and the Mohave Desert. In 1988 a Department led survey effort revealed no change in 

Swainson's hawk distribution from the 1980. The 1988 effort led to an estimate of 430 pairs in the Central 

Valley and a state-wide estimate of 550 breeding pairs. In 2005 a state-wide survey was conducted in the 

known range. The results showed a state-wide estimate for the number breeding pairs at 2081. Surveys 

conducted in Butte to San Joaquin counties during the period 2002-2009 showed numbers of breeding 

pairs of Swainson's hawks at 593 in 2002, 1008 in 2003 and 941 in 2009.  

Tricolored Blackbird (TRBL) are known to nest in alfalfa, wheat, and other low agricultural crop fields. 

TRBL aggregate and nest colonially, forming colonies of up to 100,000 nests.2. Approximately 86% of the 

global population is found in the San Joaquin Valley.3,4 Increasingly, TRBL are forming larger colonies 

that contain progressively larger proportions of the species’ total population.5 In 2008, for example, 55% 

of the species’ global population nested in only two colonies, which were located in silage fields.6 In 2017, 

 
2  Meese, R. J., E.C. Beedy, and W.J. Hamilton, III. 2014. Tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), The Birds of 
North America (P. G. Rodewald, Ed.). Ithaca: Cornell Lab of Ornithology; Retrieved from the Birds of North America: 
https://birdsna-org.bnaproxy.birds.cornell.edu/Species-Account/bna/species/tribla. Accessed December 15, 2017. 
3  Weintraub, K., T.L. George, and S.J. Dinsmore. 2016. Nest survival of tricolored blackbirds in California’s 
Central Valley. The Condor 118(4): 850–861. 
4  Kelsey, R. 2008. Results of the tricolored blackbird 2008 census. Report submitted to U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Portland, OR, USA. 
5  Ibid. 
6  Ibid. 

-------------------------------- ----------------------------

https://birdsna-org.bnaproxy.birds.cornell.edu/Species-Account/bna/species/tribla
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approximately 30,000 TRBL were distributed among only 16 colonies in Merced County.7 Nesting can 

occur synchronously, with all eggs laid within one week.8 For these reasons, depending on timing, 

disturbance to nesting colonies can cause abandonment, significantly impacting TRBL populations.9 

The development under the Plan could involve construction activity during the bird nesting season, 

which is generally from February 1 through September 15. Without appropriate avoidance and 

minimization measures species such as Swainson’s Hawk and Tricolored Blackbird could be affected 

resulting in nest abandonment, and reduced nesting success (loss or reduced health or vigor of eggs or 

young). However, destruction of any active nest is a violation of the federal MBTA and/or the CFGC. 

Mitigation Measure MM BIO-12 on page 4.4-63 is revised as follows: 

MM BIO-12: Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to incorporate Design 

Measures to Allow Animal Movement as follows: 

 Prior to design approval of individual projects that contain movement habitat, the 

implementing agency should incorporate economically viable design measures, as applicable 

and necessary, to allow wildlife or fish to move through the transportation corridor, both 

during construction activities and post construction. Such measures may include 

appropriately spaced breaks in a center barrier, or other measures that are designed to allow 

wildlife to move through the transportation corridor. If the project cannot be designed with 

these design measures due to traffic safety, etc., the implementing agency should consider 

mitigation measures to minimize impacts on biological resources, including coordinating 

with the appropriate regulatory agency (i.e., USFWS, National Marine Fisheries Service 

[NMFS], CDFW) to obtain regulatory permits and implement alternative project-specific 

mitigation prior to any construction activities Such measures include, but are not limited to, 

the following:  

Consult with the USFWS, United States Forest Service [USFS], CDFW, and local agencies, 

where impacts to birds afforded protection pursuant to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 

during the breeding season may occur. 

 
7  Meese, R.J. 2017. Results of the 2017 Tricolored Blackbird Statewide Survey. California Department of Fish 
and Wildlife, Wildlife Branch, Nongame Wildlife Program Report 2017-04, Sacramento, CA. 27 pp. + appendices. 
8  Orians, G.H. 1961. The ecology of blackbird (Agelaius) social systems. Ecol. Monogr. 31:285-312. 
9  Meese, R. J., E.C. Beedy, and W.J. Hamilton, III. 2014. Tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), The Birds of 
North America (P. G. Rodewald, Ed.). Ithaca: Cornell Lab of Ornithology; Retrieved from the Birds of North America: 
https://birdsna-org.bnaproxy.birds.cornell.edu/Species-Account/bna/species/tribla . Accessed December 15, 2017 

https://birdsna-org.bnaproxy.birds.cornell.edu/Species-Account/bna/species/tribla
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Consult with local jurisdictions and other local organizations when impacts may occur to 

open space areas that have been designated as important for wildlife movement.  

Prohibit construction activities within 500 feet of occupied breeding areas for wildlife 

afforded protection pursuant to Title 14 § 460 of the California Code of Regulations 

protecting fur-bearing mammals, during the breeding season. 

Conduct a survey to identify active raptor and other migratory nongame bird nests by a 

qualified biologist at least two weeks before the start of construction at project sites from 

February 1 through August 31. A qualified wildlife biologist should be retained to 

determine of suitable habitat is present for Swainson’s Hawk. If suitable habitat is 

present, a qualified wildlife biology should conduct surveys following the survey 

methods developed by the Swainson’s Hawk Technical Advisory Committee be 

conducted by a qualified wildlife biologist prior to project implementation. If active nests 

are detected, CDFW recommends a minimum no-disturbance buffer of 0.5-mile be 

delineated around them until the breeding season has ended or until a qualified biologist 

has determined that the birds have fledged and are no longer reliant upon the nest or 

parental care for survival. If an active SWHA nest is detected during surveys and a 0.5-

mile buffer is not feasible, consultation with CDFW is warranted to discuss how to 

implement the project and avoid take. If take cannot be avoided, take authorization 

through the acquisition of an Incidental Take Permit, pursuant to Fish and Game Code 

section 2081 subdivision (b) is necessary to comply with CESA. For Tricolored Blackbird, 

CDFW recommends implementation of a minimum 300-foot no-disturbance buffer 

around the colony in accordance with CDFW’s “Staff Guidance Regarding Avoidance of 

Impacts to Tricolored Blackbird Breeding Colonies on Agricultural Fields in 2015” 

(CDFW 2015). CDFW advises that this buffer remain in place until the breeding season 

has ended or until a qualified biologist has determined that nesting has ceased, the birds 

have fledged, and are no longer reliant upon the colony or parental care for survival. It is 

important to note that TRBL colonies can expand over time. For this reason, CDFW 

recommends conducting additional pre-activity surveys within 10 days prior of project 

initiation to reassess the colony’s areal extent. If a TRBL nesting colony is detected during 

surveys, consultation with CDFW is warranted to discuss how to implement the project 

and avoid take, or if avoidance is not feasible, to acquire an ITP, pursuant to Fish and 

Game Code section 2081 subdivision (b), prior to any ground-disturbing activities. 

Prohibit construction activities with 250 feet of occupied nest of birds afforded protection 

pursuant to the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, during the breeding season.  
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Ensure that suitable nesting sites for migratory nongame native bird species protected under 

the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and/or trees with unoccupied raptor nests should only be 

removed prior to February 1, or following the nesting season. 

Pursue mitigation banking to preserve habitat linkages and corridors (opportunities to 

purchase, maintain, and/or restore offsite habitat). 

Install wildlife fencing where appropriate to minimize the probability of wildlife injury due 

to direct interaction between wildlife and roads or construction. Where exclusion fencing 

it used, such fencing should be raised seven to eight inches above the ground for the 

length of the fencing with the bottom fencing material knuckled back to maintain 

movement and habitat connectivity for desert tortoise and Mohave ground squirrel. 

Where avoidance is determined to be infeasible, design sufficient conservation measures 

through coordination with local agencies and the regulatory agency (i.e., USFWS or 

CDFW) and in accordance with the respective counties and cities general plans to 

establish plans to mitigate for the loss of fish and wildlife movement corridors and/or 

wildlife nursery sites. The consideration of conservation measures may include the 

following measures where applicable: 

Wildlife movement buffer zones 

Corridor realignment 

Appropriately spaced breaks in center barriers 

Stream rerouting 

Culverts 

Creation of artificial movement corridors such as freeway under- or overpasses 

Other comparable measures 

Where the Lead Agency has identified that a RTP project, or other regionally significant 

project, has the potential to impact other open space or nursery site areas, seek comparable 

coverage for these areas in consultation with the USFWS, CDFW, NMFS, or other local 

jurisdictions. 
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Response 1-7 

The comment relates to desert tortoise. See Response 1-4 for the findings in the PEIR regarding special status 

species and the need for mitigation measures. Mitigation Measure MM BIO-5 includes the requirement to 

follow CDFW recommended survey protocols for desert tortoise.  

Mitigation Measure MM BIO-4 is revised to include mention of Desert Tortoise as shown in Response 1-4. 

Mitigation Measure MM BIO-12 bullet point eight on page 4.4-64 of the PEIR is revised as shown above in 

Response 1-5. 

Response 1-8 

The comment relates to Mohave Ground Squirrel, Tipton Kangaroo Rat, and other kangaroo rats and San 

Joaquin Antelope Squirrel. See Response 1-4 for the findings in the PEIR regarding special status species and 

the need for mitigation measures. See revisions to Mitigation Measure MM BIO-4 above in Response 1-4 for 

changes to the PEIR to include mention of Mohave Ground Squirrel, Tipton Kangaroo Rat, and other kangaroo 

rats and San Joaquin Antelope Squirrel.  

Response 1-9 

The comment relates to California Tiger Salamander (CTS) and recommends specific protocols to conduct 

surveys for CTS. See Response 1-4 for the findings in the PEIR regarding special status species and the need 

for mitigation measures. See revisions to Mitigation Measure MM BIO-4 above to include mention of CTS.  

The following text is inserted on page 4.4-46 below the heading for wildlife: 

According to CDFW, CTS are known to occur in northwestern Kern County. CTS breed and develop in 

vernal and seasonal pools and stock ponds within grassland, woodland, and scrub habitat types. They 

require upland refuges (i.e., small mammal burrows) when not breeding and have been demonstrated to 

disperse up to 1.3 miles from aquatic habitat.10 

Response 1-10 

The comment relates to special status plant species. The RTP/SCS’s ability to impact special status plant 

species is discussed under Impact BIO-1 of the PEIR. This impact was determined to be significant and 

unavoidable. See Response 1-4. Mitigation Measure MM BIO-2 specifically addresses plant species and has 

been revised in accordance with CDFW’s letter.  

 
10  Searcy, C. A., and H. B. Shaffer. 2011. Determining the migration distance of a vagile vernal pool specialist: 
How much land is required for conservation of California tiger salamanders? In Research and Recovery in Vernal Pool 
Landscapes, D. G. Alexander and R. A. Schlising, Eds. California State University, Chico, California. 
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Mitigation Measure MM BIO-2 on page 4.4-49 of the PEIR is revised as follows: 

MM BIO-2: Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies to document Special-Status 

Plant populations as follows: 

 Retain a qualified botanist to document the presence or absence of special-status plants before 

project implementation. Implement the following steps to document special- status plants: 

 Review Existing Information. The botanist should review the most current existing 

information to develop a list of special-status plants that have a potential to occur in the 

specific project area. Sources of information consulted should include CDFW’s CNDDB, 

previously prepared environmental documents, city and county general plans, HCPs and 

NCCPs, and the CNPS electronic inventory. 

 Coordinate with Agencies. The botanist should coordinate with the appropriate agencies 

(CDFW, USFWS, Caltrans) to discuss botanical resource issues and determine the 

appropriate level of surveys necessary to document special-status plants. 

 Conduct Field Studies. The botanist should evaluate existing habitat conditions for each 

project and determine what level of botanical surveys may be required. The type of 

botanical survey should depend on species richness, habitat type and quality, and the 

probability of special-status species occurring in a particular habitat type. Depending on 

these factors and the proposed construction activity, one or a combination of the 

following levels of survey may be required: 

 Habitat Assessment. A habitat assessment will be conducted to determine whether 

suitable habitat is present. This type of assessment can be conducted at any time of year 

and is used to assess and characterize habitat conditions and determine whether return 

surveys are necessary. If no suitable habitat is present, no additional surveys should be 

required. 

 Species-Focused Surveys. Species-focused surveys (or target species surveys) should be 

conducted if suitable habitat is present for special-status plants. The surveys should focus 

on special-status plants that could grow in the region and would be conducted during a 

period when the target species are evident and identifiable. 

 Floristic Protocol-Level Surveys. Floristic surveys that follow the CNPS Botanical Survey 

Guidelines should be conducted in areas that are relatively undisturbed and/or have a 
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moderate to high potential to support special-status plants. The CNPS Botanical Survey 

Guidelines require that all species be identified to the level necessary to determine 

whether they qualify as special-status plants or are plant species with unusual or 

significant range extensions. The guidelines also require that field surveys be conducted 

when special-status plants that could occur in the area are evident and identifiable. To 

account for different special-status plant identification periods, one or more series of field 

surveys may be required in spring and summer months. 

 CDFW Protocols for Special Status Plant Species. CDFW advises following the 

Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant 

Populations and Natural Communities.11 This protocol, which is intended to maximize 

detectability, includes the identification of reference populations to facilitate the 

likelihood of field investigations occurring during the appropriate floristic period. In the 

absence of protocol-level surveys being performed, additional surveys may be necessary. 

Further, CDFW advises that a minimum no-disturbance buffer of at least 50 feet from the 

outer edge of the plant population(s) or specific habitat type(s) required by special status 

plant species be delineated around special status plant species. If buffers cannot be 

maintained, then consultation with CDFW is advised to determine appropriate 

minimization and mitigation measures for impacts to special-status plant species. If a 

State- or federally listed plant species are identified during botanical surveys, then 

consultation with CDFW and/or the USFWS is recommended to determine the need for 

an Incidental Take Permit (issued by CDFW) or a Biological Opinion (issued by the 

USFWS).  

Special-status plant populations identified during the field surveys should be mapped 

and documented as part of CEQA and NEPA process, as applicable. 

Response 1-11 

The comment relates to Burrowing Owl. See Response 1-4. Mitigation Measure MM BIO-4 has been revised 

to include burrowing owl.  

 
11  CDFG, 2018. Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to Special Status Native Plant Populations and 
Natural Communities. California Department of Fish and Game, March 2018 
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Response 1-12 

The comment suggests the PEIR should evaluate potential impacts to other special status species that may be 

impacted by the RTP/SCS. See Response 1-4. The PEIR provides and appropriate program level analysis as 

sufficient detail for project specific analysis is not available at this time.  

Response 1-13 

The comment relates to nesting birds. See Response 1-4. The PEIR includes analysis of nesting birds under 

impact BIO-1 (see page 4.4-47 of the PEIR) and finds this impact to be significant and unavoidable. Mitigation 

Measure MM BIO-12 has been revised to include additional information on nesting birds.  

Response 1-14 

The comment relates to the need for certain projects to require a Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement. 

The 2022 RTP/SCS is a program level document and does not contain analysis of any one particular project. 

However, the PEIR recognizes these project-level requirements and in Mitigation Measure MM BIO-6, Kern 

COG, through its Environmental Review/Intergovernmental Review process, will facilitate and encourage 

implementing and local agencies to “[c]onsult with the CDFW pursuant to the provisions of Section 1600 of 

the State Fish and Game Code as they relate to Lakes and Streambeds.”  

Response 1-15 

The commenter recommends consultation with the US Fish and Wildlife Service on potential impacts to 

federally listed species. The 2022 RTP/SCS is a program level document and does not contain analysis of any 

one particular project. However, the PEIR recognizes these project-level requirements and in Mitigation 

Measure MM BIO-1 Kern COG commits to coordination with regulatory agencies to incorporate protection 

of sensitive natural communities and riparian habitats, designated open space or protected wildlife habitat, 

local policies and tree preservation ordinances, applicable HCPs and NCCPs, or other related planning 

documents into Kern COG’s ongoing regional planning efforts, consistent with the approach outlined in the 

California Wildlife Action Plan. Project-specific measures address consultation with USFWS (e.g., MM BIO-

2, MM BIO-4, MM BIO-6, MM BIO-8, MM BIO-9, MM BIO-11, and MM BIO-12). 

Response 1-16 

The comment relates to the CNDDB database. Kern COG does not have any information to report to the 

CNDDB at this time and will share CDFW’s request with its member jurisdictions.  

Response 1-17 

The comment relates to filing fees. Kern COG is aware of CDFW’s filing fee assessment. The remainder of the 

comment is closing information and does not require a response.  
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Letter 2  San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
Central Region 
Brian Clements, Program Manager 
1990 E. Gettysburg Avenue 
Fresno, CA 93726 

Response 2-1 

The comment provides introductory information regarding the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control 

District (District) and its programs, specifically its community Emission Reduction Program under Assembly 

Bill 617. The comments do not relate to CEQA, and no response is necessary.  

Response 2-2 

The comment suggests the use of California Air Resources Board’s (CARB’s) Air Quality and Land Use Handbook 

when siting projects. Kern COG provides broad land use goals and policies related to transportation and 

growth in the region. Kern COG does not specifically site projects but does encourage jurisdictions to consider 

factors such as air quality when planning for future growth and transportation. Chapter 4 of the RTP/SCS, the 

Sustainable Communities Strategy indicates that the 2022 RTP/SCS “seeks to guide the Kern region toward a 

stronger economy, healthier environment and improved quality of life for everyone, while ensuring each 

community’s independence to determine the best path to that future.” The SCS goes on to state that one of the 

goals of the SCS is to improve air quality (see page 4-3) and that one of the key components of the SCS is a 

sustainable regional forecasted development pattern that when integrated with the transportation network 

enables the region to accommodate future growth in a manner that reduces passenger vehicle emissions, 

enhances economic vitality, promotes housing affordability, and encourages resource land conservation while 

preserving private property rights and local land use decision making authority (see page 4-7). Kern COG 

encourages a land use pattern that reduces the potential for impacts on sensitive receptors; however, 

ultimately, local jurisdictions determine the location of housing, not Kern COG.  

The PEIR analyzes the potential for the Plan to place more housing within 500 feet of roadways and finds this 

impact would be significant and unavoidable and includes Mitigation Measure AIR-3 (provided below) to 

reduce potential impacts.  

MM AIR-3: Kern COG shall pursue the following activities in reducing the impact associated with health 

risk within 500 feet of freeways and high-traffic volume roadways:  

Participate in on-going statewide deliberations on health risks near freeways and high-traffic 

volume roadways. This involvement includes inputting to the statewide process by 

providing available data and information such as the current and projected locations of 

sensitive receptors relative to transportation infrastructure;  

--
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Work with air agencies including CARB and the air districts in the Kern COG region to 

support their work in monitoring the progress on reducing exposure to emissions of 

PM10 and PM2.5 for sensitive receptors, including schools and residents within 500 feet 

of high-traffic volume roadways; 

Encourage project sponsors to incorporate recommendations included in CARB’s Air Quality 

and Land Use Handbook as appropriate.  

Work with stakeholders to identify planning and development practices that are effective in 

reducing health impacts to sensitive receptors; and 

Share information on all of the above efforts with stakeholders, member cities, counties and 

the public. 

Response 2-3 

The commenter suggests Kern COG stipulate future development undergo project level air quality review. 

Future projects will undergo environmental review, including air quality analysis, as required by either CEQA 

or the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). The PEIR includes several air quality related measures 

(AIR-1 through AIR-7) that will help reduce construction and operational emissions from future projects. 

These measures will assist in implementing cleaner construction equipment on construction sites and 

encouraging fleet turnover to cleaner cars. The SCS also includes strategies that will help reduce VMT overall 

in the region on a per capita level, and meets the targets set by CARB for emissions reductions.  

Response 2-4 

The comment provides additional recommendations for project-level Health Risk Assessments (HRA). As 

described in AIR-4 (page 4.3-55 of the PEIR), any HRA will be conducted using the California Air Resources 

Board and the Office of Environmental Health and Hazard Assessment requirements.  

Response 2-5 

The comment encourages use of California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) 

methodology prior to preparation of an HRA as a screening tool at the project-level. Kern COG recommends 

an HRA be prepared using CARB and Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment [OEHHA] 

requirements and encourages project sponsors to use CAPCOA’s HRA screening tool as appropriate.  

Response 2-6 

The commenter encourages project sponsors to coordinate with the District prior to performing an HRA. Kern 

COG concurs and encourages lead agencies and project sponsors to coordinate with the District to determine 

the appropriate methodology for an HRA. 
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Response 2-7 

The comment provides information regarding the District’s preferred approach to ambient air quality 

analysis. It does not raise an issue with the PEIR.  

Response 2-8 

The comment suggests implementation of a Voluntary Emission Reduction Agreement (VERA) as a 

mitigation measure. The 2022 RTP/SCS is a long-range planning document that does not includes specific 

projects. Kern COG is not the implementing agency for the projects included in the RTP/SCS and therefore is 

not the appropriate agency to enter into a mitigation agreement. Kern COG encourages project sponsors to 

enter into a VERA with the District as appropriate to reduce project emissions.  

Response 2-9 

The comment relates to vegetative barriers. Kern COG concurs that vegetative barriers can provide additional 

air quality reductions. Mitigation Measure MM AIR-6 (page 4.3-55) encourages vegetive barriers: 

MM AIR-6:  Kern COG, through its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process 

will facilitate and encourage implementing and local agencies, as applicable and feasible, to 

plant appropriate vegetation to reduce PM10/PM2.5 when constructing a sensitive receptor 

within 500 feet of freeways and high-traffic volume roadways generating substantial diesel 

particulate emissions. 

Response 2-10 

The comment provides information on the following District programs and rules: District’s bikeway incentive 

program, District Rule 9510- Indirect Source Review, District Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 Prohibitions), 

District Rule 4601 (Architectural Coatings) and Rules 4102 (Nuisance), 4641 (cutback, Slow Cure, and 

Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations). District Regulation VIII (Fugitive PM10 

Prohibitions) is included in the Regulatory Framework in Section 4.2 Air Quality. The additional rules have 

also been added to the PEIR.  

The following text is added to page 4.3-29 of the PEIR: 

District Rule 9510 – Indirect Source Review 

The purpose of District Rule 9510 is to reduce the growth in both NOx and PM emissions associated with 

development and transportation projects from mobile and area sources. The rule requires developers to 

mitigate their NOx and PM emissions by incorporating clean air design elements into their projects. 

Should the clean air design elements be insufficient to meet the required emission reductions, developers 

must pay a fee that ultimate funds incentive projects to achieve off site emissions reductions.  
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District Rule 4601 (Architectural Coatings) 

Architectural coatings are paints, varnishes, sealers, or stains that are applied to structures, portable 

buildings, pavements or curbs. The purpose of the rule is to limit VOC emissions from architectural 

coatings. In addition, this rule specifies architectural coatings storage, cleanup and labeling requirements.  

Rule 4102 Nuisance 

Rule 4102 prohibits the release of any air contaminants in quantities that may injure or cause nuisance to 

the public.  

Rule 4641 Cutback, Slow Cure, and Emulsified Asphalt, Paving and Maintenance Operations 

The purpose of this rule is to limit VOC emissions by restricting the application and manufacturing of 

certain types of asphalt for paving and maintenance operations. The rule applies to the manufacture and 

use of cutback asphalt, slow cure asphalt and emulsified asphalt for paving and maintenance operations. 

As Kern COG is an MPO and not an implementing agency, it should be noted that these rules do not directly 

apply to Kern COG but will apply to individual project sponsors. With respect to Rule 9510 Indirect Source 

Review, Kern COG is not required to submit an Air Impact Assessment (AIA) application for the 2022 

RTP/SCS.  

Response 2-11 

The comment provides guidance to future projects regarding their submittals to the District. The comment 

does not relate to the PEIR. No response is required.  
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Draft RTP Response to Comments 

(Please Note the Page Numbers Referenced in  
this Document are From the Draft 2022 RTP) 

 
2022 Regional Transportation Plan 

Summary of Comments and Responses 
 

 
As part of development of the RTP, stakeholders, technical staff, and the public, were given 
opportunity to comment.  The public review period was held April 22, 2022 to June 16, 2022. 
 
California Air Resources Board (ARB) Letter Dated 6/16/22 
 
Observed data and modeling results to substantiate the achievement of the 2020 GHG emission 
reduction target. 
 
1. Provide further documentation on Table 4-7: Results of Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Vehicle 
Trip Reductions on how these numbers were derived. 
Response: Kern COG will provide this additional documentation as part of the submittal of the 
Final RTP/SCS and the accompanying technical data submittal to ARB, consistent with the ARB 
SCS Evaluation Guidelines. 
 
Additional information about SCS implementation and monitoring of strategy implementation 
 
2. Provide further documentation on Table 4-8: Quantified SCS Strategy Types and Categories on 
how these numbers were derived to answer the following questions: 

a. Are there actions Kern COG is taking to support local jurisdictions in implementing the 
growth pattern identified in the plan? 

b. How have recent annexations in the region been accounted for in the Draft 2022 RTP/SCS, 
and what actions/commitments are in place to prevent development in these areas from 
increasing VMT? 

c. Are there other local development regulations and practices in place to help align with the 
Draft 2022 RTP/SCS’s sustainable development vision? 

d. How is implementation of this strategy to promote a sustainable development pattern 
going, and how will Kern COG monitor strategy implementation over time? 

Response: Kern COG will provide this additional documentation as part of the submittal of the 
Final RTP/SCS and the accompanying technical data submittal to ARB, consistent with the ARB 
SCS Evaluation Guidelines. 
 
Quantification of benefits from the parking management program 
 
3. Provide further clarification on Bakersfield’s parking management program 
Response: Kern COG will provide this additional documentation as part of the submittal of the 
Final RTP/SCS and the accompanying technical data submittal to ARB, consistent with the ARB 
SCS Evaluation Guidelines. 
 
Information on RTP/SCS project funding 
 
4. Provide additional project listings for 2018 and 2022 RTP by project type, cost, funding sources, 
project period and location. 
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Response: Kern COG will provide this additional documentation as part of the submittal of the 
Final RTP/SCS and the accompanying technical data submittal to ARB, consistent with the ARB 
SCS Evaluation Guidelines. 
 
 
Inclusion of incremental progress results 
  
5. Provide additional modeling to re-run the effects of exogenous variables on the incremental 
progress analysis. 
Response: Kern COG will provide this additional documentation as part of the submittal of the 
Final RTP/SCS and the accompanying technical data submittal to ARB, consistent with the ARB 
SCS Evaluation Guidelines. 
 
Further clarifications about induced travel 
 
6. Provide the following additional information on the induced travel demand analysis: projects 
included in the analysis, HOV vs. general purpose lanes, accessibility index application method,  
information, and land use model calibration. 
Response: Kern COG will provide this additional documentation as part of the submittal of the 
Final RTP/SCS and the accompanying technical data submittal to ARB, consistent with the ARB 
SCS Evaluation Guidelines. 
 
 
California Department of Transportation Letter dated 6/16/22 
 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING-DISTRICT 6 BICYCLE AND COMPLETE STREETS 
 
1. Existing Systems Under the Strategic Investments - page 5-68: Add Class IV separated bikeways. 
Response: The RTP reflects the recommendations of 5 publicly workshopped bicycle plans in the 
past 5 years on the Kern region.  With the next update to the Kern Active Transportation Plan this 
type of bikeway will be considered. 
 
2. Strategic Investments - page 5-70: Include the “Towards an Active California State Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Plan. 
Response: The RTP reflects the recommendations of 5 publicly workshopped bicycle plans in the 
past 5 years on the Kern region.  With the next update to the Kern Active Transportation Plan these 
plans will be considered. 

 
3. Add Caltrans Complete Streets Deputy Policy 37 to provide opportunities for complete streets in 
all project phases. 
Response: With the next update to the Kern Active Transportation Plan these plans will be 
considered. 

 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING-DISTRICT 6 CLIMATE CHANGE 
 
4. Chapter 1- page 1:  Smart mobility and climate change issues thoroughly covered. 
Response: Thank you for your comment.   
 
5. Chapter 2 - page 3-28:  Supports active transportation. 
Response: Thank you for your comment.   
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OFFICE OF TRAFFIC OPERATIONS-DISTRICT 6 
 
6. Chapter 3 – Discuss post-pandemic planning assumptions. 
Response: Long-term effect of the pandemic is discussed on pages 3-2 and 3-3. 
 
 
SYSTEM PLANNING-DISTRICT 6 
 
7. 5 projects on the constrained project list are not on Caltrans D6 project lists. 
Response:  One of the projects is in D9, some of the projects are funded by local impact fee and 
lump summed.  Two of the projects are partially funded by HSR.  Caltrans needs to add these 
projects to the lists. 
 
8. 11 Caltrans SHOPP projects are not in the RTP project list.   
Response:  These projects are included as a lump sum as part of Table 6-1. 

 
9. Clean California and Broadband projects are not in the RtP project list.   
Response: The RTP focuses on listing capacity increasing projects. 
 
10. Chapter 5, Freight Movement Action Element - page 5-40 Include solar powered electric truck 
stop. 
Response: Electric trucks are discussed on page 5-47. 

 
11. Chapter 5, Freight Movement Action Element – Include SR 99 CMCP and Business Plan which 
include managed lanes. 
Response: Thank you for your comment.   

 
TECHNICAL PLANNING – DISTRICT 6 
 
12. Chapter 1-Introduction: Page 1-3, FEDERAL SURFACE TRANSPORTATION SPENDING 
REAUTHORIZATIONS 
Response: Thank you for your comment.   

 
13. Chapter 2- Transportation Planning Policies: Comment on adding goal references to some o the 
actions in table 2. 
Response: Thank you for your comment.   

 
14. Chapter 5 Strategic Investments: Page 5-3 & Page 5-36, Constrained widening projects need to 
meet SB 743 compliance. 
Response: SB 743 is administered through the CEQA process.   

 
15. Chapter 5 Strategic Investments: Page 5-36, It is recommended SR 46 BNSF grade separation 
in Wasco be moved to constrained project list. 
Response: SR 46 BNSF grade separation project will be process with an amendment. 

 
16. Chapter 5 Page 5-52, Perhaps SR 58 improvements could be phased. 
Response: Thank you for your comment.  

 
17. Chapter 5 Page 5-67, Explore potential for VMT mitigation to help pay for commuter rail between 
Delano and Bakersfield. 
Response: Thank you for your comment.   
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18. Appendix F – Valley-wide Overview: Caltrans recommends adding discussion of SR 
Comprehensive Multimodal Corridor Plan (CMCP) to section 4 Planning Efforts. 
Response: Thank you for your comment.   
 

 
OFFICE OF REGIONAL PLANNING HEADQUARTERS: Appendix A, KCOG RTP Checklist: 
 
General Comments: 
 
19. 4. (d)-Page 4-43 identify transportation network. 
Response:  Revised reference to page 4-25. 
 
20. 4. (f)-Discussion of state housing goals.   
Response: Revised reference to page 4-30. 

 
Consultation/Cooperation: 
 
21. 1.(j)-Document the effectiveness of procedures and strategies were reviewed for the 
participation plan. 
Response: The effectiveness is measures with performance measures discussed in the July 21st, 
2022 RTP adoption staff report to the Kern COG TPPC located on-line at 
https://www.kerncog.org/cog-tppc-meetings/ .  
 
22. 6. – Mention California State Wildlife Action Plan.  
Response: Thank you for your comment.  The Plan is covered in the RTP PEIR document on pages 
2.0-18 and 4.4-48  https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/2022_RTP-
SCS_PEIR.pdf  

 
23. 11.- Mention Public Transit-Human Services Transportation Plan.  
Response:  Revised reference to page 5-57. 

 
Modal Discussion: 
 
24. 2. – Include a discussion of VMT in the highways section. 
Response: Thank you for your comment.  This section on highways in one of the last sections in 
the action element based on importance to the plan.  VMT and GHG reduction are the primary focus 
of the SCS in chapter 4 and provide important context to all the sections of the action element. 
 
25. 3. – Change referenced pages to where a more robust discussion on mass transit is present. 
Response: Revised reference to pages 5-53 to 5-67. 
 
Financial: 
 
27. 2. - Please change the page referenced to 6-7. 
Response: Revised reference to page 6-7. 
 
28. 4. - It is not clear which projects are or aren’t regionally significant.  Please delineate which 
projects are regionally significant. 
Response: The regionally significant projects are the “Major Highway Improvements” projects 
found on pages 5-30 to 5-31.  Revised reference to pages to 5-30 to 5-31. 

 

https://www.kerncog.org/cog-tppc-meetings/
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/2022_RTP-SCS_PEIR.pdf
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/05/2022_RTP-SCS_PEIR.pdf
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29. 7. and 8. - There is no consistency statement in the pages referenced. 
Response: Kern COG added the required consistency statements for the RTIP and ITIP as a note 
on page 5-38. Revised reference to page 5-38. 

 
Environmental: 
 
30. 1. and 5. – What does *SD stand for as referenced? 
Response: Still to be Determined.  For item 1. revised reference to PEIR page 1.0-6, for item 5. 
Revised reference to PEIR page 1.0-13 to -16. 
 
31.  4. – Where does the RTP specify mitigation activities?  
Response: Revised reference to pages 5-31, -47, -52, -73, -82, -83, -90, -91, -125, -140. 

 
 
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION 
 
32. Page 5-4, Table 5.1 – Verify new busses are expansion busses. 
 Response: Yes. 
 
33. Please indicate, which sections of the RTP address Public Transportation Performance Targets 
Response: Appendix D p. D-29, -30. 
 
34. Consider listing FTA Section 5339 Bus and Bus Facilities Formula funds as a revenue source 
for public transportation capital projects in Chapter 6. 
Response: Thank you for your comment. 

 
 
Caltrans District 9 E-mail dated 5/10/22 
 
1. Add two projects to the unconstrained list in Table 5-2. 
Response: Kern COG added the two projects:  New interchange at SR 14 & Purdy Rd, and 3 new 
railroad grade separations East of SR 14 at Silver Queen Rd., Backus Rd., and Dawn Rd.. 
 
 
Tejon Ranch Letter dated 6/16/22 
 
1. Verify that their developments are included in the assumptions for the plan.  
Response: Staff is reviewing modeling assumptions and it appears the developments are included.  
A minor technical refinement may be implemented as appropriate but would not be substantial and 
would not affect the conclusions contained in the PEIR. The Kern COG models are used to provide 
gross estimates of regional environmental parameters (Vehicle Miles Traveled [VMT], criteria 
pollutant emissions and GHG emissions). However, the inputs to these models are subject to 
variability (location and density of land uses, travel patterns, fuel make up, pricing assumptions and 
many more). Because of this, minor changes to assumptions result in minor changes to modeling 
results that are not statistically significant. As noted above, Kern COG may make technical 
refinements to the growth forecast at the sub-jurisdictional (i.e., TAZ) level to reflect the Tejon 
projects. These technical refinements would not result in substantial changes to the information 
presented in the Draft PEIR, including modeling results. While adjustments could be made at the 
sub jurisdictional level, at the regional level, impacts would remain as presented in the Draft PEIR. 
The technical refinements would not result in any new significant impacts at the regional level 
because the changes are minor and occur at the sub jurisdictional level. 
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Draft FTIP Response to Comments  
(Please Note the Page Numbers Referenced in this Document are From the Draft 2022 RTP) 

2023 Federal Transportation Improvement Program 
Summary of Comments and Responses 

As part of the development of the TIP, stakeholders, technical staff, and the public were given the 
opportunity to comment. The public review period was held April 22, 2022 to June 16, 2022. 

State Department of Transportation (Caltrans) 

Caltrans Division of Financial Programming - email dated 6/14/22 

General Comments 

1. Kern COG is commended for providing a detailed description of how the FTIP was designed to achieve 
the federal performance targets 
Response: Thank you for the comment. 

2. Please verify the various SHOPP program totals and make any updates as necessary. 
Response: The SHOPP programming has been revised consistent with the 5124122 SHOPP listing 
provided by Ca/trans District 6. The revisions have been incorporated into the project listings. 

Project Specific Comments 

1. CTIPS ID# 10400000338- The MPO comments field in CTIPS indicates where this project can be found 
in the 2018 RTP Please verify the reference to the 2022 RTP. 
Response: The RTP Reference revision to "2022 RTP p.5-95" has been incorporated into the project 
listing. 

2. CTIPS 10# 20400000947 - If possible, please provide more detail regarding location in the "Location & 
Description" field in CTIPS. Currently the description only states "In Bakersfield." 
Response: The address "19208 Golden State Avenue" has been incorporated into the project listing. 

3. CTIPS ID# 20400000961 - Within the CTIPS "Location & Description" field, please specify which 
components of reconstruction are included in this project. 
Response: The City of Shafter proposes to reconstruct existing asphalt pavement in the westbound #2 
lane. The revision has been incorporated into the project listing. 

4. CTIPS 10# 20400000391 - CTIPS "Comments" field currently references location in the 2018 RTP. 
Please update to include reference to 2022 RTP. 
Response: The RTP Reference revision to "2022 RTP p.5-95" has been incorporated into the project 
listing. 

5. CTIPS ID# 20400000959 - Within the CTIPS "Location & Description" field, please specify which 
components of reconstruction are included in this project. 
Response: Kern County proposes to reconstruct the one mile section of Buena Vista Rd by recompacting 
the subgrade and installing new road base. The revision has been incorporated into the project listing. 

6. CTIPS ID# 20400000915 - Within the CTIPS "Location & Description" field, please specify which 
components of reconstruction are included in thi s project. 
Response: This project is listed in prior year and the City of Shafter has received the E-76 for this project. 
The City of Shafter proposed to reconstruct existing road pavement and structural section with new 
Asphalt/Base structural section. No revision needed to the 2023 FTIP 
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7a. CTIPS ID# 20400000191 - Please include the EA or PPNO number within CTIPS. 
Response: The EA 48450 and PPNO 3525 have been incorporated into the project listing 

7b. CTIPS ID# 20400000191 - Please review the information for this project in the STIP module and update 
the information in the FTIP for consistency as appropriate, such as the project description. 
Response: The word "extend" has been incorporated into the project description. 

8. CTIPS ID# 20400000649 - The MPO comments field in CTIPS indicates where this project can be found 
in the 2018 RTP Please verify the reference to the 2022 RTP. 
Response: The RTP Reference revision to "2022 RTP p.5-95" has been incorporated into the project 
listing. 

9a. CTIPS ID# 20400000889 - The MPO comments field in CTIPS indicates where this project can be 
found in the 2018 RTP. Please verify the reference to the 2022 RTP. 
Response: The RTP Reference has been revised to "2022 R TP p. 6-6". The revision has been incorporated 
into the project listing. 

9b. CTIPS ID# 20400000889 - Please include the EA or PPNO number within CTIPS. 
Response: The EA 48460 and PPNO 3705B have been incorporated into the project listing. 

10. CTIPS ID# 20400000958 - Please provide more detail about the program in the "Location & 
Description" field in CTIPS. 
Response: The Regional Traffic Count Program is a non-infrastructure project that consists of motorized 
and non-motorized traffic counts taken throughout Kern County. The revision has been incorporated into 
the project listing. 
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Draft Conformity Response to Comments  
(Please Note the Page Numbers Referenced in  

this Document are From the Draft 2018 RTP Conformity) 
 

 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) - Email dated 6/9/22 
Comment: There have been some changes in the EPA timeline regarding finalizing approval of a 
few of the air quality plans included in the conformity analysis.  I’ve tried to go through the 
conformity analysis and identify where the updates are needed.    My comments are listed below.   
 

1. Page 5 – This page contains several references to “the approved PM2.5 and NOx trading 
mechanism for transportation conformity purposes from the 2018 plan for the 1997, 2006 and 2012 
PM2.5 standards (2018 PM2.5 Plan” Note that the trading mechanism has currently only been 
approved for use for the 2006 standard and the 1997 24-hour standards for all budgets.  We do not 
anticipate that the trading mechanism will be available for use for the 1997 annual standard before 
you adopt the conformity analysis.   We have approved the trading mechanism for the moderate 
post-attainment year budget for the 2012 standard, but trading for budgets for years beyond the 
2022 year for the 2012 standard have not yet been approved. 
Response:  Revised language has added on pages 1, 6 and 22 to address this comment. 
 

2. Pages 6, 22, 23, and 55 – The document indicates that the emission budgets in the Indian Wells 
second 10-year maintenance plan are approved.  There have been data issues that are delaying 
our final action on the Indian Wells second 10-year maintenance plan.   Please revised to reflect 
that the only budgets are from the first 10-year maintenance plan.  
Response: Revised language has added on pages 7, 24, 25. 26 to address this comment. 
 

3. Pages 12, 16, 36 and page 47 – The document indicates that final action on the 2012 annual 
PM2.5 standard is expected by April 2022 and that it is expected that EPA will act on the remaining 
SIP elements related to the annual 1997 PM2.5 nonattainment by Spring 2022.   EPA has not yet 
completed action on the portions of the 2018 PM2.5 plan related to the serious area components of 
the 2012 or 1997 annual standard at this time.   We do not anticipate finalizing action on either plan 
before the conformity determination is adopted.  
Response: Revised language has been incorporated into pages 12, 13, 17, 18, 19-23, and 39 to 
address this comment.  
 

4. Page 19 and Table 6-1 – The 2025 budgets listed in Table 1-5 are not yet adequate or approved 
for use in conformity. 
Response: Language changes have been made on pages 17-21. Staff has included a new Table 
1-4 on page 19 that accounts for the inclusion of a new “upcoming budget test”. Subsequent 
changes to Table 6-1 reflect similar additions.  
 

5. Page 23 – The East Kern ozone precursor emission budgets for 2020 were approved in a Federal 
Register notice published on June 25, 2021, therefore are no longer an Upcoming Budget Test.  
Response: Revised language has been incorporated into pages 24 to address this comment.  
 

6. Page 23 & 24 – The 2020 and 2025 budgets listed in Table 1-8 for Indian Wells Valley are not 
approved.  Please replace them with the previously approved initial maintenance plan budgets for 
2013.  There is no Indian Wells budget for 2020. (Table 1-9). 
Response:  Revised language has been incorporated into pages 25-27 to address this comment.  
 

7. Page 41 – The document references use of the trading mechanism for the serious 2012 PM2.5 
and annual 1997 PM2.5 standards.  These trading mechanisms have not been approved for all 
years. 
Response: Revised language has been incorporated into pages 44 to address this comment.  
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BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 22-XX 

 
In the Matter of:                   
 
Resolution Adopting the 2023 Federal Transportation Improvement Program, 2022 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, and Corresponding Conformity Analysis 
       
 
 WHEREAS, the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) is a Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency and a Metropolitan Planning Organization, pursuant to State and Federal 
designation; and 
 
 WHEREAS, federal planning regulations require Metropolitan Planning Organizations to 
prepare and adopt a long range Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) for their region; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Senate Bill (SB) 375 (Steinberg, 2008) requires that Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations prepare a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) as part of the 2022 RTP that 
demonstrates how the region will reduce the greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) from automobiles 
and light trucks to achieve, if there is a feasible way to do so, the applicable greenhouse gas 
emission reduction targets approved by the California Air Resources Board (ARB); and  
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to SB 375, the applicable ARB per capita GHG emission reduction 
targets for the Kern Council of Governments are 9% below 2005 per capita emissions levels by 2020 
and 15% below 2005 per capita emissions levels by 2035; and 
 
 WHEREAS, pursuant to SB 375, the SCS must: (1) identify the general location of uses, 
residential densities, and building intensities within the region; (2) identify areas within the region 
sufficient to house all the population of the region, including all economic segments of the population, 
over the course of the planning period of the regional transportation plan taking into account net 
migration into the region, population growth, household formation and employment growth; (3) identify 
areas within the region sufficient to house an eight-year projection of the regional housing need for the 
region pursuant to Government Code Section 65584; (4) identify a transportation network to service 
the transportation needs of the region; (5) gather and consider the best practically available scientific 
information regarding resource areas and farmland in the region as defined in subdivisions (1) and (b) 
of the Government Code Sections 65080 and 65581; and (6) consider the statutory housing goals 
specified in Sections 65580 and 65581, (7) set forth a forecasted development pattern for the region 
which when integrated with the transportation network, and other transportation measures and 
policies, will reduce the GHG emissions from automobiles and light trucks to achieve the GHG 
reduction targets, and (8) allow the RTP to comply with air quality conformity requirements under the 
federal Clean Air Act; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2022 RTP/SCS has been prepared in accordance with state guidelines 
adopted by the California Transportation Commission; and 
 
 WHEREAS, a 2022 RTP/SCS has been prepared in full compliance with federal guidance; 
and 
 
  

D R A F T 
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2023 FTIP/2022 RTP/SCS/Conformity Analysis 
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 WHEREAS, the 2022 RTP/SCS includes the Congestion Management Program which is 
consistent with the final rules for the Federal Management and Monitoring System effective 
Congestion Management Process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2022 RTP/SCS reconfirms the use of the socio-economic assumptions and 
data forecasted adopted by the Kern COG Board in March 2020 and was developed consistent with 
the adopted Kern COG oversight procedure; and 
 
 WHEREAS, federal planning regulations require that Metropolitan Planning Organizations 
prepare and adopt a short range Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) for their region; 
and 
  
 WHEREAS, projects submitted in the 2022 RTP/SCS and 2023 FTIP must be financially 
constrained and the financial plan affirms that funding is available; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2023 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (2023 FTIP) has been 
prepared to comply with Federal and State requirements for local projects and through a cooperative 
process between the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA), the State Department of Transportation (Caltrans), principal elected officials of general purpose 
local governments and their staffs, and public owner operators of mass transportation services acting 
through Kern COG forum and general public involvement; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2023 FTIP program listing is consistent with: 1) the 2022 RTP/SCS; 2) the 
2022 State Transportation Improvement Program; and 3) the corresponding Conformity Analysis; and   
 
 WHEREAS, the 2023 FTIP contains the MPO’s certification of the transportation planning 
process assuring that all federal requirements have been fulfilled; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the 2023 FTIP meets all applicable transportation planning requirements per 23 
CFR Part 450; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Kern COG has established performance targets that address the performance 
standards per 23 CFR Part 490, 49 United States Code (U.S.C.) 5326(c), and 49 U.S.C. 5329(d) to 
use in tracking progress toward attainment of critical outcomes for the region of the MPO; and 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG has integrated into its metropolitan transportation planning process, 
directly or by reference, the goals, objectives, performance measures, and targets described in 
other State transportation plans and transportation processes, as well as any plans developed 
under 49 U.S.C. Chapter 53 by providers of public transportation, required as part of a 
performance-based program; and  
   
 WHEREAS, the MPO must demonstrate conformity per 40 CFR Part 93 for the 2022 RTP/SCS 
and 2023 FTIP; and 
 

WHEREAS, the 2022 RTP/SCS and 2023 FTIP includes a new Conformity Analysis; and 
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WHEREAS, the 2022 RTP/SCS and 2023 FTIP conform to the applicable SIPs; and 
 
WHEREAS, the 2022 RTP/SCS and 2023 FTIP do not interfere with the timely implementation 

of the Transportation Control Measures; and 
 

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

WHEREAS, a public hearings was conducted on May 17 and May 19, 2022 to hear and 
consider comments on the 2023 FTIP, 2022 RTP/SCS, and corresponding Conformity Analysis; 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that Kern COG adopts the 2022 RTP/SCS, 2023 
FTIP, and corresponding Conformity Analysis. 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Kern COG finds that the 2022 RTP/SCS and 2023 FTIP 
are in conformity with the requirements of the Federal Clean Air Act Amendments and applicable 
State Implementation Plans for air quality. 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that Kern COG also finds that the 2022 RTP/SCS meets the 
SB 375 GHG reduction targets of 9% below 2005 per capita emissions levels by 2020 and 15% 
below 2005 per capita emissions levels by 2035. 

 
 AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 21ST DAY OF JULY 2022. 
 
AYES: 
 
 
NOES: 
 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
                 ________________________________ 
                 Bob Smith, Chairman 
                 Kern Council of Governments 
ATTEST: 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments 
duly adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the 21st day of July 2022. 
 
 
_____________________________________                 _________________________________   

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director            Date    
Kern Council of Governments  
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BEFORE THE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS  
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 22-XX 
 
In the Matter of: 
 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE 2018 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
PLAN: (1) CERTIFICATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT; (2) ADOPTION OF 
THE CEQA FINDINGS OF FACT; (3) ADOPTION OF STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING 
CONSIDERATIONS; AND (4) ADOPTION OF MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM. 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Cal. Pub. Res. 
Code § 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (Cal. Code Regs., Tit 14, § 15000 et seq.), 
Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) is the Lead Agency responsible for preparing the Final 
Program Environmental Impact Report for the 2018 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS); 
 

WHEREAS, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is a public document used by 
governmental agencies to analyze the significant environmental impacts of a project. CEQA 
Guidelines §15168 specifies that a Program ElR can be prepared on a series of actions that can 
be characterized as one large project related either geographically, as logical parts in the chain of 
contemplated actions, in connection with issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general 
criteria to govern the conduct of a continuing program, or as individual activities carried out under 
the same authorizing statutory regulatory authority and having generally similar environmental 
effects which can be mitigated in similar ways; 
 

WHEREAS, the Program EIR for the 2022 RTP/SCS (PEIR) is a programmatic document 
that provides a region-wide assessment of the potential significant environmental effects of 
implementing the projects, programs and policies included in the 2022 RTP/SCS (including the 
new SCS portion of the Plan); 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG has determined that the PEIR is appropriate to assess the 
environmental impacts of the 2018 RTP/SCS; 
 

WHEREAS, the PEIR undertakes quantitative modeling of projects in the 2022 RTP 
financially constrained plan, and does not model strategic plan projects because funding for these 
projects is speculative and implementation of these projects is not yet reasonably foreseeable; 
 

WHEREAS, the PEIR identifies feasible mitigation measures necessary to avoid  or  
substantially lessen significant impacts of the 2022 RTP and a reasonable range of alternatives 
capable of eliminating or reducing these effects in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Sections 
15126.4 and 15126.6; 
 

WHEREAS, the PEIR is a program level document which analyzes environmental impacts 
of the 2022 RTP constrained plan on a regional/programmatic level, and does not analyze project-
specific impacts. These impacts should be analyzed in detail by project proponents at the local 
jurisdiction level; 
 
  

D R A F T 
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WHEREAS, Kern COG issued a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Draft PEIR on May 2, 
2021, and circulated the NOP for a period of 30 days pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §§15082(a), 
15103 and 15375; 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15082 and Government Code Section 
65080(b) et seq., on May 18, 2021, Kern COG publicly noticed and held one scoping meeting for 
the purpose of inviting comments from responsible and trustee agencies, regulatory agencies, 
interested persons, and others on the scope and content of the environmental information to be 
addressed in the PEIR; 
 

WHEREAS, once the Draft PEIR was completed on April 29, 2022, Kern COG filed a Notice 
of Completion with the State Office of Planning and Research (OPR) in the manner prescribed by 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15085; 
 

WHEREAS, on April 22, 2022, Kern COG initiated the 55-day public review and comment 
period on the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, and on May 
2, 2022 initiated the 45-day public review and comment period on the Program Environmental 
Impact Report; and Public Hearing Notices and Display Ads were published in newspapers of 
general circulation.  In addition, Kern COG placed paper copies of the Draft PEIR in its offices and 
at the main public library in Kern County, and posted an electronic copy of the Draft PEIR on the 
Kern COG website; 
 

WHEREAS, during the public review period for the Draft PEIR, Kern COG requested 
comments from and consulted with responsible and trustee agencies, regulatory agencies, and 
others, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15086; 
 

WHEREAS, the 55-day and 45-day public review and comment period ended on June 16, 
2022, in compliance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15105; 
 

WHEREAS, Two written comments on the Draft PEIR were received by Kern COG during 
the comment period; 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15088(a), Kern COG evaluated comments on 
environmental issues received from persons who reviewed the Draft PEIR and provided a written 
response to each comment, which are included in the Final PEIR, Chapter 3.0; 
 

WHEREAS, the "Final PEIR" consists of: (1) the Draft PEIR; (2) all appendices to the Draft 
PEIR (Appendices 1.0 and 4. 7); (3) Chapter 1, "Introduction"; (4) Chapter 2, "Corrections and 
Additions"; (5) Chapter 3, "Response to Comments"; (6) Chapter 4, "Mitigation Monitoring and 
Reporting Program"; 
 

WHEREAS, Chapters 2 and 3 of the Final PEIR specifically include Kern COG's written, 
master responses to comments; a list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting 
on the Draft PEIR; Kern COG's written responses to specific comments on significant 
environmental points raised in the review and consultation process; and copies of comments, as 
required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15132;  
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WHEREAS, the changes to the Draft PEIR in response to comments received and the 
corrections and additions included in the Final 2018 RTP and Final PEIR, have not produced 
significant new information requiring recirculation or additional environmental review under CEOA 
Guidelines Section 
15088.5; 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG has no authority to impose mitigation measures on individual 
projects for which it is not the lead agency. As such, all project-level mitigation measures in the 
Final PEIR are subject to a city or county's independent discretion as to whether measures are 
applicable to projects in their respective jurisdictions. Lead agencies may use, amend, or not use 
measures identified in the Final PEIR as appropriate to address project-specific conditions. The 
determination of significance and identification of appropriate mitigation is solely the responsibility 
of the lead agency; 
 

WHEREAS, mitigation measures in the PEIR that include the language, "Kern COG through 
its Environmental Review Program/Intergovernmental Review process will facilitate and encourage 
implementing and local agencies to ... " are intended to be used by projects seeking to use this 
Program EIR for CEQA streamlining (under SB 375 and SB 226 - CEQA Streamlining for Infill 
Projects) and tiering pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15152; 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG has prepared CEQA Findings of Fact (Findings), attached hereto 
and incorporated herein as "Attachment 1," for every significant environmental impact of the 2022 
RTP identified in the PEIR and for each alternative evaluated in the PEIR, including an explanation 
of the rationale for each finding, in compliance with Public Resources Code §§21081 and 21081.5 
and CEQA Guidelines § 15091; and 

 
WHEREAS, implementation of the 2022 RTP will result in significant environmental impacts 

that cannot be fully mitigated to less than significant, and Kern COG has issued a Statement of 
Overriding Considerations, attached hereto and incorporated herein as "Attachment 2," setting 
forth specific economic, legal, social, technological, and other benefits of the 2022 RTP that 
outweigh the significant and unavoidable environmental impacts identified in the PEIR, pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15093(b); and 
 

WHEREAS, when making the Findings, the agency must also adopt a mitigation monitoring 
program to ensure compliance with the mitigation measures identified in the PEIR which avoid or 
substantially lessen significant effects, and which are fully enforceable through permit conditions, 
agreements, or other measures, as required by CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 (d); 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG has adopted a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program in 
compliance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15091(d), which is incorporated into the Final EIR as 
Chapter 4; 
 

WHEREAS, Kern COG made the proposed Final PEIR, publicly available on its website on 
July 1, 2022; 
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WHEREAS, pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21092.5 and CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15088, Kern COG provided proposed written responses to all agencies who submitted 
comments on the Draft PEIR at least 10 days prior to certification of the PEIR; 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15089(a), Kern COG, as the Lead Agency, must 
prepare and certify a Final PEIR before approving the Final 2022 RTP/SCS; and 
 
WHEREAS, all legal prerequisites to the adoption of this Resolution have occurred; 
 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED the Final PEIR prepared for the 2018 RTP/SCS 
was completed in compliance with CEQA; and 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the PEIR for the 2018 Regional Transportation Plan has 
been presented to the Kern COG Policy Board as the decision-making body of the Lead Agency 
prior to approving the 2022 RTP/SCS, and that Kern COG has independently reviewed and 
evaluated the information contained in both the Draft and Final EIR and written and oral testimony; 
and 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG, as the decision-making body for the Lead 
Agency, hereby certifies that the EIR for the 2022 RTP/SCS has been completed in compliance 
with CEQA and CEQA Guidelines; and 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG finds that certain changes or mitigation 
measures will substantially lessen or avoid potentially significant environmental effects identified in 
the Final EIR and will be incorporated into the RTP/SCS as conditions of future entitlements, 
permits, and agreements that are under the authority of Kern COG; and 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG finds that certain changes or mitigation 
measures that will substantially lessen or avoid potentially significant effects of individual projects 
are not under the jurisdiction of Kern COG and that such measures would be imposed as 
appropriate, and at the discretion of, individual  local agencies on projects seeking to tier from the 
PEIR; and 
 

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

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that as required by CEQA, Kern COG has balanced the 
benefits of the Plan against unavoidable significant environmental effects in determining whether to 
approve the Plan, and 
 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG has independently determined that the 
benefits of the Plan outweigh the unavoidable significant environmental effects for the reasons 
stated in the Statement of Overriding Considerations; and 
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Kern COG adopts the CEQA Findings of Fact (Attachment 1); 
Statement of Overriding Considerations (Attachment 2); and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program (Chapter 4 of the Final PEIR)  
 
AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 21st DAY OF JULY, 2022. 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
    

   Bob Smith, Chairman 
   Kern Council of Governments 

 
ATTEST: 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of the Kern Council of Governments 
duly adopted at a regular meeting thereof held on the 21st day of July, 2022. 
 
 
 
 

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director             Date  
Kern Council of Governments 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

INTRODUCTION 

The 2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is 
a 24-year blueprint that establishes a set of 
regional transportation goals, policies, and 

2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTA T/ON PLAN 

COG's primary statutory responsibilities under 
federal and state law. 

Kern COG prepared a Program Environmental 
Impact Report (Program EIR), pursuant to the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), for 
the RTP. Individual transportation projects are 

preliminarily identified in the RTP; 
actions intended to guide 
development of the planned 
multimodal transportation 
systems in Kern County. It has 
been developed through a 
federally required continuing , 
comprehensive, and cooperative 
planning process, and provides 
for effective coordination 
between local, regional , state 

The Kern region has 
outperformed the 2020 
state GHG target and 

this plan shows we are 
on track to achieve the 
2035 target, but it will 

not be easy. 

however, the Program EIR 
analyzes potential environmental 
impacts from a regional 
perspective, providing 
opportunities for streamlining the 
analysis required in project 
specific environmental 
documents. In addition, the 
companion RTP federal 

and federal agencies. Included in the 2022 RTP 
is the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) 
required by California's Sustainable Communities 
and Climate Protection Act, of Senate Bill (SB) 
375. The California Air Resources Board (ARB) 
set targets for Kern's greenhouse gas (G HG) 
emissions reductions from passenger vehicles 
and light-duty trucks at 9 percent per capita by 
2020 and 15 percent per capita by 2035 as 
compared to 2005. The Kern region has 
outperformed the 2020 state GHG target and this 
plan shows we are on track to achieve the 2035 
target, but it will not be easy. The easy reductions 
have been achieved and the region needs to fully 
implement the remaining strategies identified in 
this plan to achieve the target. In addition, SB 
375 provides for closer integration of the 
RTP/SCS with the Regional Housing needs 
Allocation (RHNA) ensuring consistency between 
low-income housing need and transportation 
planning. Kern COG closely coordinated the 
RHNA and RTP/SCS development process using 
the same oversight committee for both. Local 
jurisdictions will use the RHNA to identify 
locations to provide sufficient housing for all 
economic segments of the population and ensure 
that the state's housing goals are met. 

Kern COG is a federally designated Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) and a state 
designated Regional Transportation Planning 
Agency (RTPA). These designations formally 
establish Kern COG's role in transportation 
planning. Preparing an RTP is one of Kern 

ES-1 

conformity document 
demonstrates that the Plan will not delay 
attainment of federal air quality standards in the 
State Implementation Plans for air quality. 

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: Listening to the 
Citizens and Stakeholders 

Public participation is encouraged at every stage 
of the planning process and all meetings are open 
to the public. Community engagement and 
outreach are fundamental to the development of 
this RTP/SCS. By nature, this plan represents 
the region's mutual vision for its future and was 
developed using grassroots, bottom-up 

ES-1 - Spanish Language Neighborhood 
Driveway Outreach in Rural Community of 

Fuller Acres near Lamont, CA 
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approach, garnering input from over 6,900 
residents at over 50 online/phone/text surveys, 
meetings, and events across the region. Kern 
COG's comprehensive community engagement 
process was designed to solicit input from 
stakeholders and community members on 
priorities for the region's long-

2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

regional and local energy independence and 
increase opportunities to help shape our 
community's future. 

Kern County is unlike any other region in 
California. Kern's large size and diverse valley, 

desert and mountain environs 
term future. The outreach 
featured four statically valid 
1,200-person phone/text 
surveys with oversampling in 

... the majority of residents 
want to maintain, fix and 

finish what we have. 

are dominated by agriculture, 
oil production, renewable 
energy, aerospace, military, 
recreation, transportation 

disadvantaged outlying 
communities. The community engagement 
process extended from January 2019 through 
February 2022. The program provided numerous 
opportunities for community members, 
stakeholders, and local agencies and 
jurisdictions to participate, including public 
workshops, community events and interactive 
and educational booths at festivals and fairs, an 
interactive project website, statistically valid 
phone/text surveys and presentations to various 
clubs and community groups. 

What we heard was that a majority of residents 
want to maintain, fix and finish what we have. A 
discussion of Kern COG's extensive public 
participation activities is found in Chapter 4 of the 
RTP, and a Summary of Findings is documented 
in Appendix C of the RTP. 

OUR VISION: Maintain, Fix and Finish 
What We Have 

In response to the extensive grassroots public 
input, the Kern COG RTP process has placed an 
emphasis on sustainability and integrated 
planning. The intent of the SCS is to achieve the 
state's emIssIons reduction targets for 
automobiles and light trucks. The SCS will also 
provide opportunities for a stronger economy, 
healthier environment, and safer quality of life for 
community members in Kern County, and even 
more so for our disadvantaged communities. 

This RTP/SCS seeks to: improve economic 
vitality, improve air quality, improve the health of 
communities, improve transportation and public 
safety, promote the conservation of natural 
resources and undeveloped land, increase 
regional access to community services, increase 

ES-2 

linkages and other activities 
that warrant unique and different approaches to 
address the SCS goals. These economic 
pursuits are the basis for dispersed rural centers 
and strategic locations for developments within 
the county that are unlike other areas of the state. 
Accordingly, unique strategies are needed to 
support Kern's equity, economic, and 
environmental transportation goals. This 
uniqueness is reflected in the General Plans and 
programs of Kern County's local governments 
and RTP/SCS. 

This RTP/SCS supports an improved quality of 
life for our residents by providing more choices for 
where they will live, work, and play, and how they 
will move around. The safe, secure, and efficient 
transportation systems will provide improved 
access to opportunities, such as jobs, education, 
and healthcare. The emphasis on transit and 
active transportation will allow our residents to 
lead a healthier, more active lifestyles. 

Figure ES-2 - Bakersfield SPIN Bike Share 
Program 1st in State to use ATP Funds for 
Discounts to Low-Income/Student Riders 
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CHALLENGES 

Solutions for the Economy and Air Quality 

Kern County continues to suffer from 
unemployment rates that are 50% higher than the 
rest of the State. In 2020, Kern County sank to 
the 2nd worst poverty rate after tiny Del Norte 
County at the NW corner of the 

2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

strategies such as improving transit, bike, wa lk, 
and housing options are included in the SCS in 
Chapter 4. 

Financial Challenges 

Of all the challenges facing us today, there is 
none more critical than funding. With the 
projected growth in population, employment and 

demand for travel, the costs 
state. 1 While the rest of the state 
has been recovering from the 
great recession, state policies to 
combat climate change have 
slowed Kern's recovery. Those 
polices have curtailed 

The plan could ultimately 
add 26,000 permanent jobs 
to the region .. . triggering 

an upward economic spiral 
for future generations. 

of our multi modal 
transportation system 
surpass projected revenues 
available from our historic 
transportation funding source 
- the gas tax. Maintaining the 
local transportation groundwater pumping for 

agriculture, and new investment in oil production, 
two of Kern's primary economic sectors. 

The Federal Highway Administration estimates 
that every $1 billion spent on transportation 
infrastructure creates 10,870 job years of which 
up to 4,000 can persist long after construction, 
generated by increased labor from better mobility 
and more efficient goods movement This 24-
year investment plan is projected to add over 
77,000 job years (3, 200 24-year jobs). The plan 
could ultimately add 26,000 permanent jobs to 
the region increasing Kern's economic base, 
adding capacity to re-invest in an ever more 
efficient/cleaner transportation system, triggering 
an upward economic spiral for future generations 

Since the 1990s, the Kern region has achieved 
consistent improvements in the number of days 
exceeding federal standards for ozone and 
particulate matter, generally defined as "fine 
dust". In 201 2, Kern demonstrated attainment of 
the 1-hour ozone standard and has made 
significant progress on the 8-hour ozone and 
PM2.s standards (Figure ES-3) . However, the 
easy reduction strategies have been 
implemented and extra efforts will be needed to 
achieve and maintain the federal air quality 
standards. Advancing emission reduction 
strategies will also help our reg ion make 
significant progress toward state climate change 
goals. The climate change related reduction 

infrastructure is of critical importance for the 
entire region and was ranked as the highest 
priority based on public outreach. Funding from 
the federal gas tax has traditionally been used to 
support the maintenance of these facilities. Over 

Figure ES-3: 1999-2019 Observed Days 
Exceeding Federal Air Standards in Kern 

(Pre-COVID Travel/commute patterns) 

'" 
~days 

Note: In this graph, lower ozone and PM 2.5 numbers are 

equivalent t o better air quality. No monitoring data 

available f or GHG. Source: CARB iADAM data 2019. 

100 

1 U.S. Ce nsus Bureau, QuickFacts, 2020, https://www.census.gov/guickfacts/fact/dashboard/kerncountycalifornia/ lPE120220 
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time, however, gas tax revenues have failed to 
keep up with inflation. Additionally, the increase 
in the number of electric and hybrid vehicles that 

2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

Appendix D - Integrated Performance Measures 
Analysis, this is the only performance measure 
that wasn't at least partially met, even with the 

temporary increase in state pay significantly less gas tax 
per mile traveled only 
exacerbates the problem. 

Kern is the largest County gasoline tax revenue through 
in the state without a local state proposition 1 B. 

The recent state gas tax 
increase, SB 1, is a temporary 
solution to this problem. When 
adopted in 2017, estimates 
were that by 2030 the tax on 
gasoline will diminish to the 
point that another transportation 
funding source will be needed 
because of the number of 
electric cars on the road. In 

sales tax for Furthermore, with recent 
declines in transit ridership and 
fare revenue due to the 
pandemic, the region's transit 
operators continue to face major 
obstacles to providing frequent 
and convenient transit services. 
New services such as zero 
emIssIon bus rapid transit 
(BRT), combined with Uber/Lyft 

transportation ... visitors to 
our County get a free ride 

on our transportation 
system, but when we make 
purchases while traveling 
in their communities we 

usually pay for their roads. 

addition, the tax increase was estimated to only 
bring in half what was needed to bring our 
roadways up to good condition and being just 
enough to keep the road system from getting any 
worse. Thanks to the gas tax increase and heroic 
efforts of local jurisdictions and Caltrans, Kern 
saw a slight improvement in road condition over 
the past 4-years, however, a long-term solution is 
needed. 

Most regions in the state have taken the 
maintenance and finishing of their transportation 
system into their own hands and have become 
"Self-Help" counties, that have passed a local ½ 
cent retail sales tax measure protected from state 
raids during economic downturns. The State has 
also identified a special fund of state gas tax 
revenue for regions that are Self-Help. Kern is 
the largest County in the state without a local 
sales tax for transportation and misses out on 
$2M per year from this special fund, even though 
our residents pay into it. Because Kern lacks a 
sales tax for transportation, visitors to our County 
get a free ride on our transportation system, but 
when we make purchases while traveling in their 
communities we usually pay for their roads. 

Illustrating the continued underinvestment in 
transportation, the federal performance measure 
for road pavement and bridge condition on 
National Highway System routes in Kern failed to 
meet the federal target of 95% good or fair by 
2019. Pavement was at 90% and bridges were 
at 93%. Of the 17 performance measures in 

ES-4 

style, curb-to-curb, on-demand, last-mile, micro
transit are promising but need funds to 
implement. 

This plan assumes a modest increase in current 
funding levels. If existing revenue is not 
stabilized and new sources found, our ability to 
maintain, fix and finish what we have will be 
reduced. 

PLANNING FOR OUR POPULATION 

Population. Housing and Employment Forecasts 

Population in the 8,200 square mile County of 
Kern was estimated to be over 909,000 in 2020. 

Figure ES-4 - Golden Empire Transit Dist. 
Five New 40-Passenger Zero-Emission 

Hydrogen Fuel Cell Buses for BRT 
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The forecast projects that the population growth 
wil I average about 10,500 people per year over 
the 24-year forecast The population is 
anticipated to grow by 30 percent to 1,186,600 by 

2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

dialogue among those involved in the decision
making process. The RTP/SCS and Regional 
RHNA were developed in consultation with local 
jurisdictions and are consistent with existing 

2046. This is a significant 
reduction in the forecasted 
growth compared to the prior 
plan. The slowdown in 
growth has been driven 
primarily by out-migration 
exceeding natural increase 
(births minus deaths). 

The Kern region remains 
California's eleventh most 

populated of 58 counties ahead 
of San Francisco, but behind 

Fresno County. 

adopted general plans and 
zoning. Kern COG will 
continue to use the California 
Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and the National 
Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) to communicate with 
Kern cities and the county on 

Recent trends show a large exodus of people 
leaving the maJor urban counties and moving to 
more suburban counties like Riverside, or out of 
state. Still, according to the Department of 
Finance, of the top 10 largest cities in California, 
Bakersfield had the highest growth rate in 2020 
at 8/1 Oths of a percent with most of the large cities 
seeing a net loss in population. The Kern region 
remains California's eleventh most populated of 
58 counties ahead of San Francisco, but behind 
Fresno County. 

According to the California Employment 
Development Department (EDD) Kern County 
gained 66,000 jobs since 201 O The 
unemployment rate for January 2022 in Kern 
County was 8.8 percent, up from a revised 7.5 
percent in December 2021, and below the year
ago estimate of 11.2 percent This compares 
with an unadjusted unemployment rate of 6.5 
percent for California and 3.5 percent for the 
nation during the same period. Kern's continued 
high unemployment rate is partially due to the 
slow-down in the oil and agriculture sectors. 

Much of Kern employment is dispersed, 
consequently, the Metropolitan Bakersfield area 
experiences a "reverse commute" whereby 
workers commute to outlying areas such as 
agricultural fields, food processing facilities, 
distribution/logistic centers, wind farms, oil fields, 
prisons, power plants, and military installations. 

Land Use Development 

Land use is one of the most important elements 
of effective transportation planning. Kern COG 
does not have jurisdiction over land use planning, 
but the agency does advise and encourage 

ES-5 

issues of land use, transportation, and air quality 
to ensure that land use projects are 
environmentally sound. 

Planning Goals 

At the core of the 2022 RTP are seven goals 

1. Mobility- Improve the mobility of people and 
freight; 

2. Accessibility- Improve accessibility to 
major employment and other regional 
activity centers; 

3. Reliability- Improve the reliability and safety 
of the transportation system; 

4. Efficiency - Maximize the efficiency of the 
existing and future transportation system; 

5. Livability- Promote livable communities; 
6. Sustainability - Minimize effects on the 

environment; and 
7. Equity - Ensure an equitable distribution of 

the benefits among various demographic and 
user groups. 

Figure ES-5 - Local Jurisdictions Develop
ing lntermodal Rail such as this City of 

Shafter/Amazon Container Storage Facility 
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Past Plan Successes 

Updated on a 4-year cycle, here are a few notable 
successes from the implementation of past plans. 
Over 50 success stories are found in appendix E. 

Equity - Every RTP cycle since 1998 has 
included an Integrated Performance Measure 
Analysis (Appendix D). Each time the analysis 
has demonstrated that funds are being expended 
equitably and in a manner that benefits 
disadvantage communities better or as well as all 
communities countywide. This is in large part 
because of the grassroot public outreach effort 
that ensures that the projects in the plan are 
supported by all communities. 
Safety - Although safety has seen some 

2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

the Kern River. The paved bikeway is used by 
commuters and recreational riders alike, 
promoting this plans sustainability and livability 
goals. 
Infill - Kern has seen numerous market rate infill 
developments in downtown, consistent with the 
first High Speed Rail station area plan in the 
state. Unfortunately, low-income infill 
development is about 1110th what it was when 
redevelopment funds were available. 

STRATEGIC INVESTMENTS 

This RTP/SCS financial plan identifies how much 
money is available to support the region's 
transportation investments. The plan includes a 
core revenue forecast of existing local state and 

challenges in recent years 
based on performance 
measures, the Kern Region 
has completed a joint update 
of safety plans for 9 

Local statistically valid surveys 
indicate that approximately 

federal sources along with 
funding sources that may be 
considered reasonably 
available over the time 
horizon of the RTP/SCS. 

jurisdictions in 2022, 
ensuring eligibility for 
Highway Safety 

10% of all workers plan to 
continue telecommuting after 
the pandemic, resulting in the 
single most effective strategy 

This RTP promotes a more 
efficient transportation 
system that calls for fully 
funding alternative 
transportation modes, while 

Improvement Program for reduction of commute 
(HSIP) funds. related traffic and emissions. 
Goods Movement 
Regional Planning efforts such as the Kern Area 
Regional Goods Movement Operations (KARGO) 
Sustainability Study are identifying strategies that 
mitigate the negative effects of goods movement 
in the region while enabling the economic 
benefits of high-tech jobs in resource processing, 
manufacturing, and logistics. 
Telecommute Strategy - The Kern region has 
gone all in on promotion of continued 
telecommuting through its Commute Kern 
program. As demonstrated during the pandemic 
over, 35% of workers telecommuted up from 5% 
in prior years. Local statistically valid surveys 
indicate that approximately 10% of all workers 
plan to continue telecommuting after the 
pandemic, resulting in the single most effective 
strategy for reduction of commute related traffic 
and emissions. 
Longest Class I Car-Free Bike Trail in 
California - Kern County has now completed the 
longest dedicated paved bike trail in the state. 
Started in 1976, the trail now extends 36.3 miles 
from Lake Ming to Lake Webb along the banks of 
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emphasizing transportation demand and 
transportation system management approaches 
for new capacity. Two-thirds of investments are 
for maintenance, active transportation, and 
transit projects (Figure ES-7). 

Figure ES-6 - Q Street Market Rate Infill 
Housing Under Construction Near the 

Amtrak Station in Downtown Bakersfield 
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Figure ES-7 -Two-Thirds of RTP Investments are for Operations & Maintenance (O&M), Transit 
and Active Transportation Projects -2022-2046 

S'tri,ets and Highways Capital. 34% 

REGULATORY REQUIREM:NTS 

The R TP fulfills several requirements with one 
document: 

• 
• 

Mass Transportation Capital, 20% 

'\.. , Ac,;,., Transpc<tation c .. r.ai. 4% 

"-. Active Tf30$f)Oflatioo O&M, 3% 

policy. The scs includes a Rural Urban 
Connectivity Strategy analysis designed to 
ensure that the economic development of rural 
areas for agriculture, energy, tourism, military, 
and other activities are not left out of efforts to 
provide for a more efficient transportation system . 

• 

Congestion Management Pro gram 
Sustainable Co mm unities 
Strategy & Rural urban 
Connectivity Strategy 

Two-thirds of plan 
funds are for Region al Housing Need 

Allocation 

To ensure consistency requirements 
with the SC s, Kern c OG engaged in 
the RH NA process concurrently with 
the development of the RTP. The 
RH NA is an 8-year document that 
provides low-income housing goals for 
each comm unity in the region. 

• Environmental Justice & 
Performance Measure 

maintenance, active 
transportation, and 

transit projects, 
Analysis 

• Safety-Security Action Element 

As the con gesfi on Ma nag em ent Agency, Kern 
co G has responsibility to ensure that all cities 
and the county are following the congestion 
Management Program (CMP). Kern COG 
completes a coordinated and com preh ens ive 
review of current traffic data during each R TP 
update. Through the Kern Regional Traffic Count 
Program, the cities, county, and Caltrans 
undertake annual traffic counts on their roads. 
Use of current peak-hour traffic counts to monitor 
congestion ensures that the review is based on 
observed traffic conditi ans and includes an 
innovative multi-model level of service analysis 
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Recognized as a state best practice, the Kern 
RTP includes an innovative analysis with the 
Integrated P ertorm anc e Measures Analysis for 
System Level, Smart Mobility Framework, Health 
Equity, Environmental Justice, and Title VI. The 
analysis advises our decision makers on the 
progress we are ma king toward our goals, while 
ensuring disadvantaged comm unities are not left 
behind. The analysis includes Safety, and Ch. 5 
includes the safety-Security Action El em ent. 

RTP SUMI\MRY HANDOUTS 

The following are handouts summarizing this 
RTP /SCS benefits and assumptions. 



 
 

 

37 

  

KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

en 
1--
LL 
w 
z 
w 
m 
LL 
0 

~ 
<( 
:E 
:E 
=> en 

2022 Regional Transportation Plan 
The region represented by the Kern Council of Governments is projected to grow by more than 30% by 
2046. To protect the quality of life for future generations, the 2022 RTP is presented as an economic 
development strategy as well as a transportation, infrastructure and sustainability investment. 

MOBILITY BENEFITS 

✓ The plan improves overall mobility and provides needed congestion relief by maintaining, fixing 
and finishing what we have. 

✓ This plan fully funds maintenance of the transportation system while increasing funding for bike, 
pedestrian , and transit facilities. 

✓ Implementation of the plan will nearly double the number of homes within walking distance to 
quality transit. By integrating land use and transportation, more than 70% of homes will be near 
quality transit compared to less than 60% under older plans. 

ECONOMIC BENEFITS 

✓ The Federal Highway Administration estimates that every $1 billion spent on transportation 
infrastructure creates 10,870 job years of which up to 4 ,000 can persist long after construction, 
generated by increased labor from better mobility and more efficient goods movement. 

✓ This 24-year investment plan is projected to add over 77,000 job years (3,200 24-year jobs) from 
construction, maintenance, and better mobility, and saves 21 ,000 additional existing jobs that 
would have been lost because of poor road conditions. 

✓ The plan could ultimately add 26,000 permanent non-transportation sector jobs to the region, 
increasing Kern's economic base, adding capacity to re-invest in an ever more efficient 
transportation system, triggering an upward economic spiral for future generations. 

HEAL TH BENEFITS 

✓ Improve air quality and public health by reducing all criteria pollutants, emissions and their 
precursors to meet national standards - oxides of nitrogen (NOx), reactive organic gasses (ROG), 
particulate matter (PM10), fine particulate matter (PM2s) and carbon monoxide (CO). 

✓ 4% or more reduction in health expenditures because of improved air quality. 

✓ Promotes more active transportation by fully funding the Kern Active Transportation Plan and 
increasing funding for bike and pedestrian facilities 700% over the 2011 RTP. 

SUSTAINABILITY BENEFITS 

✓ 11 % reduction in infrastructure costs by revitalizing existing communities compared to past plans. 

✓ 15% reduction in household water use providing a full range of housing choices. 

✓ 80% reduction in familand converted to urban/built-up uses outside city spheres of influence. 

!I -Kern Council 
of Governments 

... "<,t~ ... 
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July 6, 2022 

  
TO:  REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE  
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
  

By: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri, Regional Planner  
  
SUBJECT: Regional Planning Advisory Committee Agenda Item: V. 

Adoption of Final Draft Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan  
  
DESCRIPTION:  
 
The Final Draft 6TH Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan is scheduled to be adopted 
concurrently with the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(SCS). 
 
DISCUSSION:   
 
Background 
HCD is required to allocate the region’s share of the statewide housing need to Councils of Governments 
(COGs) based on Department of Finance (DOF) population projections and regional population forecasts 
used in preparing regional transportation plans. Kern COG has the responsibility of developing the state-
mandated RHNA Plan. 
 
The RHNA process will identify the number of housing units that each local government must 
accommodate in the Housing Element of its General Plan (Government Code §65584). As part of the 
region’s planning efforts, Kern COG works with local governments and stakeholders on the RHNA Plan 
to identify areas within the region sufficient to house an 8.5-year projection of the regional housing need. 
Additionally, the RHNA allocates housing units within the region consistent with the development pattern 
included in the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS), and is part of the Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP). The development of 6th Cycle RHNA Plan will happen in tandem with the Kern COG’s 2022 
RTP/SCS. The Plan is scheduled to be completed in July 2022. 
 
Activities 
Feb. 2021 - Commence 6th cycle RHNA development 
Jun. 2021 - Kern COG began the RHNA determination consultation with HCD 
Jul. 2021 - Kern COG contracted with Regional Government Services Authority (RGS), Rincon 

Consultants, Inc. and Mintier Harnish Planning Consultants to assist with the development 
of the 6th Cycle RHNA Plan.  

Kern Council 
of Governments 



Aug. 2021  - Staff presented the RHNA development timeline and RHNA objectives during the 
RTP/SCS Community Stakeholder Meeting #2, Kern COG requested an early RHNA 
determination from HCD, and the Member Jurisdiction Survey was emailed to member 
agencies   

 - Kern COG receives final RHNA Determination from HCD 
Sept. 2021 - Staff and RHNA consultants begin draft RHNA methodology consultation with HCD 

- Staff and RHNA consultants presented an overview of the RHNA methodology during 
the RPAC meeting  

Oct. 2021 - Staff and RHNA consultants presented the preliminary Draft RHNA Methodology to 
RPAC and TPPC 

 - Continue draft RHNA methodology consultation with HCD 
Nov. 2021  - Staff and RHNA consultants presented the Draft RHNA Methodology during the 

RTP/SCS Community Stakeholder Meeting #3 on November 3rd 
 - 30-day Public Comment Period on the Draft RHNA Methodology from November 8 – 

December 9, 2021 with Public Hearing on November 18th  
 - Community Stakeholder Survey  
Dec. 2021  - Kern COG submits Draft RHNA Methodology to HCD for their 60-day review process  
Jan. 2022  - Staff and RHNA consultants work on draft RHNA Plan  
Feb. 2022 - HCD completes review of Draft RHNA Methodology (see Feb. 14, 2022 letter 

attached). Staff and RHNA consultants continue to work on draft RHNA Plan 
March 2022  - Adoption of Final RHNA Methodology  
 - Present Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan to RPAC and TPPC 
April 2022 - Present Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan to RPAC and TPPC  

- Release of 45-day comment period (April 22 – June 6) on Draft RHNA Plan  
May 2022  - Draft RHNA Plan Comment Period  
June 2022 - Preparation of Final RHNA Plan  
July 2022  - Tentative adoption of the Final RHNA Plan 
 
RHNA Methodology Development 
One of the RHNA statutory tasks Kern COG is responsible for is to develop and propose a RHNA 
methodology for distributing the existing and projected housing regional housing need to the cities and 
counties within the region. There were several recent legislation changes in the development of the 
RHNA for this 6th cycle. One includes the addition of the 5th objective, the requirement of the RHNA 
plan to “affirmatively further fair-housing.” Which means “taking meaningful actions, in addition to 
combating discrimination, that overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities free 
from barriers that restrict access to opportunity based on protected characteristics… transforming 
racially and ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into areas of opportunity, and fostering and 
maintaining compliance with civil rights and fair housing laws,” (Government Code 65584(e)).   
 
Kern COG, with input from elected officials, local staff, and stakeholders, must develop a methodology 
that quantifies and distributes the number of housing units assigned to each local government to meet 
the total regional housing need. During the September 1st RPAC meeting, Kern COG’s RHNA 
consultant, Thomas Pogue of the University of the Pacific, presented an overview of the draft RHNA 
methodology and discussed the objectives and factors for this RHNA cycle. On the October 6th RPAC 
meeting, the preliminary Draft RHNA Methodology Framework report was presented and discussed. 
The report provides the detailed steps and explanation of the factors applied in the draft RHNA 
methodology. The report also includes the final RHNA determination by HCD. The Kern COG Final 
Regional Determination for Cycle 6 RHNA (2023-2031) is 57,650 units. That final RHNA Determination 
was received on August 31, 2021 and includes adjustments for vacancy, replacement, overcrowding, 
and cost burden as required by state law. 
 



In addition, Kern COG hosted Public Roundtable Meetings on August 3rd and November 3rd to seek 
community stakeholder input. Staff has received input from local member agencies, public and private 
industries and community organizations such as Leadership Counsel for Justice and Accountability and 
Center on Race, Poverty and the Environment. During the November Roundtable meeting, Kern COG 
hosted a housing panel discussion that involved representatives from the City of Bakersfield, San Joaquin 
Valley COG’s planning consultant, Kern Home Builder’s Association, and Housing Authority of Kern. 
During this meeting the City of Bakersfield staff expressed concerns with the City’s initial draft RHNA. 
The City would be allocated a large part of the region’s share along with a significant share of the low-
income allocation. Kern COG staff and the City of Bakersfield staff met to further discuss these concerns 
and potential solutions. 

A Community Stakeholder Survey was also conducted virtually. The Survey was about the housing needs 
in the Kern Community that will assist Kern COG, cities, and county plan for the housing needs of the 
region. The Survey was also available in Spanish at the recommendation of the Leadership Counsel for 
Justice & Accountability. The Survey summary and results is available on the RHNA webpage. 

RHNA Methodology Review Process 
The public comment period for the Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology began November 8, 2021 and 
ended December 9, 2021 with a Public Hearing held during the November 18th Kern COG Board Meeting. 
There were no comments received during the Public Hearing. There only comment received was 
submitted by the City of Tehachapi in support of the proposed methodology. Kern COG submitted 
the Draft RHNA Methodology to HCD for their review on December 17, 2021. 

On February 14, 2022, Kern COG received a letter from HCD on their review of the Draft 6th Cycle RHNA 
Methodology. HCD has completed its review of the methodology and finds that the draft Kern COG 
RHNA Methodology furthers the statutory objectives described in Government Code 65584(d). In 
HCD’s letter, they included a brief summary of findings and “commends Kern COG for including 
factors in the draft methodology linked to the statutory objectives such as income parity, jobs-
housing imbalances, and affirmatively furthering fair housing.” 

During the March 2nd RPAC Meeting, Committee Member Lorelei Oviatt made a comment and there was 
a discussion made on the Kern COG RHNA Methodology regarding Sustainable Groundwater 
Management Act (SGMA) and the drought effects in the Kern region. After discussion, the Committee 
member Oviatt asked a motion to adopt the Final 6th Cycle RHNA Allocation Methodology with an 
amendment to include a paragraph in the report, before it is presented to the Kern COG Board. The 
motion was approved unanimously by the rest of the Committee members. The Kern COG RHNA 
Methodology Report was updated to include an Erratum that included SGMA and drought effects on the 
ability of jurisdictions to provide water for the proposed RHNA Allocation, and Kern COG informed the 
HCD of the addition of the Erratum. HCD acknowledged the Erratum and thanked Kern COG for 
sharing the additional information regarding the context around water and drought effects in the Kern 
region. The TPPC adopted the Final Draft 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology Report during the March 17th 
TPPC and Board Meeting.  

RHNA Plan  
The RHNA Plan includes the draft RHNA for each jurisdiction that applies HCD’s determination and the 
RHNA methodology. The attached Table is the final draft RHNA share by jurisdiction. On The Final 
Draft RHNA Plan, in its entirety, is available on Kern COG’s RHNA webpage: 
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/ 
There is a 45-day review period for each jurisdiction to review its share. The comment period was from 
April 22, 2022, to June 6, 2022. The RHNA Plan review, adoption and appeal processes are described 
in Government Code Section 65584.05.  

https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/


 
Staff emailed and mailed letters of Issuance of the Draft 6th Cycle RHNA share to each member agency’s 
City Managers and Planning Directors. In addition, staff informed HCD staff and community stakeholders 
via email, and there are display ads and press releases in local newspapers notifying the public of the 
review period on the Draft RHNA Plan.  
 
Kern COG received two comments during the comment period (Attachment 1). Staff responded 
accordingly to the Cities of Bakersfield and Wasco and will include their comments in the Final RHNA 
Plan. On May 26, 2022, HCD requested the Draft RHNA Allocations be revised to show the RHNA by 
the four-income categories (Attachment 2). Staff sent an addendum to jurisdictions and posted the table 
addendum on the RHNA webpage. This detailed table will replace the initial table from the Draft RHNA 
Plan for the Final RHNA Plan. After review and consideration, there are no revisions to the RHNA 
allocations. The Final RHNA is consistent with the RTP and SCS and fulfills the requirements of the 
State housing law for the RHNA.The Final RHNA Plan is available on the RHNA webpage: 
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/   

The RHNA Plan is tentatively scheduled to be adopted concurrently with the 2022 RTP on July 21, 
2022. The estimated Housing Element due date is January 21, 2024, and the due date is based within 
18 months adoption of the RTP.  Staff is recommending the RPAC recommend that the Transportation 
Planning Policy Committee adopt the 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan. 
 
On-line mapping tool: Portal 
Staff and the RHNA consultant team is developing and maintaining a publicly viewable on-line mapping 
application (Portal), which will allow users to view the proposed RHNA unit allocations for each 
jurisdiction and to explore specific parcels to evaluate the potential number of units a parcel could 
support. The Portal will assist jurisdictions in the development and adoption of policies and process 
improvements to accelerate housing production.  
 
Regional Housing Data Report 
As part of the San Joaquin Valley Regional Early Action Program (REAP) comprehensive housing 
report, the REAP consultant team is contracted to produce housing data sets for all San Joaquin Valley 
jurisdictions.  Local jurisdictions will be able to use the data to prepare the housing needs assessment 
required for the pending housing element updates.  Regional data sets are currently available here: 
https://sjvcogs.org/sjv-housing-report/part-4-regional-data-sets/ The local jurisdiction data sets are 
currently being reviewed by HCD to get them to “pre-certify” the data sets to help streamline the 
housing element preparation process. 
 
Kern COG RHNA information is available on RHNA webpage:  
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/ 
Staff contact: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri at rinvina@kerncog.org.  
 
ACTION: Recommend that the Transportation Planning Policy Committee adopt the Final 6th Cycle 
Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan.  
 
Attachment 1: Jurisdiction Comment Letters 
Attachment 2: RHNA Allocation Addendum  
Attachment 3: Draft Resolution – Adoption of the RHNA 
 
 

https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/
https://sjvcogs.org/sjv-housing-report/part-4-regional-data-sets/
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/
mailto:rinvina@kerncog.org


From: Ahron Hakimi
To: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri
Subject: FW: Comment on 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology
Date: Wednesday, June 1, 2022 3:12:15 PM
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06 01 22-Bakersfield 6th Cycle RHNA Comments.pdf

Ahron Hakimi
Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 
661 635 2901

-------- Original message --------
From: Christopher Boyle <cboyle@bakersfieldcity.us>
Date: 6/1/22 3:11 PM (GMT-08:00)
To: Ahron Hakimi <AHakimi@kerncog.org>
Cc: Christian Clegg <cclegg@bakersfieldcity.us>, Gary Hallen <ghallen@bakersfieldcity.us>,
Paul Johnson <pjohnson@bakersfieldcity.us>, Virginia Ginny Gennaro
<vgennaro@bakersfieldcity.us>
Subject: Comment on 6th Cycle RHNA Methodology

Executive Director Hakimi,

Please accept the City of Bakersfield’s comment on the Final Kern Council of
Governments 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation Methodology 2023 – 2031.  If
you have any questions, please feel free to contact me via email at
cboyle@bakersfieldcity.us or via phone at (661) 326-3754. Thank you for the opportunity
to comment.

Cordially,

 
Christopher Boyle | Development Services Director
Development Services Department

City of Bakersfield
email: cboyle@bakersfieldcity.us
web: www.bakersfieldcity.us
phone: 661-326-3754

         0 ·~ 
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http://www.youtube.com/c/CityofBakersfieldCA
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June 1, 2022 

TO: Mr. Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 

Kern Council of Governments 

140119th St# 300 

Bakersfield, CA 93301 

RE: COMMENT ON THE 6TH CYCLE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION AND METHODOLOGY 

Director Hakimi, 

Please accept the City of Bakersfield's comment on the Final Kern Council of Governments 61h Cycle 
Regional Housing Needs Allocation ("RHNA") Methodology 2023 - 2031 ("Methodology"). 

The City of Bakersfield acknowledges that it is the largest city and the metropolitan center for Kern County. 
While it is reasonable to focus housing development in incorporated areas and urban areas, the RHNA 
Methodology places a significant burden on the City of Bakersfield. We are concerned about the City's 
ability to meet these establ ished RHNA goals and any potential future State actions related to compliance 
with RHNA allocations. Although the City of Bakersfield is committed to developing additional housing 
units and affordable housing units, we are noting for the record how challenging it will be to reach these 
allocations. 

In addition, while the City of Bakersfield acknowledges the value of densifying the urban core, including a 
higher percentage of RHNA allocations, we would note the degree to which the allocations are 
disproportionate in comparison to other areas of the County. The Methodology assigns 76% of the total 
Kern County Lower Income RHNA Allocation to the City of Bakersfield. Of the overall total of 23,968 lower 
income units, 18,211 units are assigned to Bakersfield. Regardless of any method employed, the 
assignment of more than three out of every four lower income units to an area (151 sq. mi.) that is less 
than 2% of the whole of Kern County (8,163 sq, mi.) places a significant burden on one city and area, and 
ignores the housing needs of the remaining 98.2% of the county. 

Per the State of California Department of Housing and Community Development ("HCD"), the duty to 
affirmatively further fair housing ("AFFH") extends to all of a public agency's activities and programs 
relating to housing and community development, including the development and implementation of its 
housing element. Pursuant to Government Code section 8899.50, "affirmatively furthering fair housing" 
means taking meaningful actions, in addition to combating discrimination, that overcome patterns of 
segregation and foster inclusive communities free from barriers that restrict access to opportunity based 
on protected characteristics. Note that HCD requires fill municipalities take meaningful actions. It would 
appear that KernCOG' s Methodology relies solely on the efforts of only one municipality, Bakersfield, in 
meeting AFFH obligations. 



As an example, note the significant reduction in RHNA assigned to the County of Kern in comparison to 
the adopted 5th Cycle RHNA. Where the county's total RHNA allocation in the 5th Cycle was 21,583 units, 
the current 6th Cycle allocation is only 9,243, a reduction of 57%. Of the total RHNA allocation, 73% of 
that total is assigned to higher income brackets, with an allocation of only 2,539 units to lower income 
housing units in all of the unincorporated areas of the county. There is cause for concern in establishing 
an uneven methodology with outcomes that may be inconsistent with the goals of the State of California 
to help alleviate the state's housing crisis. The City of Bakersfield will look to future RHNA allocations to 
include more affordable housing in the growing and developing communities within Kern County. More 
importantly, the City will look for the support of Kern COG and the County of Kern in our efforts to annex 
unincorporated areas within the metropolitan area. These unincorporated pockets, many of which are 
largely or partially developed would be well-served to be part of a consistent urban community fabric 
which can be further developed in a pattern that would help meet the RHNA allocations. 

The City of Bakersfield is the largest city in Kern County, accounting for 44% of the county's total 
population. Yet the 6th Cycle RHNA proposes assigning 65% of all housing types, and a staggering 76% of 
lower income housing units, to the City of Bakersfield. The City of Bakersfield again notes concern with 
our ability to meet these allocations and would comment on the lack of apportionment across the county. 
Future RHNA allocations should have an eye toward providing opportunities for affirmatively furthering 
fair housing throughout the county. At this time, the City is taking all administrative measures 
available to express concern on how disproportionately impacted the City of Bakersfield will be 
in providing low income housing units of this magnitude. 

Respectfully 

Development Services Director 

CC: Christian Clegg, City Manager 
Gary Hallen, Assistant City manager 

Paul Johnson, Planning Director 

Virginia Gennaro, City Attorney 



From: Evelyn Murillo
To: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri
Cc: Scott Hurlbert; Keri Cobb; Maria Lara
Subject: RE: Issuance of Draft 6th Cycle RHNA share - Comments due no later than June 6, 2022 --Table Format Change Requested by HCD
Date: Monday, June 6, 2022 4:33:17 PM
Attachments: image002.png

Hi Rochelle,
 
Given our social economics demographics, we believe the numbers for ‘Moderate Income Units (242)’ should be reversed with the numbers for
‘Above- Moderate Income Units (635)’. Please see snip below. Let us know if you have questions are any further information.

 
Respectfully,
 
Evelyn Murillo
Assistant Planner
Community Development Department
City of Wasco  |  764 E Street, Wasco CA 93280
P: (661) 758-7200  |  F: (661) 758-7239 

 
Please note that email correspondence with the City of Wasco, along with attachments, may be subject to the California Public Records Act,
and therefore may be subject to disclosure unless otherwise exempt.
 

From: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri <RInvina@kerncog.org> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2022 12:06 PM
To: Evelyn Murillo <evmurillo@cityofwasco.org>
Cc: Scott Hurlbert <schurlbert@cityofwasco.org>; Keri Cobb <kecobb@cityofwasco.org>
Subject: FW: Issuance of Draft 6th Cycle RHNA share - Comments due no later than June 6, 2022 --Table Format Change Requested by HCD

-------

2023-2031 Draft RHNA 
Detailed Housing Unit Need Allocation 

Table A 1 Draft Kem RHNA Housing Unit Determination by Detailed Income Categories 

Lower 
Income 
(Very Above-

Total Very-Low Low Low& Moderate Moderate 
RHNA Income Income Low Income Income 

Jurisdiction Allocation Units Units Income) Units Units 

Arvin 1174 '124 79 203 268 703 
Bakersfield 37 461 11 129 7 082 18 211 5 317 13 933 
California City 427 39 25 64 101 263 
Delano 1 866 324 206 530 369 967 
Maricopa 13 1 1 2 3 8 
McFarland 244 50 32 81 45 117 
Ridgecrest 1 436 379 241 620 225 591 
Shafter 3294 678 431 1 110 603 1 581 
Taft 504 68 43 112 108 284 
Tehachapi 902 '188 /_ 119 307 164 431 
Wasco 1 086 127 81 209 242 635 
Unincorporated 
County Areas 9243 1 551 987 2 539 1 852 4 852 

Total Kern 
County 57,650 14,658 9,328 23,986 9,299 24,365 

,;!/h- 7:x"ly tj 
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Higher 
Income 

(Moderate 
& Above 
Moderate 
Income) 

971 
19 250 

364 
1 336 

11 
162 
816 

2 185 
393 
595 
877 

6 704 

33,664 

mailto:evmurillo@cityofwasco.org
mailto:RInvina@kerncog.org
mailto:schurlbert@cityofwasco.org
mailto:kecobb@cityofwasco.org
mailto:malara@cityofwasco.org
http://www.cityofwasco.org/



Importance: High
 
EXTERNAL MESSAGE: Use caution when clicking links or attachments

Good day Ms. Evelyn Murillo:
 

Please see below for an addendum on the Draft 6th Cycle RHNA.
 
Thank you,
Rochelle
 
 

From: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri 
Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2022 11:21 AM
To: schurlbert@cityofwasco.org; Keri Cobb <kecobb@cityofwasco.org>
Cc: Ahron Hakimi <AHakimi@kerncog.org>; Rob Ball <RBall@kerncog.org>; Becky Napier <BNapier@kerncog.org>; Ben Raymond
<BRaymond@kerncog.org>
Subject: RE: Issuance of Draft 6th Cycle RHNA share - Comments due no later than June 6, 2022 --Table Format Change Requested by HCD
Importance: High
 
Dear Mr. Scott Hurlbert and Ms. Keri Cobb:
 
Draft Kern RHNA Plan – Table Format Change Requested by HCD
 
Please see the attached Addendum to the Draft RHNA Table. The California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD)

contacted Kern COG staff on May 26th with a request to provide the detailed RHNA allocation by the four income categories instead of the
original two combined income categories in the Draft RHNA plan. Our first draft table (first page of PDF) showed the very low and low-income
combined, and the moderate and moderate-high income combined consistent with the planned land use categories (very low and low
correspond to multi-family, moderate and high—single family). The attached Addendum shows the RHNA allocations by all four income
categories for each jurisdiction to be added to the final plan as an addendum. The total RHNA allocation by jurisdiction and the adopted
methodology has not changed. If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.
 
 
Thank you,

Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri | Regional Planner

1401 19th Street, Suite 300
Bakersfield, CA 93301
Direct: 661.635.2908 | Main: 661.635.2900 | Fax: 661.324.8215
www.kerncog.org
 
"Better Planning. Better Transportation."
 
NOTICE: This e-mail message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure and distribution is prohibited. If you are
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message.

 
 
 

From: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri 
Sent: Thursday, April 21, 2022 4:41 PM
To: schurlbert@cityofwasco.org; Keri Cobb <kecobb@cityofwasco.org>
Cc: Ahron Hakimi <AHakimi@kerncog.org>; Rob Ball <RBall@kerncog.org>; Becky Napier <BNapier@kerncog.org>; Ben Raymond
<BRaymond@kerncog.org>
Subject: Issuance of Draft 6th Cycle RHNA share - Comments due no later than June 6, 2022
 
Dear Mr. Scott Hurlbert and Ms. Keri Cobb:
 

Please find the attached issuance of the Draft 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) share letter. There is a 45-day review period
(April 22 – June 6, 2022) for each jurisdiction to review its share. Comments are due no later than 5:00PM on June 6, 2022.
 

• -Kern Council 
of Governments 
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mailto:kecobb@cityofwasco.org
mailto:AHakimi@kerncog.org
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The Draft RHNA Plan, in its entirety, is available on Kern COG’s RHNA webpage: https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/
 
If you have any questions please feel free to contact Rob Ball (rball@kerncog.org) or Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri (rinvina@kerncog.org) at 661-635-
2908. 
 
 
Thank you,

Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri | Regional Planner

1401 19th Street, Suite 300
Bakersfield, CA 93301
Direct: 661.635.2908 | Main: 661.635.2900 | Fax: 661.324.8215
www.kerncog.org
 
"Better Planning. Better Transportation."
 
NOTICE: This e-mail message is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure and distribution is prohibited. If you are
not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message.

 
 

• -Kern Council 
of Governments 
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Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) RHNA  

 
 

Regional Housing Needs Allocation 
 

 
 (Table unchanged from Draft RHNA Plan circulated for public review on April 22, 2022) 
 

2023-2031 Draft RHNA Allocations by Income Category 

 
Lower Income (Very 
Low & Low Income) 

Higher Income (Moderate 
& Above Moderate 

Income) 

Jurisdiction 
Total RHNA 
Allocation 

Units 
% of Total 

RHNA 
Units 

% of Total 
RHNA 

Arvin 1,174 203 17.3% 971 82.7% 

Bakersfield 37,461 18,211 48.6% 19,250 51.4% 

California City 427 64 14.9% 364 85.1% 

Delano 1,866 530 28.4% 1,336 71.6% 

Maricopa 13 2 12.8% 11 87.2% 

McFarland 244 81 33.4% 162 66.6% 

Ridgecrest 1,436 620 43.2% 816 56.8% 

Shafter 3,294 1,110 33.7% 2,185 66.3% 

Taft 504 112 22.2% 393 77.8% 

Tehachapi 902 307 34.0% 595 66.0% 

Wasco 1,086 209 19.2% 877 80.8% 

Unincorporated 
County Areas 

9,243 2,539 27.5% 6,704 72.5% 

 

Total Kern 
County 

57,650 23,986 41.6% 33,664 58.4% 

- Kern Council 
~ of Governments -



DRAFT

Regional Housing Needs Allocation  

Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) RHNA 

5-27-22 Addendum: 

2023-2031 Draft RHNA 
Detailed Housing Unit Need Allocation 

Table A1 Draft Kern RHNA Housing Unit Determination by Detailed Income Categories 

Jurisdiction 

Total 
RHNA 

Allocation 

Very-Low 
Income 
Units 

Low 
Income 
Units 

Lower 
Income 
(Very 
Low & 
Low 

Income) 

Moderate 
Income 
Units 

Above-
Moderate 
Income 
Units 

Higher 
Income 

(Moderate 
& Above 
Moderate 
Income) 

Arvin 1,174 124 79 203 268 703 971 
Bakersfield 37,461 11,129 7,082 18,211 5,317 13,933 19,250 
California City 427 39 25 64 101 263 364 
Delano 1,866 324 206 530 369 967 1,336 
Maricopa 13 1 1 2 3 8 11 
McFarland 244 50 32 81 45 117 162 
Ridgecrest 1,436 379 241 620 225 591 816 
Shafter 3,294 678 431 1,110 603 1,581 2,185 
Taft 504 68 43 112 108 284 393 
Tehachapi 902 188 119 307 164 431 595 
Wasco 1,086 127 81 209 242 635 877 
Unincorporated 
County Areas 9,243 1,551 987 2,539 1,852 4,852 6,704 

Total Kern 
County 57,650 14,658 9,328 23,986 9,299 24,365 33,664 

While the Very-Low and Low Income categories together form a Lower Income unit need that 
often requires provision of multi-family units, and the Moderate and Above-Moderate Income 
categories together form a Higher Income unit need that typically requires provision of single-
family units, the table above details the Lower Income and Higher Income Regional Housing 
Needs Allocations (RHNA) from the Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) RHNA 
Methodology, reported in Table 11 of the RHNA Methodology Report, across their component 
income-level distributions. The distribution of housing needs provided by the Department of 
Housing and Community Development (HCD) to Kern COG in its Final Regional 6th Cycle 
Housing Need Determination on August 11, 2021, detailed the minimum regional housing units 
across four income categories prescribed by California Health and Safety Code (Section 50093, 
et. seq.) based on Census/ACS reported household income brackets and county median 
income. That determination, reported in Table 1 of the RHNA Methodology Report, is then the 
basis for reporting the detailed RHNA allocation above.  

- Kern Council 
~ of Governments -
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DRAFT

Regional Housing Needs Allocation  

Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) RHNA 

Specifically, the component allocations were Very-Low Income (25.4%) and Low Income 
(16.2%), which gave the overall Lower Income unit allocation 41.6% of the total RHNA 
determination. Therefore, each jurisdiction’s Lower Income component allocations were 
calculated in the table above by taking the Lower Income Units they were allocated and 
multiplying it by the 61.1% (25.4%/41.6%) that Very-Low Income units formed and the 38.9% 
(16.2%/41.6%) that Low Income units formed. For example, in Table 11, Bakersfield’s overall 
Lower Income Unit allocation is 18,211. The 18,211 value times 61.1% equals the 11,129 Very-
Low Income Units reported in the table above, and the 18,211 value times 38.9% equals the 
7,082 Low Income Units.  

Similarly, the component allocations were Moderate Income (16.1%) and Above-Moderate 
Income (42.3%) with regard to the overall Higher Income allocation that formed 58.4% of the 
total RHNA determination. Therefore, each jurisdiction’s Higher Income component allocation 
was calculated in the table above by taking the Higher Income Units they were allocated and 
multiplying it by the 27.6% (16.1%/58.4%) that Moderate Income units formed and the 72.4% 
(42.3%/58.4%) that Above-Moderate Income units formed. For example, in Table 11, 
Bakersfield’s Higher Income Unit allocation is 19,250. The 19,250 value times 27.6% equals the 
5,317 Moderate Income Units reported in the table above and the 19,250 value times 72.4% 
equals the 13,933 Above-Moderate Income Units. 

- Kern Council 
~ of Governments -



 
BEFORE KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

STATE OF CALFORNIA, COUNTY OF KERN 
 
 
RESOLUTION NO. 22-XX 
 
In the matter of:  
 
ADOPTION OF THE KERN COG 6TH CYCLE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN (January 
2023- December 2031) 
 
 
 

WHEREAS, Kern Council of Governments (Kern COG) is a regional transportation planning agency and a 
metropolitan planning organization (MPO); and 
 
WHEREAS, California state housing element law requires Kern COG adopt a methodology for distributing the 
existing and projected regional housing need to each of the local jurisdictions within the Kern COG region; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) is required to consult 
with Kern COG in determining the existing and projected housing need for the region prior to each housing 
element cycle; and 
 
WHEREAS, on August 31, 2021, HCD provided Kern COG with a regional housing need of 57,650 units 
distributed among four income categories, very-low (25.4%), low (16.2%), moderate (16.1%), and above-
moderate (42.3%) for the 6th Housing Element Cycle (2023-2031); and 
 
WHEREAS, Kern COG conducted a public hearing on November 18, 2021 to formally receive verbal and 
written comments on the proposed Regional Housing Needs Allocation methodology, in addition to two public 
roundtable stakeholder meetings conducted in August and November 2021, community stakeholder survey, 
and four publicly accessible Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) meetings, four publicly 
accessible Transportation Planning and Policy Committee (TPPC) meetings discussing methodology 
development, 30-day public comment period; and 
 
WHEREAS, after considering the public comments and the RPAC and TPPC recommendation, on December 
17, 2021, Kern COG submitted the draft RHNA methodology for the 6th Housing Element Cycle to HCD for a 
60-day review; and 
 
WHEREAS, on February 14, 2022, HCD determined the draft RHNA methodology furthers the objectives set 
forth in state law, California Government Code Section 65584(d); and 
 
WHEREAS, on March 17, 2022, Kern Council of Governments adopted the final RHNA Methodology for the 
6th Housing Element Cycle (2023-2031); and 
 
WHEREAS, the state law requires that the RHNA is consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/ 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) land-use development pattern; and 
 
WHEREAS, Kern COG released the Draft RHNA allocation and plan to local jurisdictions and public for a 45-
day comment period from April 22, 2022 through June 6, 2022; received two comments from the City of 
Wasco and the City of Bakersfield, no appeal requests were received, and no revisions to the RHNA 
allocations or methodology were necessary; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT: 
 
Kern Council of Governments adopts the 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan (June 2023 - 
December 2031) attached hereto as "Attachment 1" and incorporated herein by this reference and authorizes 
the Chair and the Executive Director to sign the Resolution No. 22-XX  
 
AUTHORIZED AND SIGNED THIS 21ST DAY OF JULY 2022 



 
 
AYES: 
 
NOES: 
 
ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT: 
 
       ____________________________ 
       Bob Smith, Chair 
       Kern Council of Governments 
 
ATTEST: 
 
I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of a resolution of Kern Council of Governments duly 
authorized at a regularly scheduled meeting held on the 17th day of March 2022. 
 
 
 
_________________________________   Date: __________________________ 
Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 



 

July 25, 2022 

 

TO:  REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

SUBJECT:  AUGUST MEETING CANCELLATION NOTICE 

 
The meeting of the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) scheduled for 
Wednesday, August 3, 2022, has been cancelled. There are information items available on the 
website at https://www.kerncog.org/rpac-meetings/ 
 
The next regularly scheduled meeting will be Wednesday, August 31, 2022 (September 
meeting). Agenda materials will be mailed approximately one week prior to the meeting. 
 
 
Announcement: 
 California Forward Economic Summit taking place in Bakersfield in October. For more 

information, please visit: https://cafwd.org/summit/  

Kern Council 
of Governments 

https://www.kerncog.org/rpac-meetings/
https://cafwd.org/summit/


 
 
 
 
 
 
 

July 25, 2022 
 
TO:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee & Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
   
FROM:   Becky Napier, Deputy Director - Administration  
 
SUBJECT:   REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANT (REAP) 2.0 GUIDELINES 
 
INFORMATION: 

As the Committees will recall, during the May meetings of the Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
(RPAC) and the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC), REAP 2.0 was discussed. 
Specifically, pending issues were discussed that came out of the March 11 question and answer session 
held by the Department of Housing and Community Development. Those issues included:  

1. The source of the money has been altered. CALCOG made the following comment in a letter to 
HCD: “The $500 million is now coming from the “pandemic economic impacts” source of SLFRF 
funding. These funds are much more limited to specific types of housing projects and related 
project infrastructure. As a result, there is a significant mismatch between AB 140’s goals of 
supporting infill housing and VMT reduction and the more limited uses allowed by “pandemic 
economic impacts” funding program. We note that the Draft Guidelines now include a new 
objective of “Coronavirus Economic Recovery” that is not part of AB 140 or the earlier REAP 2.0 
Framework Paper published by HCD.” This impacts use of the funds for Transit projects. 

2. HCD indicated they will not approve funding for updating housing elements as this was the 
purpose of REAP 1.0. 

3. HCD does not have a timeline for issuance of the Final Guidelines and the Application. 
4. The deadline to apply for the funding (December 2022) cannot be changed by HCD as it is the 

date in the statute. 
5. Will separate accounting have to be done for the SLFRF funds vs. the general fund dollars? 

After discussion both the RPAC and the TTAC requested that no action be taken until the Final 
Guidelines have been released and both Committees have had time to review them. The Guidelines were 
scheduled to be released the week of July 18, 2022. As of the writing of this memorandum, the Final 
Guidelines have not been released.  

As soon as the Final Guidelines have been released, Kern COG Staff will notify all members of the RPAC 
and TTAC and request that the Committees be ready to discuss potential projects at the August 31 
(September) meetings. 
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July 25, 2022 
 

TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) 
 
FROM:  Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director 
    
SUBJECT:   SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITY GRANTS/COG ASSITANCE REQUESTS AND 

FEEDBACK MONITORING DATA - EMAIL REQUESTS DUE TO KERN COG FRIDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 30, 2022 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The 2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) 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.  This is an annual process 
reviewed by the TTAC and RPAC. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
A new 2-part strategy was proposed in the 2014 RTP to help our member agencies voluntarily monitor their 
progress toward the region’s air emission goals. The strategy also helps member agencies develop projects 
that will better compete under the new policies that emphasizes sustainability. Kern COG provides 
monitoring data along with technical assistance and grant writing assistance.   
 
The monitoring data helps inform our member agencies on how they are doing related to the region’s air 
emission goals.  The data provides sub-regional monitoring feedback and helps prioritize assistance using 
the regional travel model as part of this process. 
 
COG Technical Assistance  
 
The 2014 RTP was the first to contain an 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 and 
strategies immediately after the adoption of the 2008 Kern Regional Blueprint.   
 
Since 2009, Kern COG has awarded over $500,000 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 now the SCS.  This year there is $30k budgeted for Kern COG technical 
assistance grants, and additional funding is 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 
• transportation impact fee programs 
• general plan circulation element updates 
• Early transportation project development planning studies 
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Member Agencies Email Sustainable Community Planning/Project Development Ideas to Kern COG 
by Friday, September 30, 2022 - 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 30, 
2020 for consideration.  Requests may be made by email and should include a brief preliminary scope and 
budget regarding the planning level work 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 30, 2023, 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 the cities of Shafter and Tehachapi.  GrantFinder 
training is available by request;  Program contact: Linda at 661-635-2904 or lurata@kerncog.org or 
Susanne Campbell scampbell@kerncog.org. 
 
Prioritized Funding Policy for More Sustainable Projects - In November 2012 and most recently 
updated in March 2019, the Kern COG Board adopted the new project delivery policies and procedure 
(https://www.kerncog.org/policies/ ) to assist the region in promoting projects that better match the goals of 
the RTP/SCS.  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/microtransit network, and the City of 
Tehachapi has adopted the first city-wide “form-based-code” General Plan in California.  These types of 
projects are proliferating in the region in part because of new local project delivery policies. 
 
Monitoring Data Feedback 
 
The table in Attachment 2 shows the latest modeling of auto Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) per person 
(household population + employment by place of work) from the adoption of the 2022 RTP.  The total shows 
a 2.6 percent decrease in VMT between 2020 and 2022.  All regions show lower VMT per capita household 
population + employment by 2046 compared to 2020 except for Greater Taft, Arvin and Tehachapi.   
 
This technical and grant writing assistance program is a strategy in the 2022 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 – September 2022 
Attachment 2 – 2022 RTP/SCS Change in Daily Auto Miles Traveled 
Attachment 3 - Kern Sub Area Index and Vehicle Miles Traveled Maps  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:rball@kerncog.org
mailto:lurata@kerncog.org
http://grantfinder.com/
mailto:lurata@kerncog.org
mailto:scampbell@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncog.org/policies/
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Attachment 1  
 
Kern Sustainable Community Grant Resources – September 2022 

 
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 30, 2021. 
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 
- Transportation project development planning studies 
 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control 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 

- Emergency Vehicle Replacement Program, Alternate Fuel Mechanic Training - Heavy Duty 
Waste Haulers - School Bus Programs – AB 836 Wildfire Smoke ‘Clean Air Centers’ closed July 
15, 2022,  

 
Eastern Kern Air Pollution Control District 
DMV Grant and Voucher Program – www.kernair.org/Main_Pages/grants.html – Contact:  661-862-5250.  
NOTE: Some grant funds are distributed annually. Check the website. 
- DMV Vehicle Voucher Program is closed until October 1, 2022. 

- $4,000funding available for the purchase of a Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV) with an EPA Smog 
Score of 10   

- $2,000 funding available for the purchase of a Partial Zero Emission Vehicle (PZEV( with an EPA 
Smog Score of 8 or 9 

- DMV Grant Program ($50k max. per project) Projects include: Paving Dirt Roads to reduce fugitive 
dust emissions caused by vehicle travel, Installation of EV Charging Station or CNG refilling stations, 

mailto:rball@kerncog.org
mailto:bnapier@kerncog.org
http://valleyair.org/grants/
http://valleyair.org/grants/chargeup.htm
http://valleyair.org/grants/pev.htm
http://valleyair.org/grants/publictransport.htm
http://valleyair.org/grants/wastehaulers.htm
http://valleyair.org/grants/wastehaulers.htm
http://valleyair.org/grants/schoolbus.htm
http://www.kernair.org/
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Alternative Fuel Mechanics Training, Public Education Courses, and Innovative Vehicle-Related 
Emission Reduction Proposals accepted.   Applications opened annually. 2022 program closed  
February 25, 2022. Check the website in late 2022 for the next round of funding. 

 
Caltrans  
Sustainable Transportation Planning Grants FY 2021-2022 - Applications scheduled to be released in 
early fall 2020 with a due date in mid-fall 2020.   https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-
planning/regional-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants 
 
Active Transportation Program (ATP)-- Active Transportation Program (ATP) | Caltrans 
The California Transportation Commission (CTC) ATP Cycle 6 Call for Projects closed on March 16-17, 
2022 and closed on June 23, 2022..For MPO-directed funding, the Kern COG process follows the 
statewide application process, using that process to score projects for Kern COG consideration.. Kern COG 
announces the ATP Cycle funding to its member agencies via email and in technical advisory committee 
meetings. 
 
Transportation Planning Resources – http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.html 
 
 
Strategic Growth Council (SGC) 
Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities (AHSC) Program make it easier for Californians to 
drive less by making sure housing, jobs, and key destinations are accessible by walking, biking, and transit. 
AHSC Round 6 is processing on schedule. Final guidelines will be announced and a NOFA released in 
October 2022 with applications due in February 2023.  https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/ahsc/  
Transformative Climate Communities (TCC) Program empowers the communities most impacted by 
pollution to choose their own goals, strategies, and projects to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and local 
air pollution. The SGC Round 4 application process closed on July 1, 2022 with awards scheduled to be 
approved in October 2022.  The TCC Program does not currently have funding allocated a fifth round of 
awards  https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/tcc/ 
 
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: https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-
funding/active-funding/index.shtml 

 
Super NOFA-Announced March 2022 and closed July 12, 2022 combined four 
programs into one application: Multifamily Housing Program (MHP), Infill Infrastructure 
Gant (IIG) Program, Veteran’s Housing and Homelessness Prevention (VHHP) 
Program, and Joe Serna, Jr. Farmworker Housing Grant (FWHG) Program. 

 
California Natural Resources Agency - https://resources.ca.gov/grants 
The California Natural Resources Agency Bonds and Grant unit administers various programs. They offer 
listserv registration for some program notifications. For instance, the Environmental Enhancement and 
Mitigation Program is an annual program (solicitation closed for 2022) offering grants to local, state and 
federal governmental agencies and to nonprofit organizations for projects to mitigate the environmental 
impacts caused by new or modified public transportation facilities.  Visit the website to obtain information 
about the various programs (including an extensive 43-page list of “other” funding programs), project 
eligibility requirements and application due dates.  
 

https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning/regional-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning/regional-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/local-assistance/fed-and-state-programs/active-transportation-program
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.html
https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/ahsc/
https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/tcc/
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/index.shtml
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/index.shtml
https://resources.ca.gov/grants
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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.  
 
California Energy Commission - https://www.energy.ca.gov/funding-opportunities 
The California Energy Commission offers a variety of funding opportunities to advance the state’s transition 
to clean energy and transportation through innovation, efficiency, and the development and deployment of 
advanced technologies. 
 
United States Department of Energy | Energy Efficiency & Renewable Energy |Alternative Fuels 
Data Center - Alternative Fuels Data Center: California Laws and Incentives (energy.gov) 
https://afdc.energy.gov/laws/state_summary?state=ca 
California Transportation Data for Alternative Fuels and Vehicles - Find transportation data and information 
about alternative fuels and advanced vehicles in California, including laws and incentives, fueling stations, 
fuel prices, and more. 
 
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. UpLiftCA was created by The Greenlining Institute in partnership with several organizations 
involved in finding solutions for the impacts from air pollution and climate change on Califonrnia’s 
underserved communities. 
 
Kern Council of Governments has posted its EV Charging Station Installation Resources List to its website: 
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/EVCS_Toolkit_Resources_202206.pdf 
 
Federal Funding Opportunities:  Visit the Federal grants portal and create an account using your 
agencie’s Unique Entity Identifier (UEI).  https://www.grants.gov/   

https://www.arb.ca.gov/ba/fininfo.htm
https://www.energy.ca.gov/funding-opportunities
https://afdc.energy.gov/laws/state_summary?state=ca
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/EVCS_Toolkit_Resources_202206.pdf
https://www.grants.gov/
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Attachment 2 – How Sub Areas of Kern County are Doing on Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled. 
 

2022 RTP Change in Daily Auto Miles Traveled Compared to the Old Plan 
 
 

l

2020
2046 Old 
Plan 2046 Plan 2020

2046 Old 
Plan 2046 Plan 2020

2046 Old 
Plan 2046 Plan

2020 & 2046 
Old Plan

2020 & 2046 
Plan

1 Greater Taft 1,139,077    1,459,016    1,447,492    27,496        33,334        33,221        41.43   43.77     43.57       5.7% 5.2% -0.5%
2 Greater McFarland 895,810       1,013,188    1,016,217    25,972        32,597        32,426        34.49   31.08     31.34       -9.9% -9.1% 0.7%
3 Greater Wasco 1,477,836    1,804,142    1,771,176    38,691        53,046        52,749        38.20   34.01     33.58       -11.0% -12.1% -1.1%
4 Greater Tehachapi 1,971,680    3,617,143    4,312,417    42,817        80,198        92,588        46.05   45.10     46.58       -2.1% 1.1% 3.2%
5 Greater Bakersfield 15,674,973  19,140,950 19,128,176 792,093      1,011,853   1,016,113   19.79   18.92     18.82       -4.4% -4.9% -0.5%
6 Greater Cal City/Mojave 1,054,411    1,397,478    1,365,859    25,727        40,094        38,396        40.99   34.86     35.57       -15.0% -13.2% 1.8%
7 Greater Lake Isabella 769,798       880,509       727,855       19,215        23,285        21,160        40.06   37.81     34.40       -5.6% -14.1% -8.5%
8 Greater Ridgecrest 775,055       802,517       736,566       49,742        58,629        58,265        15.58   13.69     12.64       -12.2% -18.9% -6.7%
9 Greater Frazier Park 607,109       1,033,872    1,214,202    11,855        21,399        26,800        51.21   48.31     45.31       -5.7% -11.5% -5.9%

10 Greater Shafter 2,173,354    3,022,792    3,057,541    47,887        73,573        73,203        45.39   41.09     41.77       -9.5% -8.0% 1.5%
11 Greater Arvin 1,011,263    1,290,470    1,226,085    30,692        37,201        35,672        32.95   34.69     34.37       5.3% 4.3% -1.0%
12 Greater Delano 1,626,396    1,720,906    1,703,981    63,266        72,919        72,297        25.71   23.60     23.57       -8.2% -8.3% -0.1%
13 Greater Maricopa 204,836       203,423       197,277       1,625           1,636          1,628          126.05 124.34   121.16     -1.4% -3.9% -2.5%
14 Greater Rosamond 870,768       966,958       977,382       32,894        41,336        42,061        26.47   23.39     23.24       -11.6% -12.2% -0.6%

Total / Average: 30,252,367  38,353,362 38,882,226 1,209,973   1,581,100   1,596,578   25.00   24.26     24.35       -3.0% -2.6% 0.4%
16 Gateway 9,085,626    9,971,386    10,338,693 

All Travel 39,337,992  48,324,748 49,220,919 

(percent)

Persons = Household Population + 
Employment (by place of work) Auto Miles Traveled/Person % Change from Base 2020

Progress 
Compare
d to Old 

Plan

RSA VMT

(miles) (persons) (miles/person)

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)  

  

D Greater Arvin 

D Metro Bakersfield 

D Greater Cal City/Mojave 

D Greater Delano 

D Greater Frazier Park 

D Greater Lake Isabella 

D Greater Maricopa 

D Greater McFarland 

D Greater Ridgecrest 

D Greater Rosamond 

D Greater Shafter 

D Greater Taft 

D Greater Tehachapi 

D Greater Wasco 
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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 
 
 
 

 
 



The September Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee 
(TTAC) and Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee (RPAC) 

meetings being held on 
August 31, 2022 will be In-

Person Meetings. 
Committee Members will need 
to attend In-Person to vote. A 

GoTo Meeting option is 
available for other attendees. 

 

Meeting location: 
Kern COG Board Room 
1401 19th Street, Third Floor 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
 
If you have any questions, please contact Becky Napier at 
bnapier@kerncog.org or 661-827-7773. 

mailto:bnapier@kerncog.org


KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
MEETING OF REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG BOARD ROOM                            WEDNESDAY            
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                  August 31, 2022 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                              1:30 P.M.  

 

Dial +1 (312) 878-3080      https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702  
Access Code: 586-617-702  

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 July 6, 2022. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
IV. AN OVERVIEW ON THE INTEGRATED PEFORMANACE MEASURES ANALYSIS AND 

EXEMPLARY PUBLIC OUTREACH PROCESS FOR THE 2022 RTP (Ball) 
 
Comment: An overview presentation on the Draft 2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 
Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) integrated performance measure analysis and the public 
outreach process has been prepared.   

 
Action: Information. 

 
V. APPROVAL OF THE 6TH CYCLE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN AND 

ONLINE MAPPING TOOL PRESENTATION (Invina-Jayasiri) 
 
Comment: The 6TH Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan was approved by 
California Department of Housing & Community Development (HCD) on August 17, 2022. The 
consultant team will present an online RHNA mapping tool.  

 
Action: Provide input on On-line mapping tool. 
 

VI. LAND USE AND TRANSPORTATION PLANNING TOOLS (Raymond) 
 

Comment: Report from Land Use & Transportation Tools Evaluation Workshop held by UC Davis on 
August 9th. 
 
Action: Information. 
  

https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702


VII. MOBILITY INNOVATIONS AND INCENTIVES PROGRAM – STATUS REPORT (Urata) 
 
Comment: To help meet stringent air quality standards, Kern COG promotes deployment of 
alternative fuel vehicle technologies. This report provides staff activity information and provides 
funding information. 
 
Action: Information. Technical/grant writing assistance requests from member agencies are due 
to Kern COG by September 30, 2022. 
 

VIII. SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITY GRANTS/COG ASSISTANCE REQUESTS AND FEEDBACK 
MONITORING DATA - EMAIL REQUESTS DUE TO KERN COG FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 30, 2022 
 (Ball) 
 
Comment: The 2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) 
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.  
This is an annual process reviewed by the TTAC and RPAC.  
 
Action: Information. Technical/grant writing assistance requests from member agencies are due to 
Kern COG by September 30, 2022. 

 
IX. SPECIAL PRESENTATION BY THE BAKERSFIELD SENIOR CENTER 

 
X. REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 (Napier) 

 
Comment: The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP 2.0) are a key part of strategic 
investments toward a more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all areas of the 
state. REAP 2.0 builds on the success of 2019’s REAP program but expands the focus by integrating 
housing and climate goals and allowing for broader planning and implementation investments, 
including infrastructure.  
 
Action: Discuss potential projects for the REAP 2.0 funding and have a frank discussion concerning 
whether projects meet all of the objectives. Provide staff direction on viable projects that can be 
completed before June 30, 2026 and provide staff direction. 

 
XI. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
XII. MEMBER ITEMS 
 

XIII. ADJOURNMENT 
The next scheduled meeting will be October 5, 2022.  



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
  

KERN COG CONFERENCE ROOM                     WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                        July 6, 2022 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                              1:30 P.M. 
  
Chairman Staples called the meeting to order at 1:37 p.m. 
 

I. ROLL CALL: 
 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Steve Esselman Shafter 

     Mark Staples  Taft 
     Heather Spurlock Ridgecrest 
     Lorena Mendibles Caltrans 
     Ricardo Perez  GET 
     Derek Abbott  Community Member 
     Asha Chandy  Community Member 
     Christine Viterelli Arvin 

  
KERN COG STAFF:  Becky Napier  Ahron Hakimi    
     Ben Raymond  Rob Ball 
     Raquel Pacheco Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri 
     Tom Whitaker 
            
OTHERS:    Dave Dmohowski Home Builders 
     Troy Hightower  TDH Associates 
     Scott Harriman  RGS 
     Scott Lau  Caltrans 
      
    

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 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 Esselman made a motion to approve the discussion summary of May 4, 
2022, seconded by Committee Member Abbott, approved with a unanimous ROLL CALL 
VOTE. 
 

IV. RECOMMENDATION ON THE DRAFT FINAL 2022 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
PLAN/SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY; DRAFT FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT; DRAFT FINAL 2023 FEDERAL TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAM; CORRESPONDING DRAFT FINAL AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY ANALYSIS 
AND RESPONSE TO COMMENTS (Ball) 
 
Comment: The 4-year public involvement process gathered input from approximately 7,000 
residents for the long- and near-term federal transportation planning documents, and 



concluded on June 16, 2022, with the closure of a 55-day public review period for the Draft 
2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS); Draft 
2023 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP), and corresponding Draft Air 
Quality Conformity Analysis (Conformity); and a 45 day review for the associated Draft 
Programmatic Environmental Impact Report (PEIR).  All documents are available online at 
https://www.kerncog.org/2022-rtp/. 
 
Committee Member Perez made a motion to recommend the Transportation Planning Policy 
Committee Authorize the Chair to Sign the Resolutions approving The Final 2022 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy; Final 2023 Federal Transportation 
Improvement Program; Final Programatic Environmental Impact Report; Corresponding Final 
Air Quality Conformity Analysis and Response to Comments; seconded by Committee 
Member Viterelli approved with a unanimous ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
V. UPDATE ADOPTION OF FINAL DRAFT REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION 

(RHNA) PLAN (Invina-Jayasiri) 
 
Comment: The Final Draft 6TH Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan is 
scheduled to be adopted concurrently with the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and 
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS). 
 
Committee Member Viterelli made a motion to recommend that the Transportation Planning 
Policy Committee adopt the Final 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan; 
seconded by Committee Member Esselman approved with a unanimous ROLL CALL VOTE 

 
VI. ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 
Ms. Napier announced that she checked the HCD website for the REAP 2 Guidelines and 
they are still not available. Hopefully they will be available to discuss at the August meeting. 
  

VII. MEMBER ITEMS 
 

• Committee Member Spurlock from Ridgecrest discussed the potential for 3D 
computer generated ADU units. She stated that the life cycle may only be 15 years. 

• Committee Member Mendibles announced that the NOFA for Connected 
Communities Pilot Program Webinar will be July 14.  

 
VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

 
With no other business, the meeting was adjourned at 2:03 p.m. The next scheduled meeting 
of the RPAC is August 3, 2022.  

https://www.kerncog.org/2022-rtp/
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IV. 
RPAC 
 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

August 31, 2022 

Regional Planning Advisory Committee 

Ahron Hakimi,  
Executive Director 

By:  Rob Ball,  
Deputy Director/Planning Director 

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: IV. 
AN OVERVIEW ON THE INTEGRATED PEFORMANACE MEASURES ANALYSIS AND 
EXEMPLARY PUBLIC OUTREACH PROCESS FOR THE 2022 RTP 

DESCRIPTION: 

An overview presentation on the 2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Sustainable Community 
Strategy (SCS) integrated performance measure analysis and the public outreach process has been 
prepared.   

DISCUSSION: 

State and federal regulations have steadily placed greater emphasis on performance measures and public 
outreach in the regional transportation planning process.  Since 2001 Kern COG has taken these 
regulations seriously, developing, adapting, and implementing an integrated performance measure process 
that tracks system level, smart mobility framework, health equity, environmental justice, and title VI 
measures.   In addition, Kern COG’s decision makers balance the feedback from performance measures 
for environmental justice and title VI communities with an aggressive public outreach effort that provides 
numerous opportunities for the all members of the public to provide input to the regional transportation 
planning process.  The 4-year 2022 RTP public outreach process successfully garnered input from 
approximately 7,000 participants, which is 1% of the adult population, a similar level of participation to prior 
RTP update processes. 

In the 2010 RTP Guidelines adopted by the California Transportation Commission, Kern COG’s Integrated 
Performance Measure process was the only one in the state identified as a “Best Practice” for 
environmental justice analysis.  In the recently updated 2017 RTP guidelines, Kern COG was the only 
Medium/Small Metropolitan Planning Organization cited as an “Exemplary Planning Practice” for its Public 
Education/Outreach program.  In 2022 Kern COG was a first runner-up in the State Local Technical 
Assistance Program (LTAP) for its integrated performance measure process and a nominee for the national 
LTAP competition. 

The Public Outreach process is Appendix C to the 2022 RTP, and the Performance Measure Analysis is 
Appendix D.   Both are available online at http://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/ . 

ACTION: Information. 

Attachment: Presentation Slides 

Kern Council 
of Governments 

http://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/
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1 

3 

Case Study: Balancing an Integrated State/Federal 
Transportation Performance Measure Process with Public 
Participation in a Mid-Size Metropolitan Statistical Area, 

Kern COG, Bakersfield, CA 

!I -l(.,11Counc:II 
of<iowff'lfflfflU 

Unified Field Theory for Performance Measures (PM) 
3 Dimensions of RTP PM Integration in Kern 

2 

4 

Land Use/Travel Model Forecasting Method is Based 
on Observed (Lag) Data and Update Every 4 years 

Air qua lity __ ..,. 

monitors, 
EMFAC 

vpdat~ 

~ 
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5 

PMs Measure RTP Goals - Plan, System Level, Travel 

Model Forecast Data Timeframe (mostly) RTP Ch. 2 & App. o 
1) Mobility/Health Equity (Tables D4, 5) - Calculates average trip time by mode (auto and transit) from 

aggregate Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZs) [Vehicle hours/trips] 

2) Accessibility/Economic Well-Being/Health Equity (D6, 7) - Calculates average trip time by mode 
(auto and transit) to major job centers at the aggregate TAZ level_ Accessibility also provides an 
economic measure by indicating the level of congestion around major job centers that may affect 
freight movement (Vehicle hours/ttips to job centers] 

3) Efficiency/Cost-Effectiveness (D8, 9) - Calculates the planned expend iture per passenger miles 
traveled. Calculates passenger miles traveled by both vehicle and transit networks for current and 
planned transit projects (increased headway, new routes) and capacity-increasing road project links in 
future years, at the aggregate TAZ level. These figures are divided by the total investment in these 
projects and used to calculate their cost-effectiveness [Person miles traveled/cost] 

4) Livability/Consumer Satisfaction (D10) - Calculates the average trip delay after feedback between 
constrained and unconstrained roadways on links at the aggregate TAZ level (Minutes of delay] 

Kern RTP PMs (continued) 

Similar PM3 9) Reliability/Congestion (D18) - Calculates the distance of Level of Service (LOS) D through F links 
but forecast [Vehicle miles of travel in congestion) 

. . 10) Reliability/Safety/Health Equity (D19) - Calculates the percentage increase between property 
s,m,far PMl damage, injury, and fatal accident rates between base year 2020 and 2046 [expected accident rates by 
but forecast type and volume] 

a 
.g 

1 
a 

!I 
~ ouncll 
of Gover""''""'' 

7 

11) Federal PM1 Safety/Health Equity (D20) - Calculates vehicle fatality and serious injury rates 
per 100M miles traveled, and Bicycle/Pedestrian combined fatality/serious injury rates per 1000 
people 

12) Federal PM2 Sustainability/Preservations (D21) - Calculates percent pavement and bridge 
condition that is rated good or fair on National Highway System (NHS) and compare to the target 

13) Federal PM3 Mobility/Accessibility (D22) - Calculates travel time reliability on NHS using 
NPMRDS data and compares to the state target 

Kern RTP PMs (continued) 

References 5) Environment/Health Equity (D11) - Calculates vehicle emissions of NOx per person for the valley 
federal an~ mountain/desert portions of ~em and PM-1 0 for the . Indian We_l ls Valley. NOx is_ a precursor 

conformity emission for both ozone and partIculat~ matter 2.5 for which the MoJave Desert (including mountain 
analysis areas) and the San Joaquin Valley portions of Kern have exceeded the federal standards. The Indian 

Wells Valley pcrtion of Kern has only exceeded the PM-1 0 standard 

6) Environment/Health Equity (D12, 17) - Calculates the percentage change in households within 1/, 
mile of roadway volumes greater than 100,000 in urban and the various aggregated TAZ levels 

SimilarPM2 
but forecast 7) Sustainability/Preservation (D13) - Provides for maintenance as the system expands 

Stakeholde, 8) Environment/Land Consumption/Health Equity (D16) - Calculates percent change in farmland 

6 

8 

requested outside city spheres of influence 

8) Equity (D14, 15) - Calculates the passenger miles traveled and compares to the percentage of 
investment in each area [Percent of Person Miles Traveled in and out of analysis areas compared to 
Percent of Cost) 

2000 - Evolving/Overlapping Plan Geographic Areas 

10 Federal 

System Level PMs 
Federal EJ Areas 

Count~wide 

Environmental Justice Areas 
(Minority & Low-Income Areas) 

8/20/2.0ll. 
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2010 - Evolving/Overlapping Plan Geographic Areas 

9 

10 Federal 
System Level PMs 
Federal EJ Areas 

State of CA Smart 
Mob ility 
Framework 

(Minority & Low-In 

Kern County 
Identifying EJ Areas 

2004, 2007 RTPs 
Kern COG 2000 Census Method 
Predominantly Minority/Low 
Income/Seniors ., 

--

t._-,][!j!<ISP'>r.t.ltio<l-Arialysis-Zon 
• ( u 

2011, 2014 RTPs 
UC Davis CEVA Method 
Disadvantaged/Environmental 
Degraded A~eas 

11 

... 

2018 - Evolving/Overlapping Plan Geographic Areas 

10 Federal 
System Level PMs 
Federal EJ Areas 

State of CA Smart 
Mobility 
Framework 
Federal Tit le VI 
Areas 
Fed PMs 1-3 

!I 
~ ouncll ~ ......... . 

ol Gov~nmfflh 

10 

o Title VI - Persons of Color Areas -
Tit le VI, 42 U.S.C. § 2000d et seq. 1964 Civil 
Rights Act. No person, on the grounds of~ 
fQ!Q[. or nat ional origin is excluded from 
participation in, denied the benefits of, or 
subjected to discrimination under any program 
or activity receiving Federal financial 
assistance. 

o Environmental Justice (EJ) - Low 
Income Areas and/or Persons of 
Color - Executive Order 12898 issued by 
President Clinton in 1994. Its purpose is to 
focus attention on the environmental and 
human health effects of federal actions on 
minority and low-income populations ONLY 
with the goal of achieving environmental 
protection for al l communities. 

12 

Persons 
of Color 

80th 

Percentile 

Low 
Income 

80th 

Percentile 

8/20/2.(J21 
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2018 - 2022 RTPs - U.S. EPA EJ Screen Tool Input Layers 
Combined for EJ Areas and Converted from Block Groups to 
TAZs 

13 

Title VI 
Areas 

EJ 
Areas 

--TAZ Level o f Geography 

2000 - Evolving/Integrated PM Result Tables (1 of 19 Result Tables) 

Accessibility: Commuters/Freight (Average Travel Time to Job Centers) 

• Travel t imes get I Place Type I 2020 2046 Build 2046 No Build I 
worse in 2046 but 
no build is worse 
t han build 1 "°""'ywm I 12.09 12.37 12.74 I 

• EJ (Table D-6b) Table 0-6b: EJ TAZs Average Travel Time to Major Job Centers - Highway (minutes) 

countywide areas I 
fare better than 

Place Type I 2020 2°"68uild I 2046 No Build I 
all areas 

• Table Matrix for 
highways & 

~ mtywKle I 12.05 I 12.29 I 12.66 =i 
transit for most 
measures 

!I 
~ oun,:11 
of Gowi"nmtnu 

15 

8/20/2021 
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2010 - Evolving/Integrated PM Result Tables (1 of 17 Result Tables) 

Accessibility (Average Travel Time to Job Centers) 

• Added Smart Place Type I 2020 2046 Build 2046NoBuild 

Mobility Urban/Metro I 10.15 I 10.29 10.69 

Framework RuralAteas I 16.96 I 17.36 17.28 

(Urban/Rural) Countywide I 12.09 12.37 12.74 

• No Build is Worse 
than Build for al l Table 0-6b: EJ TAZs Average Travel Time to Majo r Job Centers - Highway (minutes) 

areas. Pl.ace Type I 2020 2046 Build 2046No9uild 

• EJ Rural areas Urban/Me110 I 9.83 I 10 10.38 

(Table D-6b) Rural Areas I 18.24 I 18.18 18.34 

perform w orse 
than all areas but 

~ ntywkje I 12.05 I 12.29 12.66 

countywide fares 
better 

!I 
~ oundl 
of~rnmienu 

16 
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2018 - Evolving/Integrated PM Result Tables (1 of 17 Result Tables) 
Accessibility (Average Travel Time to Job Centers) 

. Added Title VI Place Type 2020 2046 Build 2041 No Build 

Areas Urban/Metro 10.15 10.29 I 10 .69 

No Build is Worse 
Rural Areas 1696 17.36 I 17.28 . 

than Build for all 
Countywide 12.09 12 .37 12.74 

areas. Table D-6b: EJ TAZs Average Travel Time to Major Job Centers - Highway {minutes) 

. Title VI areas Pl.ace Type 2020 2046 Build 2046 No Build 

(Table D-6b) Urban/Metro 9 .83 10 I 10 .38 

perform better Rural Areas 18.24 18.18 I 18.34 

t han all areas Countywlde 12.05 12.29 12.66 

countywide but Table D-6c: Title VI TAZs Average Travel Time to Major Job Centers• Highway (minutes) 
w orse for rural. 

Plac, Type I 2020 I 204& Build 2048 No8uild 

!I Urban/Metro I 9.96 I 10 .15 10.59 

RutalAleas I 1942 I 19.3 1 19.68 -l<em Council Countywlde I 12.02 I 12.29 12.75 
ofGo\l,emmff!IJ 

17 

2018-2022 - Efficiency of Transit Expenditures 
Average investment per daily passenger mile traveled 

Table D-9a: Average Dally Investment per Passenger Mile Traveled - Transit 
2018 RTP 2022 RTP . Higher $ means Place Type 2042 Place Type , ... 

we are spending UrbanfMetro .32 Urban/Metro 1.60 
more in that Rural Areas I .27 I Rural Areas r 3.20 I 
area County...;de .32 Coun<yw"8 2.00 

Table D-9b: EJ TAZs Average Dally Investment per Passenger Mlle Traveled -Transit . EJ Rural Area 
expenditures 

Place Type 2042 Place Type 2046 

more efficient 
UrbanlMetro A3 \kbaNMOln> 2.02 

than countywide Rural Areas f .20 l Rural Areas I 2.65 I 

may be an issue Counly,,,;de .38 Coun<yw"8 2.18 

Table D-9c: Title VI TAZs Average Dally Investment per Passenger Mlle Traveled -Transit . Dial-a-ride/ 
Miocar in rural 

Place Type 2042 Place Type 2046 

areas not Urban/Metro .49 "'1>a<vMoln> 2.38 

analyzed Rural Areas f .13 l Rural Areas I 3.87 I 

Counly,,,;de .40 Coo•- 2.62 

19 

RTP Measures Correspond to RTP Goals 
8 out of 10 Measures have a State Required Health Equity Component 
2018 2022 
I"_ ·- --r: ·- II Mobility/Health Equity (transit) - Improve the mobility of people and freight; 

= _.,.....t· ~ rJ Accessibility/Economic Being/Health Equity (transit ) - Improve accessibility t o, and 
: ....,..--t:. : , _.,.....t:. t he economic well being of, major employment and other regional activity centers; 
-~ j-. .-,:; -. 3. Efficiency/Cost Effectiveness/ Health Equity (t ransit) - Maximize the efficiency and 
-, J-•- -, -1,,J· cost effectiveness of t he exist ing and future transportat ion system; 
.j'/ t :r--~:. 9 Livability/Customer Satisfaction - Promote livable communities and satisfaction of 

--=· · -; consumers with the transportation system; 
-r J I Environment/Health Equity - Improve Local and Regional Air Quality 

__ -;;. ·--_ • Sustainability/Preservation - Provide for preservation and expansion of the system 
- ' .,.....t. while minimizing effects on the environment; 

7. Equity/Health Equity (t ransit)- Ensure an equitable distribution of t he benefits 
_ __ among various demographic and user groups. 

= ~ :. Ill Land Consumption/Health Equity - Promote wa lking and biking through more 
.- -. compact development options 

- c-a-:!· -6 :. I Health Equity- Promote Hea lth Care Cost Sav ings =r J :. :""'r It:. 10. Reliability/Safety/Health Equity - Improve t he reliability and safety of the 
- - t ransportation system; 

18 

2022 - Equity 

Transit$ Compared 
to PMT 

20 

Higher $ means we 
are spending more 
in that area 

Rural Area 
expenditures less 
t han PMT which 
may be an issue 

Dial-a-ride/Miocar 
in rural areas not 
analyzed 

ransportat o 

Plac4 Type ,......,. Total lnvntmenr PMT % lnvettment % 
(countywl<M) (countywlN) 

U"""1Metro 20,430.000 1,878,000,000 48 80 

Rur;,iJ\re:te 2 1,923,000 -460,000,000 52 20 

eouo.,.... 42,353,000 2,338,000,000 100 100 

Table D-14b: EJ TAZs Percentage of Passenger Miles Traveled Verses Planned Transportation 
Investment by 2046- Highways (miles, $) 

(EJ areas should rece ive investment roughly equal to or greater than the •1. PMT) 

.,...,,,,. 204PMT Total lnv .. t!Mnt PMT % (comp,1r.ct lnYHtlMnt % 
to all TAZs (compar.clto ■II 
countywlde) TAZs countywlde) - 14,853,000 1,537,000,000 35 .. 

Rur• Aren 18.776.000 288.000.000 « 12 

~ 33.629.000 1.825.000.000 79 78 

Table D-14c: Title VI TAZs Percentage of Passenger Miles Traveled Verses Planned Transportatio 
Investment by 2046 - Highways (miles, $) 

(TiUe VI areas should receive Investment roughly equal lo or greater than the o/o PMT) 

.,...,,,,. 204PMT Tot■ l lnvnt!Mnt PMT '% (compar.ct lnYHtlMnl 'l'e 
t o all TAZs (compar.ct 10 111 
count}'Wkte) TAZscountywlde) - 1).500.000 1,-400.000,000 32 GO 

RIKal Areas 14,'°4,000 153,000,000 34 

"""""""" 27,913,000 1,"3,000,000 .. .. 

8/20/20ll. 
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2022 - Reliability/Safety - Forecasted Increase in Accidents 

Table D-19a: All TAZs Annualized Accident Statistics for Annual Average Daily Traffic 
Countywide Title VI Areas 

Place Type 2020 211<6 Percentage Increase I Percentage Increase 

Urban/Metro 

Property damage 3,112 3,897 25 24 

Injury 1,774 2.221 25 24 

Fatality 63 80 27 24 

Rural 

Property damage 3,657 4 ,432 21 [El 
Injury 2 ,086 2,526 21 [EJ 
Fatality 70 90 29 28 

Countywide 

Property damage 6,783 8 ,344 23 [El 
Injury 3 ,866 4 ,756 23 [EJ 
Fatality 137 170 24 22 

21 

Federal Safety, Road Condition, and Travel Time PMs 1-3 
Use Observed Data Rather than Forecasted Model Data 

https:(/www.kerncog.org/federal-periormance-measures/ 

Required for 2018 RTP 

PMl (Safety) Approved by RPAC/COG 
Board in February 2018 and included in 
t he 2018 RTP 

New for 2022 RTP 

23 

PM2 (Bridge-Pavement Condit ion) 

PM3 {Travel Time Reliability) 

.... .. .... 

Federal Performance Measures 

Und«ther~uiremenuof~f!NHnll~sporution~,ngbill\MM-• ) sutn~ 

rnftfopol,1.11n ptarm,ng or1411,uoto0m a•t rfl!u•rl'd lo ,1nnu.a!lymon,1or pt'fform.anc:e mNWre 

p,oc.rm lhrough the s1.ao1ewodto •nd fflf't<opoht.an pl.ann,ng pro«Ss for th.- follow,n, items· 

P'-' l 8ndge •nd Pave-mer1t Cotid,tlOl'I 

PM J • Trolve-t TimeR~i,1biJ1ty 

T!10SJ>Ort.ll on Perlomwice Measur.s- 2022 PU J 

IransportJl n Performance MNwrn 2021 PU J 1 

ftMS,pOrtat >n Perfo,-icit M~ 2020 P,., J 

Tr~rt.1bonPellormanceMUsuffl 201':IP/.fJ 

T,a~tQnP(-rl,;,rrunc:el-!a,ure, 2018Pl.fl J 

In add,1,on, Kern COG includes an lnttgr.1tl'd Perform,111(t Me.asu1es~~ .an .1pptndlll to 

U..lnO'ilrK.ntty.a,dopied ll ;;on.all Jl 

Ei#IMHIM 

HibMhhW 
22 

Diet Xffc· 

____ ,. ~ ..,,0ru,u~ Tra
0

nsportation R~lated Factors_ affect less than 
L.Gu~Activitv 7 "-301/o of the region s hea lth ranking: 

eri 

Phytical ·-· 11°"1 

s I 

• 4% - Exercise (walking, biking) 
A«=•

0
<M• 8%. Employment (economic growth) 

ry a es 

8% • Income (economic growth) 
2.5% - Air (vehicle emissions) 
5% - Housing & Transit (job access, wa lking) 

More than half of the Transportation Related 
Factors are economic growth related. 

Forecast 2021-2026 

uru: CHP SW ITRS data, Kern COG Travel Model 

orecast years assume base year serious Injury rates per mile of travel (VMT) stay same . 
arget assumes we will do better than the base year model rate, 

24 

8/20/20ll 
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PRELl~j NARY R.w" '-' • t-df.at,•fai•~Rarn~l M'v' ,.,-....,~4,"Yll,I l' 

.,,...,....__ 
ern "l; ... --.., ... Forecast 2021 2026 

I 1>ar ··--•-- "verage -- I 

-
~ - ~ 

-
lfll ali ,Y at • 

' ::, =, ::. ~ .. ~· ~, - m, - m, 

u rce: CHP SWfTRS data, Kern COG Travel Model 

orecast years assume base year fatality rates per mile of travel (VMT) stay same. 
argeta~su.1)111_S we will do better than t he base year model rate. 

25 

m, m, >»• "" 

Federal PM2 Pavement/Bridge Condition on National 
Highway System (NHS) Routes 

!I 

120% 

100% 

80% 

60% 

40% 

20% 

°" 

K~n Courw::H 

27 

NHS 
Pavement Condition 

10% 5'16 

65% 
82% 

30% 

■Good 

2019 Condition- Kern 2019 Target• Kern 

Simplified PM2 
Reporting in RTP 

Fair 
120% 

100% 

80% 

60% 

40% 

20% 

°" 

Poor NHS 
Bridge Condition 

"" 5'16 

28% .,,. 

67'<, 
46% 

2019 Condition- Kern 2019 Target- Kern 

2011 Obffrted 2011 T•1ge1 

% Good or F•lr ,r. Good or F•ir 

., " 

"" 

PRELIMINARY-Optional Measure (not federally required) 

ern O
~o . ~d + 81~ IOJUl~S I f.il.thhcsR.itt Pl!'r 1000Poput.tlion ,, _________ _ •l { Forecast 2021-2026 

" 
C: 
0 
j 00001> 

"3 
C. 
0 

Cl. 

~ 
-;; 
~ 

Fat ty te 

'"' _ .... ,,..wiooo ooooor. 
_ .,,.,,,...,.,.,/\rw 00000, 

- ~ .. lo► ...... ll•ftt,1/1000 o.oQOON 

'"' ·-..... "" ..... ...... -
urce: CHP SWITRS data, Kern COG Travel Model 

mo . .... 
OoODIIS 00000' 

orecast years assume base year fatality rates per mile of travel (VMT) stay same. 

26 

UOOOI ..... .... , ·-

PM3 93% 2018 Travel Time Reliability, 2021 Target 74% 

28 

Data from NPMRDS Fall 2022: Two New CMAQ PMs: PHED & Non-SOV for Urbanized Areas >200k 

NHS travel time rellablllty 
Reliable 

- Not Reliable 
Data not collected 

Percent of Vehicles Trave l Time Reliabil ity 

~al Hours of Peak Excessive Oelc1y (PHEOJ Per C.ipita 

1 Percent of Non-Single Occupancy Vehlclt (SOV) Travel 

2018 Ob .. rvtd 
% Rellablll 

2021 T•~ .......__,, 

% Rell•ble 

P/20/2ffll 
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Congestion Management Program PMs 

29 

State routes and 
selected major local 
arterials 
Base year model 
validation LOS 
LOS F routes subject 
to corridor study that 
looks at alternative 
modes 

Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP} 
STIP Guidelines Now Require Project Level PMs 

Table B2 Evalualion. -level Cost- · · Measures 
2 2042 20U 20'2 2042 

uild No8uild Build NoBuil<I 8ud<I 

SR48Widening SR14Widening 

NA NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA NA 

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 

NA NA NA 

NA NA NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA NA NA 

!I NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA 
NA NA NA NA =~ti NA NA NA 
NA NA 0 

NA NA 
NA NA 
NA NA ,., 0.38 
0 0.655 

31 

Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) PMs 

Table 7 PM 3 Pro,ects r.i.11 TAMP,o)Kts 

30 

32 

S umm•ry of Perfonn1nu Pro/ecu In tM 202:S FTIP 

~ ___, "°' ,........ "°''--
., "°!Kb c.c ,...,.c.c --

ua.uus.i 

U ,Ml,JIJ.~ 100" 

,.....,. ... .,,~ 
U.,._Y_ lnlM .. Y

l- l-

Soll.t1J.7tJ 

Summary of Tranah AIHl M~I Profect1 In lhe 202:S FTIP 

,.,. ... 
"'°'"'''"'~ 139 '"' $U.st.OJ.060 tN .._,....,m 

100!' $l,"'3l).$,46 100!' SffS,101.nt IOOW, 

CAPT! & CPT conformance 
RTIP peformance 

!I -K,:,m Counc;il 
ofGovll'fnmenu 

Balancing Environmental Justice Analysis with 
Meaningful Opportunities for Public Involvement 

Federal Environmental Justice (EJ) 
o Executive Order 12898 issued by President 

Clinton in 1994, in 2012, U.S. DOT Order 
5610.2(a), clarified EJ procedures for federal 
transportation planning processes. 

o EJ principles are to be considered t hroughout 
planning and decision-making process 

o EJ Procedures shall provide meaningful 
opportunities for public involvement during 
the planning and development of programs, 
policies, and activities, including potential 
effects, alternatives, and mitigation measures. 

8/20/2021 
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Over 7,000 Participated in Meaningful Opportunities for 
Public Involvement with Appropriate Translation Services 

Over 80 Public Outreach Opportunities Over 4-Yr. Process 
1 Website, Interactive Survey Game Tool 
4 MetroQuest online surveys 
4 Annual Phone/Text Surveys - over-sampled in outlying areas 
25 Public Regional Planning Advisory Committee meetings 
12 City Council and Board of Supervisor Presentat ions 
13 Clean Mobility Opt ions Needs Assessments for Disadvant aged 
Communit ies and 2 Tribes 
13 Stakeholder Hosted Mini-Grant Workshops 
9 Local Road Safety Planning Meetings 
3 Environment/Social Equity; Business/Ind. Roundtable Mt gs. 
2 Publicly Advertised Hearings in Shafter, Bakersfield 

!I *Not including over 
:iiiil SO public RPACmAC 

Kern is the ONLY Small/Medium MPO listed in 2017 State RTP 
Guidelines as an "Exemplary Planning Practice" For Educational 
Outreach. ~~~::!nu oversight meetings. 

33 

35 

Dot Board Exercise at Events/Mini-Grant Workshops 
- Comparing Scenarios with Performance Measures 

Dot Board Voting • Process used 4 scenarios each progressively more 
ambitious in terms of density and strategy 
implementation. 

• Scenarios were similar to 2014 RTP educational 
outreach process. 

• Scenario votes were weighted to develop the 
preferred alternative, allowing a range of results 
well beyond the 4 alternatives presented . 

• Preferred or "Plan" scenario had very similar 
results as the 2014 RTP, at about scenario 3. 

Public Input is an Observed PM Data Source: 
Annual 1,200 Person Statistically Valid Phone Survey- 2007-2022 

013 Rating of Traffic Flow in City or Town ! ' "' 
tna1 3431 l.:"f 

W1'91 ....... ,.. .... ,,, ..... _.,,,. ____ ,_-tr ... ____ '" .. 2021 ~-,__....,~-.-...-,iotvw;n,llljllfOffl""""-""" .. COVI0-1t __ __ .,,.,n..-.-.a ..... .._il'l._...., .. Wlllll$1owM~-•........,.,.DJa.,,,,. • ..,_...,..,_IO_lf...,_OOflto'llle .. l~lfllf .. _Uor&...,20Uloll 
~ ....... .....,_.. ... ~o1,,,,._:io:l, ..... Allo.C ■ lhlrcl .... ""'Y-"'IIOI. 
-■bOl,l-w,M-OIIIIIOl~Ofll■II M-lcrll'II.,.._ 

~-----· ..... ·""'°°'·nw.-............. __.,,~-..... ......,_,___._.,...""""c;_"'Goocl.~.~""°outolhe ........... ~-ol ---=-~••n--ooo.r111,,,,,..,__._.outq1.,.,.......,._.-,,..,.,.o1 na:(40""J._.__.,_....,_..,..,.. ...... ,,,..,._,1, ..... , 

I 

34 

REA METROPOLITANA OE BAKERSFIELO -CARACTER STICAS OE LAS HIPOTESIS OE 
TOOO El CONOADO PARA 2035 Characterist ics Compared 

36 
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--------· -------------------_____ ... _ 
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AREA METROPOLITANA DE BAKERSFIELD - RESULTADDS DE HIPOTESIS DE TODO 
El CONDADO PARA 2035 Performance Measures 

_.,. __ ., __ _ 
-·-

!I -KernCOI.HKM 
ofGovernmo:nu 
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~ M ETRO BAKERSFIELD- 2035 COUNTYWI DE SCENARIO OUTCOMES 

_ .. .,_ .. ,.._. -" ... 
J,j h ~t j ~ 

$$$ 
~ • ,aJk •~ 

..... 1.=-- ._~ .. -~- --·~ "-=''-' -=~ ---~--~-' 1.98 1,042 35,243 .....iiiiiij ' 3.26 ' 22,904 .......iii 83.09 

- -- --- l.·!2 ---._:::::--_ .. ttll .. --925 34,574 1L11 -L~ 

892 34,253 

789 33,383 

-' 3.~ ' 22,647 
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. ____ .,. ·----- ---

-~ 
.,1;!,g -17.J.2 -..!l2l 
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How Sub Areas of Kern County are Doing on Reducing 
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 

RSA VMT 

20460k! 
2020 Pl~n 2046 Plan 

!miles) 

1 G' CJt r.r Taft 1,1]9 ,077 1,459,016 1,447,492 
2G·eater MtFar~ ncl 895,810 1,013 188 1,016,217 

1,411,S¼ 1804 142 1, 111,116 

1,9/ 1,&80 3,61/, 143 4,312,41/ 
15,674,973 19,140,950 111.128,176 

1,054,411 1,397,478 1,365Jl5S 
7 G·eater Lake lsa~t:lla 1&9 m 880,soo 121,s,:;s 

9 G·c;it r.r Fr~ticr f'ark 607,109 1,0B,872 1,214,202 
10 G·e ater Shafter 2,173,354 3,022,792 3,057,541 

1,011,263 1 .. 2S0410 1,226,08'> 
1 626396 1, /20 906 1.103981 

204.836 203,423 197,277 
870 ,76& 966,9S8 977,)82 

To tal Ave,a11e: 30252 367 38 353,362 38,882 226 
9))&5,626 9,971,386 10,338,69] 

All Travel 39,337,992 48,324,748 49,220,919 

39 

Pcrsoru • Ho usc~o\d Po p1.-l~cior + 

[ m lovmc r t{b lace of wo rkj Auto Mi~ s Trave le d/Person 

1204601c 204601d 
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30 692 31,201 3'>.612 32.9'> 34.69 34.)/ 
63 266 12.919 /2,291 2::0./1 23.60 2J.:, / 
1625 1,636 1 628 126.05 124.34 121. 16 

32,894 41,336 42,061 26.47 23.39 23.24 

1 209 973 t ,::-81.100 1.596,578 2s.oo I 24.26 24.3S 
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Old P ar Pla'l 
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·2.6% 0.49' 

RTP Environmental 
Document PMs 

38 

140 impact measure tables with 1-
4 Alternatives: Pian, No Project, 
Old Plan, Countywide Inf ill 
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 used to 
identifies disadvantage 
communit ies that have a higher 
pollution burden-census tract level 

Tablt S.0-17 
lmput Compu i.son Among KTP and Allt m.1tivff 
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"""" "'-'"' 
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Other Ideas / Comments I Questions/ Contacts 

40 

For More Information: www.kerncog.org 

Rob Ball 

Planning Director 

661-635-2902 

rball@kerncog.org 

Countywid, 
Infill 
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August 31, 2022 

  
TO:  REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE  
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
  

By: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri, Regional Planner  
  
SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: V. 

APPROVAL OF THE 6TH CYCLE REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS ALLOCATION PLAN 
AND ONLINE MAPPING TOOL PRESENTATION 

  
DESCRIPTION:  
 
The 6TH Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Plan was approved by California Department 
of Housing & Community Development (HCD) on August 17, 2022. The consultant team will present an 
online RHNA mapping tool.  
 
 
DISCUSSION:   
 
Background 
The California Department of Housing & Community Development (HCD) is required to allocate the 
region’s share of the statewide housing need to Councils of Governments (COGs) based on Department 
of Finance (DOF) population projections and regional population forecasts used in preparing regional 
transportation plans. Kern COG has the responsibility of developing the state-mandated RHNA Plan. 
 
The RHNA process identifies the number of housing units that each local government must accommodate 
in the Housing Element of its General Plan (Government Code §65584). As part of the region’s planning 
efforts, Kern COG worked with local governments and stakeholders on the RHNA Plan to identify areas 
within the region sufficient to house an 8.5-year projection of the regional housing need. Additionally, the 
RHNA allocates housing units within the region consistent with the development pattern included in the 
SCS, and is part of the RTP. The development of 6th Cycle RHNA Plan occurred in tandem with the Kern 
COG’s 2022 RTP/SCS.  
 
Activities 
Feb. 2021 - Commence 6th cycle RHNA development 
Jun. 2021 - Kern COG began the RHNA determination consultation with HCD 
Jul. 2021 - Kern COG contracted with Regional Government Services Authority (RGS), Rincon 

Consultants, Inc. and Mintier Harnish Planning Consultants to assist with the development 
of the 6th Cycle RHNA Plan.  

Aug. 2021  - Staff presented the RHNA development timeline and RHNA objectives during the 
RTP/SCS Community Stakeholder Meeting #2, Kern COG requested an early RHNA 
determination from HCD, and the Member Jurisdiction Survey was emailed to member 
agencies   

 - Kern COG receives final RHNA Determination from HCD 

Kern Council 
of Governments 



Sept. 2021 - Staff and RHNA consultants begin draft RHNA methodology consultation with HCD 
- Staff and RHNA consultants presented an overview of the RHNA methodology during the 
RPAC meeting  

Oct. 2021 - Staff and RHNA consultants presented the preliminary Draft RHNA Methodology to RPAC 
and TPPC 

 - Continue draft RHNA methodology consultation with HCD 
Nov. 2021  - Staff and RHNA consultants presented the Draft RHNA Methodology during the RTP/SCS 

Community Stakeholder Meeting #3 on November 3rd 
 - 30-day Public Comment Period on the Draft RHNA Methodology from November 8 – 

December 9, 2021 with Public Hearing on November 18th  
 - Community Stakeholder Survey  
Dec. 2021  - Kern COG submits Draft RHNA Methodology to HCD for their 60-day review process  
Jan. 2022  - Staff and RHNA consultants work on draft RHNA Plan  
Feb. 2022 - HCD completes review of Draft RHNA Methodology. Staff and RHNA consultants 

continue to work on draft RHNA Plan 
March 2022  - Adoption of Final RHNA Methodology  
 - Present Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan to RPAC and TPPC 
April 2022 - Present Preliminary Draft RHNA Plan to RPAC and TPPC  

- Release of 45-day appeal and comment period (April 22 – June 6) on Draft RHNA Plan  
May 2022  - Draft RHNA Plan Appeal and Comment Period  
June 2022 - Preparation of Final RHNA Plan  
July 2022  - Public Hearing and Adoption of the Final RHNA Plan 
  - Submit Final RHNA Plan to HCD for review  
August 2022 - HCD approves RHNA Plan 
 
RHNA Plan  
The RHNA Plan includes the RHNA for each jurisdiction that applies HCD’s determination and the RHNA 
methodology. Attachment 1 is the final draft RHNA share by jurisdiction. The RHNA Plan, in its entirety, 
is available on Kern COG’s RHNA webpage: https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/ 
There was a 45-day review period for each jurisdiction to review its share. The comment period was from 
April 22, 2022, to June 6, 2022. The RHNA Plan review, adoption and appeal processes are described in 
Government Code Section 65584.05.  
 
Staff emailed and mailed letters of Issuance of the Draft 6th Cycle RHNA share to each member agency’s 
City Managers and Planning Directors. In addition, staff informed HCD staff and community stakeholders 
via email, and there are display ads and press releases in local newspapers notifying the public of the 
review period on the Draft RHNA Plan.  
 
Kern COG received two comments during the comment period. Staff responded accordingly to the Cities 
of Bakersfield and Wasco and will include their comments in the Final RHNA Plan. On May 26, 2022, 
HCD requested the Draft RHNA Allocations be revised to show the RHNA by the four-income categories. 
Staff sent an addendum to jurisdictions and posted the table addendum on the RHNA webpage. This 
detailed table will replace the initial table from the Draft RHNA Plan for the Final RHNA Plan. After review 
and consideration, there were no revisions to the RHNA allocations. The Final RHNA is consistent with 
the RTP and SCS and fulfills the requirements of the State housing law for the RHNA.  
 
Staff presented the Final RHNA Plan to the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) during their 
July 6, 2022 meeting. The RPAC recommended that the Transportation Planning Policy Committee 
adopt the 6th Cycle Regional Housing Needs Allocation Plan. The RHNA Plan was adopted concurrently 
with the 2022 RTP on July 21, 2022.  
 
The RHNA Plan was submitted to HCD for review on July 22, 2022. HCD completed its review and 
approved the adopted RHNA Plan on August 17, 2022. Attachment 2 is the HCD approval letter. The 
Housing Element due date for Kern local governments is December 31, 2023. 
 

https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/


Online mapping tool: Portal 
Staff and the RHNA consultant team is developing and maintaining a publicly viewable on-line mapping 
application (Portal), which will allow users to view the proposed RHNA unit allocations for each 
jurisdiction and to explore specific parcels to evaluate the potential number of units a parcel could 
support. The Portal will assist jurisdictions in the development and adoption of policies and process 
improvements to accelerate housing production. Staff from Rincon Consultants will provide a 
presentation of the online mapping tool.   
 
Regional Housing Data Report 
As part of the San Joaquin Valley Regional Early Action Program (REAP) comprehensive housing report, 
the REAP consultant team is contracted to produce housing data sets for all San Joaquin Valley 
jurisdictions.  Local jurisdictions will be able to use the data to prepare the housing needs assessment 
required for the pending housing element updates. The data sets are available now and are pre-certified 
by HCD:  https://www.dropbox.com/sh/842j1kzmg5ptrpl/AAAXyHuFP-_s5BfAwI_cr2aaa?dl=0 

In addition, HCD provided housing element data packages to COG’s and regions around the state to aid 
with the 6th cycle housing element updates. The data packages contain most of the data required in the 
housing needs assessment portion of the housing element update. These requirements are described in 
detail on HCD’s website under the “Housing Needs” expandable window here: Building Blocks | 
California Department of Housing and Community Development. Certain data elements, such as 
farmworker and homeless populations are described at the county level, but should be supplemented 
with other sources so they may be quantified at the local level. The data package for the Kern COG 
region can be downloaded here: 
https://www.dropbox.com/s/fvccgc043qw3ntv/Data%20Package_Kern.xlsx?dl=0 

 
ACTION: Provide input on On-line mapping tool.  
 

Attachment 1: Final RHNA Allocation 
Attachment 2: HCD Approval Letter of RHNA Plan  

  

https://www.dropbox.com/sh/842j1kzmg5ptrpl/AAAXyHuFP-_s5BfAwI_cr2aaa?dl=0
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/building-blocks
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/building-blocks
https://www.dropbox.com/s/fvccgc043qw3ntv/Data%20Package_Kern.xlsx?dl=0


Attachment 1 

2023-2031 Final RHNA Allocations by Income Category 

 

Jurisdiction 

 

Total 
RHNA 

Allocation 

 

Very-
Low 
Income 
Units 

 

Low 
Income 

Units 

Lower 
Income 
(Very 
Low & 
Low 

Income) 

 

Moderate 
Income 
Units 

 
Above- 

Moderate 
Income 
Units 

Higher 
Income 

(Moderate & 
Above 

Moderate 
Income) 

Arvin 1,174 124 79 203 268 703 971 
Bakersfield 37,461 11,129 7,082 18,211 5,317 13,933 19,250 
California City 427 39 25 64 101 263 364 
Delano 1,866 324 206 530 369 967 1,336 
Maricopa 13 1 1 2 3 8 11 
McFarland 244 50 32 81 45 117 162 
Ridgecrest 1,436 379 241 620 225 591 816 
Shafter 3,294 678 431 1,110 603 1,581 2,185 
Taft 504 68 43 112 108 284 393 
Tehachapi 902 188 119 307 164 431 595 
Wasco 1,086 127 81 209 242 635 877 
Unincorporated 
County Areas 

 
9,243 

 
1,551 

 
987 

 
2,539 

 
1,852 

 
4,852 

 
6,704 

 
Total Kern 
County 

 
57,650 

 
14,658 

 
9,328 

 
23,986 

 
9,299 

 
24,365 

 
33,664 

Note: Table updated to include four income levels pursuant to HCD comment. 

 



Sincerely, 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA - BUSINESS, CONSUMER SERVICES AND HOUSING AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
DIVISION OF HOUSING POLICY DEVELOPMENT 
2020 W. El Camino Ave 
Sacramento, CA 95833-1829 
(916) 263-2911 FAX: (916) 263-7453 
www.hcd.ca.gov 

 
 

August 17, 2022 
 
 

Ahron Hakimi, Executive Director 
Kern Council of Governments 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 

 
Dear Executive Director Ahron Hakimi: 

 
RE: Review of Adopted 2023-2031 Regional Housing Need Allocation Plan 

 
Thank you for submitting the adopted Kern Council of Government’s (KernCOG) Sixth 
Cycle Regional Housing Need Allocation (RHNA) Plan. Pursuant to Government Code 
Section 65584.05(h), the California Department of Housing and Community Development 
(HCD) is required to review RHNA plans for consistency with statutory requirements. 

 
HCD has completed its review and is pleased to approve KernCOG’s adopted RHNA 
Plan, upon finding it consistent with HCD’s August 31, 2021 regional housing need 
determination of 57,650 housing units. Please distribute the RHNA Plan to inform all local 
governments of their share of new housing need to be addressed in their sixth cycle 
Housing Element by December 31, 2023. In updating their Housing Elements, local 
governments may take RHNA credit for new units approved, permitted, and/or built 
beginning from the start date of the RHNA projection period, June 30, 2023. 

 
HCD is committed to assisting KernCOG’s local governments in preparing and 
implementing updated Housing Elements to effectively address the region’s housing 
need. Local governments are encouraged to develop local land use strategies to 
maximize land resources and encourage affordable housing and a variety of housing 
types, thus furthering the state’s economic, fair housing, and environmental objectives. 

 
We appreciate KernCOG’s efforts in completing the RHNA process. If HCD can provide 
any additional assistance, or if you, or your staff, have any questions please contact Tom 
Brinkhuis, Housing Policy Senior Specialist, at tom.brinkhuis@hcd.ca.gov or Annelise 
Osterberg, Housing Policy Senior Specialist, at annelise.osterberg@hcd.ca.gov. 

 

Tyrone Buckley 
Assistant Deputy Director 

http://www.hcd.ca.gov/
mailto:tom.brinkhuis@hcd.ca.gov
mailto:annelise.osterberg@hcd.ca.gov


 
 

August 31st, 2022 
 
 
 
TO:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 
  Executive Director 
 

By: Ben Raymond, Regional Planner 
 
 
SUBJECT:   REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VI.   

Land Use and Transportation Tools Workshop - Report 
 
 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
Report from Land Use & Transportation Tools Evaluation Workshop held by UC Davis 
on August 9th.  
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
On August 9th, 2022, UC Davis held a virtual workshop to discuss available tools that 
assist regional and local agencies in guiding land use policy and transportation planning 
policy. 
 
The team at UC Davis presented an evaluation of 11 online tools that could be used to 
inform land use policy and transportation planning policy. The evaluation identified three 
categories that each tool might deal with: Gentrification, Vehicle Miles Traveled, and 
Equity. None of the tools evaluated deal with all three categories. The UC Davis team is 
looking for feedback about each of the tools and suggestions about future tool 
development needs.  The slides from the workshop are provided as an attachment to 
this staff report. The evaluation spreadsheet providing more details about each tool and 
weblinks to the tools has been provided by the UC Davis team at: 
https://tinyurl.com/yckujxmr 
 
Two tools not in the evaluation but currently used by many regional and local agencies 
are CalEnivroScreen (https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen) and EJScreen 
(https://www.epa.gov/ejscreen). Feedback from local and regional agencies expressed 

VI. 
RPAC 

Kern Council 
of Governments 

https://tinyurl.com/yckujxmr
https://oehha.ca.gov/calenviroscreen
https://www.epa.gov/ejscreen


that some of the tools evaluated could be used to provide additional information for 
grant applications or for housing element development where CalEnviroScreen and 
EJScreen did not provide enough information, or provided information at the wrong 
scale.   
 
ACTION: Information. 
 



Tools and Best Practices for 
Land Use Efficiency and 
Equity in Cities

Dr. Jesus Barajas
Peter Nguyen
August 9, 2022 | 1-3pm

National Center 
for Sustainable 
Transportation 



Assist local governments to improve land use 
efficiency and equity through a review and evaluation 
of existing tools related to land use, transportation, 
affordable housing, and gentrification.

Project Objectives

2
r.~ National Center for 
., ~ 1 Sustainable Transportation 



Identify promising practices to address the 
gaps that could inform future tool 
development in addressing land use 
efficiency and equity.

Main Purpose

Current tools lack the integration of 
equity that are present in other tools.Gap

3

Tool Evaluation Overview

r.~ National Center for 
., ~ 1 Sustainable Transportation 



4

Methodology

• VMT, Gentrification, EquityInitial Framework: 3 Categories

• Access Across America, California Induced Calculator, Metropolitan Chicago 
Accessibility Explorer, Santa Clara Countywide VMT Evaluation Tool, 
Transportation Disparities Mapping Tool

Identification of Tools

• Purpose, Data sources, Methodology, Units of analysis, Variables, Scale, 
Geographic area, Interface usabilityDatabase of Tools

• VMT, VMT & Equity, Gentrification, Gentrification & EquityEmergence of 4 Categories

• Relationships between travel behavior, land use, and VMT; applications 
to policies; addressing equity; forecasting ability of VMT reductionsFurther Analysis

r.~ National Center for 
., ~ 1 Sustainable Transportation 



• List of Tools
• Access Across America
• California Induced Travel Calculator
• Displacement Alert Project
• Gentrification Comparison Tool
• Housing & Transportation Affordability Index
• Metropolitan Chicago Accessibility Explorer
• Santa Clara Countywide VMT Evaluation Tool
• Seattle Displacement Risk
• Smart Location Database
• Transportation Disparities Mapping Tool
• Urban Displacement Project

Review & Evaluation of Tools

• Summary of Evaluation
• 11 total tools were evaluated based on 3 

categories (VMT, Gentrification, Equity)
• Emergence of new categories

(VMT, VMT & Equity, Gentrification, 
Gentrification & Equity)

• There is not one tool that encompasses all 
categories, however, we identified 3 that are 
the most cross-cutting.
• Transportation Disparities Mapping Tool
• Housing & Transportation Affordability Index
• Metropolitan Chicago Accessibility Explorer

5
r.~ National Center for 
., ~ 1 Sustainable Transportation 



• Access Across America
• California Induced Travel 

Calculator
• Santa Clara Countywide 

VMT Evaluation Tool
• Smart Location 

Database

VMT

• Displacement Alert 
Project

• Gentrification 
Comparison Tool

Gentrification

• Seattle Displacement 
Risk Analysis

• Urban Displacement 
Project: Displacement 
Typology

Gentrification 
& Equity

• Housing & 
Transportation 
Affordability Index

• Metropolitan Chicago 
Accessibility Explorer

• Transportation 
Disparities Mapping Tool

VMT & 
Equity

6

Tool Categories

r.~ National Center for 
., ~ 1 Sustainable Transportation 



• Strengths
• This tool most closely integrates elements of 

travel behavior, land use, VMT, health, and 
equity demographics.

• This tool provides a more comprehensive 
integration of socio-economic-demographic 
factors, which can aid in more holistic and 
inclusive forecasting of VMT.

• Limitations
• Complexity of tool’s variables and usage
• How often is the latest data updated?

1) Transportation Disparities Mapping Tool

7

Soc10-Demo-Econ Housing Health 

Household Income Poverty Job Density Neighborhood Change, Socioeconomic 

I ''-----------;:===r===a=:::::::;::;:=:'---!:,,H A R N E 

BASIN 

C 

County 

b 
Socio-Demo-Econ Disparity 

Neighborhood Change, Socioeconomic 
Variables ... ... ... 

Highest 

High 

Moderate 

Low 

Lowest 

No Data 

National Center for 
Sustainable Transportation 



• Purpose
• To better understand disparities in 

transportation and the built environment in CA 
at the neighborhood (census tract) level.

• Evaluation
• This tool most closely integrates elements of 

travel behavior, land use, VMT, health, and 
equity demographics.

• This tool provides a more comprehensive 
integration of socio-economic-demographic 
factors, which can aid in more holistic and 
inclusive forecasting of VMT.

1) Transportation Disparities Mapping Tool

8

Transportation Disparities Mapping Tool 

Transportation Accessibility 

Popu lation Density Race & Ethnicity 

Neighborhood change: Socioeconomic Variables 

This map shows neighborhood change by census tract with a focus on 

change in socioeconomic va riab les, a p roxy for gent rification. 

Socioeconomic characteristics include median household income, 

median earn ings, and percentage of the adult population (age 25+ ) 

with a bachelor's degree or higher. A lthough changes in 

socioeconomic characteristics and the housing market do not 

represent gentrif ication per se, they can g ive a sense of changes in 

ind icators re lated to gentrificat ion in d isadvantaged neighborhoods. 

Data are from the 2014-2018 American Community Survey. Data on 

the level of ne ighborhood cha nge are visua lized in qu inti les, dividing 

the data into five rough ly equa l segments, meaning roug hly 20% of 

Ca liforn ia's census t racts fall within each quintile. Neighborhoods are 

ranked from lowest to highest qu intiles and each neighborhood 

ranking is re lative to all census tracts in Ca liforn ia. 

More information for each ind icator can be found in the full report. 
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• Strengths
• Focuses on VMT and travel behavior, while 

a few equity components such as income 
are included in the analysis.

• More comprehensive tool as opposed to 
traditional housing measures.

• Output shows a factsheet of location 
efficiency and a breakdown of household 
transportation model outputs and GHG 
emissions per household.

• Limitations
• Data are static.
• Costs are modeled rather than observed & 

are based on a limited set of characteristics 
(ie. household specifics, auto usage, 
employment).

2) Housing & Transportation Affordability Index

9

The Housing and Transportat ion (H+ T®) Affordab il ity Index provides a 

comprehensive view of affordabi lit y that includes both the cost of housing and the 

cost of transportat ion at the neighborhood level. 
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• Purpose
• Provides a comprehensive view of 

affordability that includes both the cost of 
housing and the cost of transportation at 
the neighborhood level.

• Evaluation
• Focuses on VMT and travel behavior, while 

a few equity components such as income 
are included in the analysis.

• More comprehensive tool as opposed to 
traditional housing measures.

• Output shows a factsheet of location 
efficiency and a breakdown of household 
transportation model outputs and GHG 
emissions per household.

2) Housing & Transportation Affordability Index

10
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• Strengths
• Provides a comprehensive view of land use 

and transportation by incorporating 
variables such as accessibility to jobs, parks, 
and other land use facilities while showing 
transit modes, VMT, and equity filters (ie. 
race, ethnicity, gender, and education level).

• Limitations
• Applied to only one city’s metro area.
• As a citywide tool, how can elements from 

this scale be extrapolated to more regional 
and national scales?

3) Metropolitan Chicago Accessibility Explorer
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3) Metropolitan Chicago Accessibility Explorer
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• Developed by US EPA
• Uses

• Identifying EJ vulnerability to inform outreach; 
permitting, enforcement, compliance; analysis 
of past work

• Key Variables
• Pollution sources (by index and location), 

socioeconomic indicators, health disparities, 
climate change, critical service gaps

• Applications to Land Use
• Includes some relevant POI
• Compare to external data to understand EJ 

vulnerability
• Compare to other geographic levels
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EJScreen: Environmental Justice Screening & Mapping Tool
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• Developed by CalEPA
• Uses

• Identify vulnerability to pollution; some 
funding decisions (SB 535/AB 1550 - GGRF)

• Key Variables
• Exposures, Environmental effects, Health 

sensitivity, Socioeconomic factors

• Applications to Land Use
• Can be used with other data sources to 

understand how environmental injustice 
may relate to planning goals

14

CalEnviroScreen
CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Indicator Maps 

What are traffic impacts? 

California has the biggest network of freeways in the 

country. Its cities are known for heavy traffic. Traffic density 

is a measure of the number of vehicles on the roads in an 

area. 

While California has strict vehicle-emissions standards, 

exhaust from cars and trucks is the main source of air 

pollution in much of the state. Major roads and highways 

can bring air pollutants and noise into nearby 

neighborhoods. Children who live or go to schools near 

busy roads have higher rates of asthma than children in 

areas farther from roads. 

More information can be found in the Traffic Impacts 

chapter in the CalEnviroScreen 4.0 report and the Traffic 

Impacts indicator page. 
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• Developed by the White House Council on 
Environmental Quality (CEQ)

• Uses
• Identifies disadvantaged communities that are 

marginalized, underserved, overburdened; 
guides Justice40 funding

• Key Variables
• Climate change, clean energy, clean transit, 

sustainable housing, legacy pollution, clean 
water, health burdens, workforce development

• Does not identify racial indicators
• Applications to Land Use

• Identifies some land-use relevant variables: 
housing-cost burden, building loss rate, ag loss 
rate, proximity to major roadways

15

Climate and Economic Justice Screening Tool (CEJST)
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Evaluation Spreadsheet

Tool Name Purpose 

The Smart Location Database summarizes several 
demographic, employment, and bulll environment 
variables for every census block group (CBG) In lhe 
United States. The database Includes Indicators of the 
commonly cited ·o· variables shown In the 
transportation research literature to be related to travel 
behavior. The Ds Include residential and employment 
density, land use diversity, design of the built 
environment, access to destinations, and distance to 

Smart Location Database (SLD) transit. SLD variables can be used as Inputs to !ravel 
demand models, baseline data for scenario planning 
studies, and combined Into composite indicators 
characterizing the relative location efficiency of CBG 
within U.S. metropolitan regions. 

Urban Displacement Protect: 
Displacement Typology 

Housing and Transportation 
Affordability Index 

The Urban Displacement Project alms to understand 
the nature of gentrification, and displacement, and 
exclusion In American cities. It focuses on creating 
tools to help communities Identify the pressures 
surrounding them and take more effective action. It Is 
an interactive mapping tool designed to visually show 
the relationships between lranslt Investment and 
neighborhood change. The outcome Is to show 
neighborhood impacts according to Identified levels of 
risk. The project Is Intended to serve as a · regional 
early-warning system" at the census tract1 level. 
Classifications range from levels of gentrification, 
advancing exclusion of low-Income housing and 
changes In home values. 

Tools: Displacement Typology 

The Center for Neighborhood Technology's Housing + 
Transportation (H+ T) Aff0<dabllity Index (H+ T Index) Is 
an innovative tool that measures the true affordability of 
housing by calculating the lransportation costs 
associated with a home's location. Planners, lenders, 
and most consumers lraditionally consider housing 
affordable if the cost is 30 percent or less of household 
Income. The H+ T Index proposes expanding the 
definition of housing affordability to include 
transportation costs at a home's location to better 
reflect the true cost of households' location choices. 

Year 

Version 1.0 in 
2011 
Version 2.0 In 
2013 
Version 3.0 in 
2021 

Data Source 

- Census datasets (TIGER/Line, 2010 Summary File 1, 
American Community Survey, and 
Longitudinal Employer-Household Dynamics) 
• HERE Maps NAVSTREETS highway/streets , parks 
and water data 
- U.S. Geological Survey Protected Areas Database of 
lhe United Stales 
- U.S. Geological Survey National Hydrography Data 
Plus 
- Flxed-guideway transit station locations from the 
Center for Transit-Oriented Development 
Transit-Oriented Development Database 
- Transit service roule and schedule data from various 
Inventories, including TransllFeeds, 
TransitLand and directly from Individual transit 
authorities shared In the General Transit Feed 
Specification format 

2011 - 2013-2018 American Community Survey 
- 1990, 2010 and 2000 Dicennial Census 
- 2012-2017 Zlllow Home value and Rent Indices 
- For the Displacement Typology, a second round of 
maps was conducted to Include community Input for 
additional feedback. A Community Input Layer was 
added, which highlights tracts where local partners' 
perceptions differed from the map outputs. 

2016 - 2011 -2015 American Community Survey 5-year 
Estimate (2015ACS) 
- U.S. Census TIGER/Line Flies 
- U.S. Census Longitudinal Employment-Household 
Dynamics (LEHO) Origin-Destination 
Employment Statistics (LODES) 
- Average annual expenditures and characteristics of 
all consumer units, from the Consumer 
Expenditure Survey, 2006-2012 and 2013 
• 2015 National Transit Database 
• AIITransitTM 
- Odometer readings from The Illinois Department of 
Natural Resources 

Methods 

All the variables in SLD are calcluated 
through their own methods from different 
data sources under reach of the topic areas. 
These methods also include geoprocesslng 
components and tabular calculations. (In
depth methods can be found in the user 
guide) 

Four Interactive workshops were conducled 
with SPARCC site leads In Atlanla, Chicago, 
Denver, and Memphis. In these workshops, 
UDP shared their prior gentrification and 
displacement research and preliminary maps 
to Initiate discussions on how to approach a 
modified gentrification and displacement 
methodology. Through an ilerative process In 
2019 and 2020, UDP refined their 
methodology engaging wilh SPARCC 
research partners and site leads to review 
methdological changes and Incorporate 
feedback. 

The methods for the cost model are drawn 
from peer-reviewed research flnd lngs on the 
factors that drive household transportation 
costs. Throughout several iterations of the 
model's development, the assumptions, 
calculations, and methods have been 
reviewed by practitioners at the Metropolitan 
Council in Minneapolis-St. Paul, fellows with 
the Brookings lnslllulion, and academics 
from the University of Minnesota, Virginia 
Tech, Temple University, and the University 
of Pennsylvania who specialize In 
lransportation modeling, household !ravel 
behavior, community indicators, and related 
topics. 

Units of Analysis 

Census block group 

Census lract in metropolitan 
areas 

Census block group, Census 
tract, Census defined place, 
county, Core Based Statistical 
Area (CBSA), Metropolitan 
Planning Organization, or US 
House District 

Vartables 

There are over 90 variables within this tool. 

An example of a Diversity (D2) variable Is: 
D2r_JobPop, which looks at the regional 
diversity of employment to population. It Is 
calculated based on total population and total 
employment by CBG. It quantifies the 
devialion of lhe CBG ratio of jobs/pop from 
the regional average ratio of Jobs/pop. 

Mapping data points were derived from over 
50 different variables analyzed from studies 
between 1990-2013. The data used 
encompasses demographics, transportation, 
housing, land use and policies. The team 
developed a "gentrification index" to 
characterize places that experienced 
slgnlficanl demographic shifts due lo 
lnvestmenls in real estate that historically 
housed vulnerable populallons. 

The map allows users to filter through 39 
different data sets encompassing nine 
counties surrounding the Bay Area, from 
Sonoma County In the north to Santa Clara 
County In the south. 

Outputs 

Administrative, Core-Based 
Statistical Area Measures, Area, 
Demographics, Employment, 
Density (D1 ), Diversity (D2), Design 
(D3), Transit Access (04), 
Desllnation Accessibility (D5), 
Walkabllity Index 

Outputs from Displacement 
Typology maps show a scale of 10 
modified type metrics measuring 
from low-Income/susceptible to at
risk of gentrification to displacement 
to stable/advanced exclusive. 

3 Dependent Variables (auto ownership, aulo Outputs of aulo ownership, auto 
use, and transit use) use, and lranslt use can be used to 

calculate total transportation costs. 
14 Independent Variables (median household 
Income, average household size, average 
commuters per household, gross household 
density, Regional Household Intensity, 
fraction of rental housing units, fraction of 
single family detached housing, Employmenl 
Access Index, Employmenl Mix Index, block 
density, Transit Connectivity Index, Total 
Available Transit Trips per Week, Transit 
Access Shed, and Jobs within the Transl! 
Access Shed) 



• Through this evaluation, the emerging category of VMT & Equity was closest to 
encompassing all three categories of VMT, Gentrification, and Equity.
• Transportation Disparities Mapping Tool
• Housing & Transportation Affordability Index
• Metropolitan Chicago Accessibility Explorer

• Gaps / Limitations
• Land use efficiency and equity
• Scale and transferability
• Updatability

• How can the development of a new tool or improvements to existing tools be made to best 
support planning goals as well as address land use efficiency and equity?

18

Evaluation Summary
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• Feedback from planning agencies (MPOs) and local city and county governments

• Discuss the value of these and other tools & future development of tools

• Discuss how tools can address land use efficiency and equity

19

Today’s Workshop
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Today’s Workshop

First Half – Existing Tools (35 mins)

• Value of quantitative/mapping tools in land 
use planning

• Strengths and gaps of existing tools
• Tool usage by agencies and local 

governments

20

Second Half – Future Developments (35 mins)

• Current and future tool development needs
• Addressing land use efficiency and equity in 

alignment with planning goals
• Collaboration of agencies and local 

governments to address land use efficiency 
and equity

r.~ National Center for 
., ~ 1 Sustainable Transportation 



Thank You!

Questions and 
Comments?

National Center 
for Sustainable 
Transportation 



UC Davis Project Team:

Peter Nguyen Jesus Barajas
Ph.D. Candidate, Geography Graduate Group Assistant Professor, Department of Environmental Science and Policy

pvtnguyen@ucdavis.edu jmbarajas@ucdavis.edu

Tools Evaluated 

Santa Clara Countywide VMT Evaluation Tool
https://vmttool.vta.org/

Seattle Displacement Risk Index
https://www.arcgis.com/home/item.html?id=d2d99f71debb45428525e0a2b1dfda25

Smart Location Database (SLD)
https://www.epa.gov/smartgrowth/smart-location-mapping#SLD

Transportation Disparities Mapping Tool
https://experience.arcgis.com/template/9c13f35df3904dcb80530d0df49bdf9e

 Urban Displacement Project: Displacement Typology
https://www.urbandisplacement.org/topic/global-urban-displacement/

 Urban Displacement Project: Housing Precarity Risk Model
https://www.urbandisplacement.org/maps/housing-precarity-risk-model/

Gentrification Comparison Tool
https://tableau.enterprisecommunity.org/t/enterpriseinternal/views/GentrificationComparisonTool/GCTtool

Housing and Transportation Affordability Index
https://htaindex.cnt.org/map/

Metropolitan Chicago Accessibility Explorer
http://urbanaccessibility.com/

Access Across America
https://access.umn.edu/research/america/index.html

California Induced Travel Calculator
https://travelcalculator.ncst.ucdavis.edu/

Displacement Alert Project
https://map.displacementalert.org/#openModal



VII. 
RPAC 

August 31, 2022 

TO: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

FROM: Ahron Hakimi 
Executive Director 

By: Linda Urata 
Regional Planner 

SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VII. 
Mobility Innovations and Incentives Program - Status Report 

DESCRIPTION: 
To help meet stringent air quality standards, Kern COG promotes deployment of alternative fuel vehicle 
technologies. This report provides staff activity information and provides funding information. 

DISCUSSION: 

Kern COG staff carry out Mobility Innovations and Incentives Program elements while telecommuting for 
COVID-19 compliance.   This summary report covers the period June 1, 2022 to August 18, 2022. 

OWP WE 603.3 Mobility Innovations and Incentives 
Kern COG staff worked on several of the tasks identified in the OWP WE 603.3 (and WE 203.3). 

• A Best.Drive.EVer test drive event is being planned in Bakersfield on Saturday, October 8, 2022
for National Drive Electric Week. Kern COG will sponsor the event and participate in some of the
organizing meetings – focusing on outreach.

• Kern COG ran an Electric Vehicle Charging Station Toolkit and Incentives Media Campaign on
KGET TV 17 and Spectrum.  From June 24 to 30, 2022 KGET TV 17 ran 33 spots.  Spectrum
Digital created the ad and ran 100 spots from June 17 to July 3, 2022 and streaming ads
generated nearly 69,000 impressions. A new resource document was created and posted to the
Kern COG website. The campaign directed individuals to the Kern COG website for resources.
The ads generated two telephone calls to Kern COG for additional information for projects near
Kernville and in Ridgecrest.

• FHWA FAST Alt Fuel Corridor Round 6 Announcements
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_corridors/

On July 5th, the FHWA issued a memorandum to announce the 2022/Round 6 Designated
Alternative Fuel Corridors.  The memo can be found at the above website. Kern COG nominated
the following corridor changes. The nominations sent to District 9 for Electric Corridors were not
accepted by Caltrans to move along to the FHWA, as the new FAST requirements call for 4
Combined Charging System (CCS) connectors, with each connector providing 150 kW (total 600
kW per site) without a loss in power to any of the CCS connectors. The note from Barby Valentine
(Caltrans) noted that these corridors will remain designated as “Pending” and will be eligible for
NEVI – the National Electric Vehicle Infrastructure funding program.

LAU

Kern Council 
of Governments 
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Electric Corridors from “Pending” to “Ready” 
o SR 14 from Lancaster to Inyokern 
o SR 58 from Tehachapi to Barstow. 

 
Kern COG nominated a CNG corridor to be moved from “Pending” to “Ready”.  It does not appear 
that Caltrans made any R/L/CNG corridor nominations in Round 6.  The FHWA did not announce 
any CNG Corridors – only electric and hydrogen. 

• SR 46 from Paso Robles to Wasco. 
 

 
• Kern COG staff provided technical assistance on request from member agencies and others.  
• Kern COG staff participated in the San Joaquin Valley EV Partnership monthly meetings in June, 

July and August. 
• Kern COG staff participated in the Shafter AB 617 Community Steering Committee meeting in 

August. 
• Kern COG distributed a Technical Assistance memo (that includes links to grants, incentives, and 

resources) to the TTAC and RPAC with the August meeting cancellation notice. 
 
OWP WE 603.4 Kern 2019 Electric Vehicle Charging Station Blueprint Phase II Implementation 
(California Energy Commission [CEC] Agreement ARV-20-010) known as EV Ready Communities. 
 
The following activities occurred during this report period: 

• The California Energy Commission hosted an Integrated Energy Policy Report workshop at the 
Kern Community College District (KCCD) Weill Institute in Bakersfield on July 20, 2022.  Linda 
Urata participated as a panelist to provide information about the EV Ready Communities funding 
award to Kern COG.  The week of the workshop, Kern COG staff attended events hosted to 
provide the two CEC Commissioners and CEC Staff with information on local programs and 
projects. This included a tour hosted by the City of Arvin, an evening presentation on the KCCD 
Center for Renewable Energy, and tours of the WattEV site under development on SR 65. 

• In July 2022, the Kern COG Board of Directors approved an agreement with Miocar to expand 
electric carsharing services in Bakersfield and Ridgecrest; and the Board approved an 
amendment to the MOU with the City of Wasco to install two fast-charging stations, collect data, 
and conduct outreach. Kern COG staff worked throughout this reporting period to confirm the 
sub-recipients’ participation (project, budget, matching funds), to amend the budget, scope of 
work and deliverables. 

• Kern COG staff is working with additional site host partners to verify budgets, scopes of work, and 
deliverables to add PepsiCo dba Frito-Lay, California City, and possible amendments to two 
existing MOUs. 

 
Work on the existing program of projects continued as follows: 

• Monthly reports were collected from Site Hosts and Major Partners. Kern COG submitted three 
(May, June, July) written monthly reports and participated in Monthly calls with the CEC Contract 
Agreement Manager Kyle Corrigan. 

• McFarland completed the installation of their station and solar panels to power the facility. Linda 
Urata met with McFarland Public Works and Admin staff regarding the next steps for invoices, 
reporting, and completing the remaining deliverables. 

• KCCD placed its order for off-grid mobile solar charging station hubs and L2 charging stations for 
the BC campus. KCCD expects delivery of a Model 3 Tesla in August. 
 

Remaining Funding for Charging Stations 
Funding remains available in excess of $150,000 for charging station installations.  Kern COG 
staff has determined that to meet the goal of the CEC agreement, to  first award funding for one 
additional site host, with member agencies who are not currently site hosts having priority. 



Second, to fund existing site host partners, who can demonstrate additional matching funds (to 
meet the 25% match requirement), as some of the equipment costs have risen over the past two 
years, or to add an additional site. Third, if funds remain available Kern COG would issue an RFP 
to fund additional stations; notices may be sent to site addresses identified in the 2019 Kern 
Region EV Charging Station Blueprint.  Note that existing partners budgeted at $99,000 CEC 
Share are considered “Minor Partners”. Any site host budget exceeding $100,000 is designated a 
“Major Partner” requiring additional budget reporting, and project documentation. Existing site 
host partners and member agencies are asked to express interest in funding via email to Linda 
Urata at lurata@kerncog.org by Friday, September 16, 2022. 

 
OWP WE 603.5 Medium-Duty and Heavy-Duty Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure Blueprint grant from 
the California Energy Commission (CEC) Agreement ARV-21-012 

• The Blueprint will identify sites throughout Kern County where fueling infrastructure may be 
recommended. Five sites will be selected for a deeper investigation into site readiness. Gladstein, 
Neandross and Associates (GNA), the consultant developed a scoring matrix, and scored the 
nominated and otherwise identified communities. The results are attached to this Staff Report. 

• The consultant prepared and the Kern COG Project Manager commented on eight of nine planned 
Memoranda that will be incorporated into the draft and then the final Blueprint document.  

• The consultant prepared a PowerPoint presentation that will serve as the Critical Project Review (CPR) 
report to the California Energy Commission.  The CPR meeting is scheduled to take place on 
August 29th. 

Information regarding State and Federal funding available, or soon to be available 
On August 18, 2022, the following information was taken from the CALeVIP website. The CALeVIP program 
funding in the San Joaquin Valley shows some increases in funding, most likely due to provisionally awarded 
projects falling through. The site shows $1,381,500 available for Level 2 Charging in Kern County.  
Additionally, the website states that for Level 2 charging, $707,633 has been reserved and $423,0000 has 
been provisionally reserved. $69,867 has been issued. For DC Fast Charging, $2,273,061 has been reserved 
and $161,729 has been provisionally reserved. $190,210 has been issued.  34% of funds have been reserved 
or issued to Disadvantaged Communities which is more than the program minimum goal of 25%.  The 
program received applications in excess of $10,288,271 of DC Fast Charger Funds available. For information 
and to apply, visit https://calevip.org/incentive-project/san-joaquin-valley. 
 
On August 1, 2022 Caltrans submitted its NEVI plan to the US Department of Transportation and the US 
Department of Energy Joint Office. The Joint Offices are expected to issue a response in September 2022 but 
no later than October. The document may be found here:  https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-
media/programs/sustainability/documents/nevi/2022-ca-nevi-deployment-plan-a11y.pdf 
Here is the link to the CalSTA (California State Transportation Agency) website for the Infrastructure 
Investment and Jobs Act (IIJA) Implementation:  https://calsta.ca.gov/subject-areas/infrastructure-investment-
act 
 
If you have questions about any item in this report, please contact Linda Urata, Regional Planner at 661-635-
2904 or via email at lurata@kerncog.org. 
 
ACTION:  Information. 
   
Attachments: 
EV Ready Communities Budget Allocation Summary 
Work Element 603.5 Medium- and Heavy-Duty Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure Blueprint Site Selection 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:lurata@kerncog.org
https://calevip.org/incentive-project/san-joaquin-valley
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/sustainability/documents/nevi/2022-ca-nevi-deployment-plan-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/sustainability/documents/nevi/2022-ca-nevi-deployment-plan-a11y.pdf
https://calsta.ca.gov/subject-areas/infrastructure-investment-act
https://calsta.ca.gov/subject-areas/infrastructure-investment-act
mailto:lurata@kerncog.org


Kern Council of Governments 
EV Ready Communities 
ARV-20-010-01 
 
As of August 19, 2022 the table below reflects CEC grant amounts and matching funds for KERN COG and 
all of the subcontractors participating in the amended CEC Agreement ARV-20-010-01. The Task 2 Goal 
is to install 32 L2 stations and 4 DC fast-charging stations at 10 locations. 

 
Agency Name CEC Funding Local Match Total Project Equipment 

Kern COG $96,515 
$80,601 

$44,033 
$191,492 

$140,548 
$272,093 

 

City of Arvin $99,000 $33,000 $132,000 3 L2; 1 DCFC 
City of Bakersfield 
City of Wasco* and 
TBD 

$99,000 
$10,500† 

$33,000 
$3,500 

$132,000 
$14,000 

 

Reserved for 
California City (or 
TBD) 

$99,000 $33,000 $132,000 2 L2 and 1 
Off-grid 

City of Delano $99,000 $33,000 $132,000 3 L2 
City of McFarland 
Amended** 

$99,000 
$176,735 

$33,000 
$58,912 

$132,000 
$235,647 

3 L2; 2 DCFC; 
Solar Canopy 

City of Shafter $45,000 $15,000 $60,000 3 L2 
City of Wasco 
Amended* 

$99,000 
$187,500 

$33,000 
$62,500 

$132,000 
$250,000 

2 DCFC 

KCCD (Bakersfield 
College) 

$64,000 
427,750 

$18,808 
142,584 

$82,808 
$570,334 

4 EVEN, 8 L2; 
1 DCFC at 

AutoMall 
Frito-Lay North 
America (Pepsico) 

$232,500 $77,499 $309,999 10 L2; 1 
DCFC 

MioCar EVCS and 
Operations 

$359,441 $112,802 $472,243 2 L2 and 1 
Off-grid 

Retail EVCS  
City of McFarland ** 
and TBD 

$162,108 
$84,373† 

$66,500 
$40,588 

$228,608 
$124,961 

TBD 

Program 
Management, 
Outreach, and 2024 
Blueprint 
Consultants 

$507,000 $0 $507,000  

KCOG Materials & 
Misc. including 
eBikes; Match 
includes KCOG 
outreach 

$21,600 $29,500 $51,100  

Charging Stations 
TBD 

$70,000† $0 $70,000  

TOTAL $700,515 
$2,500,000 

$242,841 
$833,377 

$943,356 
$3,333,377 

34 L2 and 7 
DCFC at 9 

sites 
 
NOTES: 
 
The City of Shafter budget may increase to $99,000. This is under discussion.   
 
†The remaining budget to be awarded is $164,873. (Does not include set-aside for California City).  To 
meet the CEC Agreement goals, we need to secure 1 additional site with any configuration of L2 chargers 
and DCFCs. 



Kern Council of Governments 
Medium- and Heavy-Duty Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure Blueprint 

Site Selection 
Prepared by Gladstein Neandross and Associates 

 
The Blueprint will identify sites throughout Kern County where fueling infrastructure may be recommended. 
Five sites will be selected for a deeper investigation into site readiness. Gladstein, Neandross and Associates 
(GNA), the consultant developed a scoring matrix, and scored the nominated and otherwise identified 
communities. 
 

Scope of Work Task 3.1:  Identify Infrastructure Sites 
 

Progress to date 
• List of criteria, as well as selection methodology submitted early Q2 2022 (NOTE: The full scoring 

spreadsheet follows this page). 
• Site selection finalized in June  

 
Ranking Site Owner Score (%)- cutoff for selected 

sites at 50% 
1.  Wonderful Industrial Park (78%) 

 
78% 

2.  Tejon Ranch Commerce Center 56% 
3.  PepsiCo 55% 
4.  WattEV 53% 
5.  Arvin 51% 
6.  Bakersfield 44% 
7.  Tehachapi 33% 
8.  Trillium (only provided partial information) 15% 

 
GNA did not receive responses from: Advance Beverage Company, Golden Empire Transit District and 
Tactical Transport. City of Shafter staff requested that GNA contact Wonderful Industrial Park in lieu of 
participation by the City of Shafter. The City of Bakersfield didn’t have any type of particular project in 
mind, reducing their score below the 50% cut-off. 
 

 

@ Site Location 

i==i City Limits Site Selection Location 



Kern Council of Governments 
Medium- and Heavy-Duty Zero Emission Vehicle Infrastructure Blueprint 

Site Selection 
Prepared by Gladstein Neandross and Associates 

 
 

Scope of Work Task 3.2:  Analyze Infrastructure Sites and Develop Site Implementation Plans 
 
Task 3.2 Work Products 
Task 3.2 efforts will begin in August, with site visits likely to occur in September. 

• Documentation used in site analysis 
• Vehicle usage/infrastructure usage projections 
• Optimization analysis for priority projects 
• Cost estimates for priority projects 
• Implementation Plan(s) 
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VIII. 
RPAC 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

August 31, 2022 
 

TO:  Transportation Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) and 
  Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Rob Ball, Deputy Director/Planning Director 
   Becky Napier, Deputy Director/Administration 
   Rochelle Invina, Regional Planner 
   Linda Urata, Regional Planner 
   Vincent Liu, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT:   REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VIII.  

SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITY GRANTS/COG ASSISTANCE REQUESTS AND 
FEEDBACK MONITORING DATA - EMAIL REQUESTS DUE TO KERN COG FRIDAY, 
SEPTEMBER 30, 2022 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The 2022 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) 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.  This is an annual process 
reviewed by the TTAC and RPAC. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
A new 2-part strategy was proposed in the 2014 RTP to help our member agencies voluntarily monitor their 
progress toward the region’s air emission goals. The strategy also helps member agencies develop projects 
that will better compete under the new policies that emphasizes sustainability. Kern COG provides 
monitoring data along with technical assistance and grant writing assistance.   
 
The monitoring data helps inform our member agencies on how they are doing related to the region’s air 
emission goals.  The data provides sub-regional monitoring feedback and helps prioritize assistance using 
the regional travel model as part of this process. 
 
COG Technical Assistance  
 
The 2014 RTP was the first to contain an 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 and 
strategies immediately after the adoption of the 2008 Kern Regional Blueprint.   
 
Since 2009, Kern COG has awarded over $500,000 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 now the SCS.  This year there is $30k budgeted for Kern COG technical 
assistance grants, and additional funding is 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 

Kern Council 
of Governments 
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• community visioning/design workshops 
• 2D/3D community visualizations 
• transportation impact fee programs 
• general plan circulation element updates 
• Early transportation project development planning studies 

 
Member Agencies Email Sustainable Community Planning/Project Development Ideas to Kern COG 
by Friday, September 30, 2022 - 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 30, 
2020 for consideration.  Requests may be made by email and should include a brief preliminary scope and 
budget regarding the planning level work 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 30, 2023, 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 the cities of Shafter and Tehachapi. GrantFinder 
training is available by request;  Program contact: Linda at 661-635-2904 or lurata@kerncog.org or 
Susanne Campbell scampbell@kerncog.org. 
 
Prioritized Funding Policy for More Sustainable Projects - In November 2012 and most recently 
updated in March 2019, the Kern COG Board adopted the new project delivery policies and procedure 
(https://www.kerncog.org/policies/ ) to assist the region in promoting projects that better match the goals of 
the RTP/SCS.  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/microtransit network, and the City of 
Tehachapi has adopted the first city-wide “form-based-code” General Plan in California.  These types of 
projects are proliferating in the region in part because of new local project delivery policies. 
 
Monitoring Data Feedback 
 
The table in Attachment 2 shows the latest modeling of auto Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) per person 
(household population + employment by place of work) from the adoption of the 2022 RTP.  The total shows 
a 2.6 percent decrease in VMT between 2020 and 2022.  All regions show lower VMT per capita household 
population + employment by 2046 compared to 2020 except for Greater Taft, Arvin and Tehachapi.   
 
This technical and grant writing assistance program is a strategy in the 2022 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. 
 
ACTION:  Information.  Technical/grant writing assistance requests from member agencies are due to 
Kern COG by September 30, 2022. 
 
Attachments: 
Attachment 1 - Kern Sustainable Community Grant Resources – September 2022 
Attachment 2 – 2022 RTP/SCS Change in Daily Auto Miles Traveled 
Attachment 3 - Kern Sub Area Index and Vehicle Miles Traveled Maps  
 
 

mailto:rball@kerncog.org
mailto:lurata@kerncog.org
http://grantfinder.com/
mailto:lurata@kerncog.org
mailto:scampbell@kerncog.org
https://www.kerncog.org/policies/
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Attachment 1  
 
Kern Sustainable Community Grant Resources – September 2022 

 
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 30, 2021. 
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 
- Transportation project development planning studies 
 
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control 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 

- Emergency Vehicle Replacement Program, Alternate Fuel Mechanic Training - Heavy Duty 
Waste Haulers - School Bus Programs – AB 836 Wildfire Smoke ‘Clean Air Centers’ closed July 
15, 2022,  

 
Eastern Kern Air Pollution Control District 
DMV Grant and Voucher Program – www.kernair.org/Main_Pages/grants.html – Contact:  661-862-5250.  
NOTE: Some grant funds are distributed annually. Check the website. 
- DMV Vehicle Voucher Program is closed until October 1, 2022. 

- $4,000funding available for the purchase of a Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV) with an EPA Smog 
Score of 10   

- $2,000 funding available for the purchase of a Partial Zero Emission Vehicle (PZEV( with an EPA 
Smog Score of 8 or 9 

- DMV Grant Program ($50k max. per project) Projects include: Paving Dirt Roads to reduce fugitive 
dust emissions caused by vehicle travel, Installation of EV Charging Station or CNG refilling stations, 

mailto:rball@kerncog.org
mailto:bnapier@kerncog.org
http://valleyair.org/grants/
http://valleyair.org/grants/chargeup.htm
http://valleyair.org/grants/pev.htm
http://valleyair.org/grants/publictransport.htm
http://valleyair.org/grants/wastehaulers.htm
http://valleyair.org/grants/wastehaulers.htm
http://valleyair.org/grants/schoolbus.htm
http://www.kernair.org/
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Alternative Fuel Mechanics Training, Public Education Courses, and Innovative Vehicle-Related 
Emission Reduction Proposals accepted.   Applications opened annually. 2022 program closed  
February 25, 2022. Check the website in late 2022 for the next round of funding. 

 
Caltrans  
Sustainable Transportation Planning Grants FY 2021-2022 - Applications scheduled to be released in 
early fall 2020 with a due date in mid-fall 2020.   https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-
planning/regional-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants 
 
Active Transportation Program (ATP)-- Active Transportation Program (ATP) | Caltrans 
The California Transportation Commission (CTC) ATP Cycle 6 Call for Projects closed on March 16-17, 
2022 and closed on June 23, 2022..For MPO-directed funding, the Kern COG process follows the 
statewide application process, using that process to score projects for Kern COG consideration.. Kern COG 
announces the ATP Cycle funding to its member agencies via email and in technical advisory committee 
meetings. 
 
Transportation Planning Resources – http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.html 
 
 
Strategic Growth Council (SGC) 
Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities (AHSC) Program make it easier for Californians to 
drive less by making sure housing, jobs, and key destinations are accessible by walking, biking, and transit. 
AHSC Round 6 is processing on schedule. Final guidelines will be announced and a NOFA released in 
October 2022 with applications due in February 2023.  https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/ahsc/  
Transformative Climate Communities (TCC) Program empowers the communities most impacted by 
pollution to choose their own goals, strategies, and projects to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and local 
air pollution. The SGC Round 4 application process closed on July 1, 2022 with awards scheduled to be 
approved in October 2022.  The TCC Program does not currently have funding allocated a fifth round of 
awards  https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/tcc/ 
 
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: https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-
funding/index.shtml 

Super NOFA-Announced March 2022 and closed July 12, 2022 combined four programs into one 
application: Multifamily Housing Program (MHP), Infill Infrastructure Gant (IIG) Program, Veteran’s 
Housing and Homelessness Prevention (VHHP) Program, and Joe Serna, Jr. Farmworker Housing Grant 
(FWHG) Program. 

 
California Natural Resources Agency - https://resources.ca.gov/grants 
The California Natural Resources Agency Bonds and Grant unit administers various programs. They offer 
listserv registration for some program notifications. For instance, the Environmental Enhancement and 
Mitigation Program is an annual program (solicitation closed for 2022) offering grants to local, state and 
federal governmental agencies and to nonprofit organizations for projects to mitigate the environmental 
impacts caused by new or modified public transportation facilities.  Visit the website to obtain information 
about the various programs (including an extensive 43-page list of “other” funding programs), project 
eligibility requirements and application due dates.  
 
California Air Resources Board – https://www.arb.ca.gov/ba/fininfo.htm  

https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning/regional-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/transportation-planning/regional-planning/sustainable-transportation-planning-grants
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/local-assistance/fed-and-state-programs/active-transportation-program
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.html
https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/ahsc/
https://sgc.ca.gov/programs/tcc/
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/index.shtml
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/index.shtml
https://resources.ca.gov/grants
https://www.arb.ca.gov/ba/fininfo.htm
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Air Pollution Incentives, Grants and Credit Programs - Multiple granting programs. Visit the website to 
obtain project eligibility requirements and application due dates.  
 
California Energy Commission - https://www.energy.ca.gov/funding-opportunities 
The California Energy Commission offers a variety of funding opportunities to advance the state’s transition 
to clean energy and transportation through innovation, efficiency, and the development and deployment of 
advanced technologies. 
 
United States Department of Energy | Energy Efficiency & Renewable Energy |Alternative Fuels 
Data Center - Alternative Fuels Data Center: California Laws and Incentives (energy.gov) 
https://afdc.energy.gov/laws/state_summary?state=ca 
California Transportation Data for Alternative Fuels and Vehicles - Find transportation data and information 
about alternative fuels and advanced vehicles in California, including laws and incentives, fueling stations, 
fuel prices, and more. 
 
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. UpLiftCA was created by The Greenlining Institute in partnership with several organizations 
involved in finding solutions for the impacts from air pollution and climate change on Califonrnia’s 
underserved communities. 
 
Kern Council of Governments has posted its EV Charging Station Installation Resources List to its website: 
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/EVCS_Toolkit_Resources_202206.pdf 
 
Federal Funding Opportunities:  Visit the Federal grants portal and create an account using your 
agency’s Unique Entity Identifier (UEI).  https://www.grants.gov/   

https://www.energy.ca.gov/funding-opportunities
https://afdc.energy.gov/laws/state_summary?state=ca
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/EVCS_Toolkit_Resources_202206.pdf
https://www.grants.gov/
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Attachment 2 – How Sub Areas of Kern County are Doing on Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled. 
 

2022 RTP Change in Daily Auto Miles Traveled Compared to the Old Plan 
 
 

l

2020
2046 Old 
Plan 2046 Plan 2020

2046 Old 
Plan 2046 Plan 2020

2046 Old 
Plan 2046 Plan

2020 & 2046 
Old Plan

2020 & 2046 
Plan

1 Greater Taft 1,139,077    1,459,016    1,447,492    27,496        33,334        33,221        41.43   43.77     43.57       5.7% 5.2% -0.5%
2 Greater McFarland 895,810       1,013,188    1,016,217    25,972        32,597        32,426        34.49   31.08     31.34       -9.9% -9.1% 0.7%
3 Greater Wasco 1,477,836    1,804,142    1,771,176    38,691        53,046        52,749        38.20   34.01     33.58       -11.0% -12.1% -1.1%
4 Greater Tehachapi 1,971,680    3,617,143    4,312,417    42,817        80,198        92,588        46.05   45.10     46.58       -2.1% 1.1% 3.2%
5 Greater Bakersfield 15,674,973  19,140,950 19,128,176 792,093      1,011,853   1,016,113   19.79   18.92     18.82       -4.4% -4.9% -0.5%
6 Greater Cal City/Mojave 1,054,411    1,397,478    1,365,859    25,727        40,094        38,396        40.99   34.86     35.57       -15.0% -13.2% 1.8%
7 Greater Lake Isabella 769,798       880,509       727,855       19,215        23,285        21,160        40.06   37.81     34.40       -5.6% -14.1% -8.5%
8 Greater Ridgecrest 775,055       802,517       736,566       49,742        58,629        58,265        15.58   13.69     12.64       -12.2% -18.9% -6.7%
9 Greater Frazier Park 607,109       1,033,872    1,214,202    11,855        21,399        26,800        51.21   48.31     45.31       -5.7% -11.5% -5.9%

10 Greater Shafter 2,173,354    3,022,792    3,057,541    47,887        73,573        73,203        45.39   41.09     41.77       -9.5% -8.0% 1.5%
11 Greater Arvin 1,011,263    1,290,470    1,226,085    30,692        37,201        35,672        32.95   34.69     34.37       5.3% 4.3% -1.0%
12 Greater Delano 1,626,396    1,720,906    1,703,981    63,266        72,919        72,297        25.71   23.60     23.57       -8.2% -8.3% -0.1%
13 Greater Maricopa 204,836       203,423       197,277       1,625           1,636          1,628          126.05 124.34   121.16     -1.4% -3.9% -2.5%
14 Greater Rosamond 870,768       966,958       977,382       32,894        41,336        42,061        26.47   23.39     23.24       -11.6% -12.2% -0.6%

Total / Average: 30,252,367  38,353,362 38,882,226 1,209,973   1,581,100   1,596,578   25.00   24.26     24.35       -3.0% -2.6% 0.4%
16 Gateway 9,085,626    9,971,386    10,338,693 

All Travel 39,337,992  48,324,748 49,220,919 

(percent)

Persons = Household Population + 
Employment (by place of work) Auto Miles Traveled/Person % Change from Base 2020

Progress 
Compare
d to Old 

Plan

RSA VMT

(miles) (persons) (miles/person)

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) 

  

D Greater Arvin 

D Metro Bakersfield 

D Greater Cal City/Mojave 

D Greater Delano 

D Greater Frazier Park 

D Greater Lake Isabella 

D Greater Maricopa 

D Greater McFarland 

D Greater Ridgecrest 

D Greater Rosamond 

D Greater Shafter 

D Greater Taft 

D Greater Tehachapi 

D Greater Wasco 
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Greater Frasier Park Greater Lake Isabella 
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Greater Ridgecrest Greater Rosamond 
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Greater Tehachapi Greater Wasco 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 



 
 

August 31, 2022 
 
TO:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
   
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
   

By:  Becky Napier, Deputy Director - Administration  
 
SUBJECT:   REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: X.  
  REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING GRANTS (REAP) 2.0 
 
DESCRIPTION: 

The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP 2.0) are a key part of strategic investments 
toward a more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all areas of the state. REAP 2.0 
builds on the success of 2019’s REAP program but expands the focus by integrating housing and climate 
goals and allowing for broader planning and implementation investments, including infrastructure.  

DISCUSSION: 

The Department of Housing and Community Development held a Webinar on August 9 for MPOs and 
discussed specific issues.   

Projects eligible for REAP 2.0 funds MUST MEET ALL OF THE FOLLOWING OBJECTIVES:  

1) Accelerating Infill Development that Facilitates Housing Supply, Choice, and Affordability, 
2) Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing, and 
3) Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). 

Definitions: 

“Accelerating Infill Development including Housing” means planning, infrastructure, and other 
investments and actions that improve the affordability, tming, cost, feasibility, approval, and amount of 
Housing Development. 

“Affirmatively furthering Fair Housing” means taking meaningful actions, in addition to combating 
discrimination, that overcome patterns of segregation and foster inclusive communities free from 
barriers that restrict access to opportunity based on protected characteristics. Specifically, 
Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing means taking meaningful actions that, taken together, address 
significant disparities in Housing needs and in access to opportunity, replacing segregated living 
patterns with truly integrated and balanced living patterns, transforming racially and ethnically 
concentrated areas of poverty into areas of opportunity, and fostering and maintaining compliance 
with Civil Rights and Fair Housing Laws. 

X. 
RPAC 

Kern Council 
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“Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled” means a metric to evaluate the total miles of vehicles traveling on 
a roadway over a period of time. 

Threshold Requirements: 

1) Significant Beneficial Impact, 
2) Equitable Targeted Outreach Unique to REAP 2.0, and 
3) Suballocation Methodology Must be Approved by the Department by March 31, 2022. 

The filing deadline for the final application has not changed and is still December 31, 2022. 

ACTION: 

Discuss potential projects for the REAP 2.0 funding and have a frank discussion concerning whether 
projects meet all of the objectives. Provide staff direction on viable projects that can be completed before 
June 30, 2026 and provide staff direction. 



Member Agency Project Title Project Amount

ACCELERATING 
INFILL 

DEVELOPMENT

AFFIRMATIVELY 
FURTHERING FAIR 

HOUSING

REDUCING 
VEHICLE MILES 

TRAVELED
COMPLETED 

BY JUNE 2026

Kern County

Norris Road - to improve within the vicinity of 4 
Oildale schools with ADA sidewalks, all 
qualifying Disadvantaged communities. $4,620,000 Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No

Kern County

Pedestrian Visibility improvement Project - to 
improve sidewalks within the vicinity of 18 
schools with pedestrian activated rectangular 
Rapid Flashing Beacons, all in qualifying 
disadvantaged communities. $6,194,000 Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No

City of Arvin

Arvin CMO Project - access to more clean 
transportation opportunities. Expand an electric 
vehicle care sharing program and relocate Mio 
Car from the Caliente Creek affordable housing 
project to centrally located activity centers. $587,482 Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No

City of Arvin Purchase of 4th electric bus $1,098,747 Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No
City of Arvin Civic Spark Fellow Match $29,000 Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No

City of Arvin
Urban Greening Dual Purpose Pedestrian Bike 
Path $250,000 Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No

City of Shafter

Self-Help Tract 6713 - Impact Fee offsets for 
Tract 6713 in Shafter, deed restricted to low 
and very-low income individuals 300,000$                      

Yes/No/How - Yes by 
accelerating infill 
development that 
facilitates housing 
supply, choice, and 

affordability. Yes/No/How Yes/No/How Yes/No
Sub-Total for Potential Funding 
by REAP 2.0 $13,079,229

REAP 2.0 POTENTIAL PROJECT WORKSHEET
Funding Available $12,670,717



 

September 29, 2022 

 

TO:  REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

SUBJECT:  OCTOBER MEETING CANCELLATION NOTICE 

 
The meeting of the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) scheduled for 
Wednesday, October 5, 2022, has been cancelled.  
 
The next meeting will be a Special Meeting of the RPAC to be held jointly with the TTAC, 
Wednesday, November 2, 2022 at 10:00 a.m. Agenda materials will be mailed approximately 
one week prior to the meeting. 
 
 
Announcement: 
 
Comments on the Online Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) Mapping Tool are due 
Friday, October 7, 2022. The following is the link to the Mapping tool: 
https://rincon.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=1098f115a44d455890ae7f
21281c5085  

Please send comments and questions to Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri at rinvina@kerncog.org   

 

Kern Council 
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The Joint Transportation 
Technical Advisory Committee 
(TTAC) and Regional Planning 
Advisory Committee (RPAC) 
meeting being held on 
November 2, 2022 will be an In-
Person Meeting.  
Committee Members will need to 
attend In-Person to vote.  
A GoTo Meeting option is 
available for other attendees.  
 
Meeting location: 
Kern COG Board Room 
1401 19th Street, Third Floor 
Bakersfield, CA 93301 
 
If you have any questions, please contact:  
Becky Napier at bnapier@kerncog.org or  
Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri at rinvina@kerncog.org 
  

mailto:bnapier@kerncog.org
mailto:rinvina@kerncog.org


KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 

JOINT MEETING 
TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND 

REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE  
 
KERN COG BOARD ROOM                                    WEDNESDAY 
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR                     November 2, 2022 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                                    10:00 A.M.  

 
GoToMeeting Information 
https://www.gotomeet.me/KernCOG/ttacmeeting 
Dial +1 (786) 535-3211 
Access Code: 269-963-557 
New to GoToMeeting? Get the app now and be ready when your first meeting starts: 
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/269963557  
 
 

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 the joint meeting of 
the Transportation Technical Advisory Committee and Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
may request assistance at 1401 19th Street, Suite 300; Bakersfield CA  93301 or by calling (661) 
635-2900.  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: Minutes from TTAC meeting of October 5, 2022. 

ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 
 
IV. PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT (Pacheco) 

 
Comment: October 18, 2022 Project Accountability Team meeting highlights and latest 
updates. 
 
Action: Information. 
 
 

V. CMAQ FUNDING REQUEST (Pacheco) 
 
Comment: Kern COG staff has received requests for Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) 
Program funds. Kern COG staff has reviewed options for the CMAQ funding available. 
 
 

https://www.gotomeet.me/KernCOG/ttacmeeting
https://global.gotomeeting.com/install/269963557


Action: Request for Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommendation to the 
Transportation Planning Policy Committee. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

 
VI. REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING 2.0 GRANT FUNDING (Napier)  

 
Comment: The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP) 2.0 are a key part of 
strategic investments toward a more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all 
areas of the state. REAP 2.0 builds on the success of 2019’s REAP program but expands the 
focus by integrating housing and climate goals and allowing for broader planning and 
implementation investments, including infrastructure.  

 
Action:  1. Discuss/Recommend to the Kern COG Board to apply for the Grant Funding for 

named projects and amounts totaling either $12,670,717 or $17,280,235? ROLL 
CALL VOTE. 
2. Direct Member Agencies to submit grant application materials to Becky Napier 
bnapier@kerncog.org no later than December 1, 2022. ROLL CALL VOTE. 

 
 

VII. ANNOUNCEMENTS 
a. Attachment: Cycle 6 Active Transportation Program – Kern Region submitted and 

received application list that includes project recommended for state funding (Snoddy)  
 

 
VIII. MEMBER ITEMS  

 
 
IX. ADJOURNMENT – The next meeting will be held on November 30, 2022 (December meeting). 
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KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE AND 

CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AGENCY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
 

DISCUSSION SUMMARY FOR OCTOBER 5, 2022 MEETING 
 
  
KERN COG BOARD ROOM/GO TO MEETING                       Wednesday 
1401 19th Street, Suite 300                                October 5, 2022 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                                      10:00 A.M.
      
Chairman Schlosser called the meeting to order at approximately 10:01 a.m. A roll call was conducted by Ms. 
Invina-Jayasiri for attendance.   
 
I. ROLL CALL  

MEMBERS PRESENT:  Christine Viterelli City of Arvin 
Luis Topete  City of Bakersfield 
Pedro Nunez  City of Delano 
Yolanda Alcantar County of Kern 
Alex Gonzalez  City of Shafter  
Teresa Binkley  City of Taft 
Jay Schlosser  City of Tehachapi  
Kameron Arnold City of Wasco 
Lorena Mendibles Caltrans  
Steve Barnes  Golden Empire Transit  

      
 OTHER:   Maria Martinez  City of Wasco 
     Ryan Starbuck  City of Bakersfield 

Cindy Parra  Bike Bakersfield 
     Trista Carter  TDH 

Bonita Steele 
Emilio Huerta  

       
           

STAFF:    Angie Banuelos  Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri  
Raquel Pacheco  Bob Snoddy 

     Becky Napier  Irene Enriquez  
Joe Stramaglia 

 
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.  
 
No public comments. 
 

III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY: Minutes from meeting of August 31, 2022 
(September).  
There were no comments or questions from the committee members. Mr. Barnes made a motion 
to approve the discussion summary, Ms. Viterelli seconded the motion.  Ms. Invina-Jayasiri 
performed a roll call vote and motion carried unanimously. 
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IV. FY 2020-21 TDA STREETS & ROADS CLAIM – CITY OF RIDGECREST 
FY 2021-22 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT & STREETS & ROADS CLAIMS – CITY OF RIDGECREST 
FY 2021-22 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT & STREETS & ROADS CLAIMS – CITY OF DELANO 
FY 2022-23 TDA PUBLIC TRANSIT CLAIM – KERN REGIONAL TRANSIT 
Ms. Banuelos stated according to California Public Utilities Code Section 99260 et seq., and Kern 
COG TDA Rules and Regulations, eligible organizations may submit a claim for the purpose of 
supporting public transit systems and streets and roads. The cities of Ridgecrest, Delano and Kern 
Regional Transit have submitted TDA claims which total $12,835,133. Kern COG staff has 
reviewed the claims and recommended approval. Staff asked TTAC to review TDA Public Transit 
Claim for the Cities of Ridgecrest, Delano and Kern Regional Transit and recommend approval to 
the Transportation Planning Policy Committee. 

 
Ms. Viterelli made the motion to recommend approval. Mr. Topete seconded the motion. Ms. 
Invina-Jayasiri performed a roll call vote and motion carried unanimously. 
 

V. CYCLE 6 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM – STATEWIDE CALL FOR PROJECTS  
Mr. Snoddy provided an update on Cycle 6 Active Transportation Program (ATP). The California 
Transportation Commission (CTC) closed call for projects on June 16, 2022. Kern COG agencies 
submitted a total of 19 applications. Once we hear about the CTC staff recommendation for state 
funded projects on October 21st, Kern COG will move forward and schedule an ATP workshop to 
develop a financially-constrained MPO list.  
 
This item is for information only.  
 

VI. ANNOUNCEMENTS –  
a. Ms. Pacheco reminded members to please save the date for the next Project 

Accountability Team meeting which is October 18th at 10:00 AM. 
b. Ms. Napier reported on the September 28th REAP 2.0 Workshop. The group decided to 

focus on housing projects. She reported on the questions and responses that were sent 
to HCD. HCD encourages the projects correlation to bike and infill housing. She reminded 
the surveys to rank the projects are due October 7th. There is a second workshop 
scheduled for October 12th. In addition, the TTAC and RPAC meeting on November 2nd 
will be a joint meeting at 10:00am.  

 
VII. MEMBER ITEMS – No member items. 
 
VIII. ADJOURNMENT – Meeting adjourned at 10:12am. The next meeting will be held on November 2, 

2022, a joint meeting with RPAC.  
 



IV. 
TTAC 

November 2, 2022 

TO: Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 

FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

By:  Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner 
Robert M. Snoddy, Regional Planner 

SUBJECT: TTAC AGENDA ITEM: IV. 
PROJECT ACCOUNTABILITY TEAM REPORT 

DESCRIPTION:   

October 18, 2022 Project Accountability Team meeting highlights and latest updates. 

DISCUSSION: 

The Project Accountability Team meetings are held quarterly as needed to discuss project 
implementation issues and to develop solutions. In addition, participants review project status 
information for projects in the Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) as well as 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3.  

Highlights from October 18, 2022 Project Accountability Team meeting and latest updates: 

1. Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 updates were provided by attendees (see
attached TDA Article 3 project list). Project delivery letters are due January 13, 2023 to
bsnoddy@kerncog.org

2. Active Transportation Program, Congestion Mitigation Air Quality Program, Regional
Surface Transportation Program project updates were provided by attendees (see
attached FY 22/23 and FY 23/24 project lists). The fiscal year 23/24 project list is provided
to remind agencies to deliver early. Project delivery letters for FY 22/23 projects are due
January 13, 2023 to rpacheco@kerncog.org

3. The California Transportation Commission issued an Active Transportation Program
(ATP) Project Status Report for Cycles 1 through 5. See https://catc.ca.gov/-/media/ctc-
media/documents/ctc-meetings/2022/2022-10/21-4-6-a11y

4. Cycle 6 ATP update: The California Transportation Commission released staff
recommendations for the Statewide project list on October 20th.

5. Local Assistance Training: September 8, 2022 highlights were provided and are included
in the attached meeting notes. The September recording is available and is posted at
https://ca-ctap.org/?pid=1611  The next training will be November 3, 2022 from 8:30 am
to 11:30 am, registration link is https://apps.cce.csus.edu/sites/cce/reg/?CID=5060

Kern Council 
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Please send any questions to rpacheco@kerncog.org  
 
 
 
Attachments:  October 18, 2022 Project Accountability Team meeting notes 
  October 18, 2022 TDA Article 3 project list 

October 18, 2022 FY 22/23 project list 
October 18, 2022 FY 23/24 project list 
 

 
     
ACTION:  Information. 

 
 
 

mailto:rpacheco@kerncog.org


Project Accountability Team Meeting 

Tuesday, October 18, 2022 
Hybrid In-person/Virtual Meeting 

Attendees: 

Christine Viterelli, Arvin 
Luis Topete, Bakersfield 
Navdip Grewal, Bakersfield 
Ryan Starbuck, Bakersfield 
Juan Pantoja, BHT Engineering 
Ramon Pantoja, BHT Engineering 
Andrea Nason, Caltrans District 6 
David Deel, Caltrans District 6 
Paul Pineda, Caltrans District 6 
Scott Lau, Caltrans District 6 
Ed Galero, Delano 
Brianahi De Leon, McFarland 
Quintiliano Ortega, Ridgecrest 
Alex Gonzalez, Shafter 

Andrew Norton, Tehachapi 
Denise Montes, Tehachapi 
Kameron Arnold, Wasco 
Scott Hurlbert, Wasco 
Ahron Hakimi, Kern COG 
Bob Snoddy, Kern COG 
Irene Enriquez, Kern COG 
Raquel Pacheco, Kern COG  
Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri, Kern COG 
Susanne Campbell, Kern COG 
Alexa Kolosky, Kern County 
Michael Dillenbeck, Kern County 
Yolanda Alcantar, Kern County 

DRAFT Notes 

1. Introductions confirmed attendees.

2. Active Transportation Program (ATP) – California Transportation Commission (CTC)
Project Status Report – Ms. Pacheco provided the weblink to the CTC project status report and
noted that agency projects since ATP Cycle 1 are listed. See https://catc.ca.gov/-/media/ctc-
media/documents/ctc-meetings/2022/2022-10/21-4-6-a11y

Delano received approval for two separate project allocations at the October CTC meeting.

3. ATP Cycle 6 Update – Mr. Snoddy noted that once CTC staff recommendations are released for
the Cycle 6 statewide list, Kern COG will convene a nomination committee for the MPO project
selection.  Ms. Pacheco noted that CTC staff announced that CTC staff recommendations would
be released sooner than the previously identified October 21st date. Preliminary information
suggested that without the ATP augmentation, the high score cut-off would have been 95 points.

4. Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 Project Status – Mr. Snoddy provided the
latest TDA Article 3 project list and requested project status. See updates in attached project
list.

Ms. Pacheco referenced an excerpt from the Kern COG Project Delivery Policies and
Procedures – Chapter 2 Implementation: “Time Limitation - Projects approved for funding in one
fiscal year shall be considered void if construction is not started by the end of the following fiscal
year. Funds allocated within the Local Transportation Fund and those disbursed to a claimant's
local treasury shall then be returned or refunded to the unallocated pedestrian/bikeway reserve
account for reallocation during the next program funding cycle.”

a. TDA Article 3 Project Delivery Letters are due January 13, 2023 to bsnoddy@kerncog.org
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5. Buy America Update – See Caltrans Local Assistance blog for the latest updates. See
https://www.localassistanceblog.com/2022/09/21/update-build-america-buy-america-act-2-0/

6. Carbon Reduction Program (CRP) – CRP is a new funding program under the latest federal
transportation legislation. Ms. Pacheco provided the Caltrans CRP weblink that includes the
funding distribution statewide and federal eligibility. See https://dot.ca.gov/programs/local-
assistance/fed-and-state-programs/carbon-reduction-program There is a current estimate of $1.5
million for the Kern region with an obligation deadline of 9/30/25. Eligible projects are similar in
nature to the CMAQ program; however, CalSTA is the lead on developing the California Carbon
Reduction Strategy that could potentially restrict what is eligible in California. The deadline for
California to submit the Carbon Reduction Strategy for Federal Highway Administration review is
November 2023.

Attendees provided ideas for how Kern COG should select projects for the Kern COG CRP;
however, without clear federal/state direction on which projects would be eligible in California it
may be best to wait until there is more information available.

7. 2023 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) – The 2021 FTIP is still the active
FTIP. The 2023 FTIP is expected to be federally approved mid-December and will supersede the
2021 FTIP.

8. ATP/CMAQ/RSTP Project Status – Each agency, represented, gave a project update for fiscal
year 22/23 and fiscal year 23/24 Active Transportation Program, Congestion Mitigation Air
Quality Program, and Regional Surface Transportation Program projects. See updates in the
attached project list.

a. Kern COG Project Delivery Policies – Ch. 2 Implementation: Ms. Pacheco provided the
weblink to the Kern COG Project Delivery Policies and Procedures. See
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/project_selection_policy_20190321.pdf
Ms. Pacheco referenced an excerpt from Ch. 2 on pdf page 20: complete request for
authorizations should be submitted by January 31st; projects submitted between February
and April are subject to deprogramming depending on funding available for the year; funds
not obligated by April 30th of the year programmed in the FTIP are subject to reprogramming.

b. CMAQ Contingency Policy and project list: Ms. Pacheco provided a copy of the Kern
COG CMAQ Contingency Policy and project list approved in February 2022. Since Kern
County is the only agency with contingency projects, Ms. Alcantar provided an update. The
first project on the contingency list would be the only project to be delivered in advance.

c. CMAQ project delivery requests: Mr. Arnold noted that Wasco did not receive a
construction phase E-76 for a CMAQ project that was programmed in FY 21/22 due to
complications with the environmental phase approval. Wasco is ready to deliver in FY 22/23 if
funding is available. Ms. Montes noted that Tehachapi has a construction phase E-76 but that
bids received were $400,000 higher than the estimate. Tehachapi is delivering the project
and is requesting an increase of CMAQ funds to cover the high bid. Ms. Pacheco reported
that the 2023 FTIP has a combined $535,000 for FY 22/23 and FY 23/24 available for
programming due to estimates received for developing the 2023 FTIP. The first project
eligible to be programmed would be the Kern County CMAQ Contingency project.

d. ATP/CMAQ/RSTP Project Delivery Letters are due January 13, 2023 to
rpacheco@kerncog.org
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9. Announcements 
 

a. Local Assistance Training November 3, 2022 from 8:30 am to 11:30 am. The weblink 
for the agenda was provided which included a registration link. See 
https://files.constantcontact.com/e8bf6f8a501/893e673d-a0c3-40a6-8884-
7a9c19788bf9.pdf?rdr=true  

The September 8, 2022 Local Assistance Training recording is posted at https://ca-
ctap.org/?pid=1611 Highlights include: Caltrans discussed an agency risk assessment 
that would include mandatory training, risk assessment, project monitoring like local 
agency staff qualifications and critical deadlines. Implementation details would be ready 
in the next year for certain active projects and then for all local agencies in FY 25/26. 

Kern COG staff had been deferring to the statewide trainings instead of holding trainings 
at Kern COG. Mr. Arnold requested that a training be held to discuss environmental 
review expectations. Ms. Pacheco will coordinate with Caltrans Local Assistance Districts 
6 & 9 to hold a training possibly for the January Project Accountability Team meeting. If 
there are other topics of interest, please let Ms. Pacheco know. 

b. Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) – HSIP applications were due 9/12/22. 
Ms. Pacheco noted that Caltrans had reported receiving 435 applications. $526 million 
was requested yet only $210 million was available. The projects selected would be 
announced December 2022.  
 

c. Ms. Alcantar noted the Kern County staff workload is too much and suggested that other 
agencies need to start considering bigger CMAQ applications. 

 
d. Ms. Pacheco noted that although the CMAQ and RSTP call for projects timeline has not 

been set, the regular schedule is to announce the call for projects in March with 
applications due in August. 

 
10. Conclude Meeting – next meeting tentatively set for January 2023. 



Project Status
Status Code:  1=Not Started  2=Under Construction  3=Completed

Jurisdiction Auth. Date

Auth. 
Minute 
Order Project Name Funding 

Status 
Code

Arvin 9/21/2017 MO#17-03 South "A" at Langford Pedestrian Improvements (I of III) 90,000$           2 Project should be completed October 2022
Arvin 9/20/2018 MO#19-01 South "A" at Langford Pedestrian Improvements (II of III) 90,000$           2 Project should be completed October 2022
Arvin 9/20/2018 MO#19-01 South "A" at Langford Pedestrian Improvements (III of III) 105,000$         2 Project should be completed October 2022
Arvin total 285,000$         

Bakersfield 8/20/2015 MO#15-04 Brundage Lane Class III/A Street Class II -$  3 Final invoice in July. 2022
Bakersfield 9/21/2017 MO#17-03 Bakersfield College area Bikelanes (II of II 20,968$           2 under construction
Bakersfield 9/19/2019 MO#19-03 Pedestrian Countdown Counters 28,130$           3 Waiting for invoice
Bakersfield 9/19/2019 MO#19-03 Beach Park to Manor KRP Rehab (Phase I) -$  3 Final invoice in June. 2022
Bakersfield total 49,098$           

Kern County 9/19/2019 MO-19-03 Lake Ming/KR Golf Course Extension (I of III) 464,005$         2 Estimated project completion January 2023
Kern County total 464,005$         

McFarland 9/15/2016 MO#16-05 Bicycle Safety 2,000$             3 Partial billing of $904.30 on July 27, 2018
McFarland 9/19/2019 MO#19-03 Bike Parking 3,000$             1 Mar-23
McFarland 9/19/2019 MO#19-03 Bike Safety Projgram 2,000$             1 Dec-22
McFarland 9/19/2019 MO#19-03 West Kern Ave and 6th Street Curbs (I of II) -$  3 Completed July 8, 2022
McFarland total 7,000$             

Taft 9/19/2019 MO#19-03 South 4th Street Pedestrian Improvements (I of II) 157,800$         1 Project will be completed by June 2022 
Taft total 157,800$         

Wasco 9/19/2019 MO#19-03 Bicycle Safety Program -$  3 Pd. October 13, 2022
Wasco total -$  

Current outstanding TDA Article 3 projects un-invoiced 962,903$         

1) Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program - Un-invoiced Projects Before FY 2021-22



Project Status
Status Code:  1=Not Started  2=Under Construction  3=Completed

Jurisdiction
Auth. 
Date

Auth. Minute 
Order Project Name Funding 

Status 
Code

Bakersfield 7/15/2021 MO#21-06 Bike Education  $       1,310 2 Invoiced 6/3/2022
Bakersfield 7/15/2021 MO#21-07 Bike Parking  $       3,000 1
Kern County 7/15/2021 MO#21-08 Bike Racks  $             -   3 Invoiced 3/2/2022
Kern County 7/15/2021 MO#21-09 Bike Safety  $             -   3 Invoiced 3/2/2022
1st Priority Projects Total  $       4,310 

Bakersfield/Kern 
County

7/15/2021 MO#21-10 Addition of a Class 1 bike path along County Dump Rd. between 
Fairfax Rd. and Paladan Dr. Kern County will be a sub applicant 

 $   329,588 1 Project estimated to be comp. 
1-30-2023

2nd Priority Projects  $   329,588 

Total Funded 
Projects

 $   355,588 

McFarland 7/15/2021 MO#21-01 Remove and replace non-ADA compliant curb ramps on Ebell St. 
Mast Ave. to Woodruff Ave. & 6th St. and California Ave.

 $   156,158 1 Est. June 2023

Tehachapi 7/15/2021 MO#21-02 Complete pedestrian facilities on both sides of Brentwood Dr. 
between Cury St. and Oakwood St. with a new ADA compliant 
sidewalk, curb, and gutter

 $   284,750 1 Should be completed Spring 
2023

Taft 7/15/2021 MO#21-03 Construct new curb and gutter, sidewalk, ADA compliant ramps, drive 
approaches and related pedestrian improvement on west side of 4th 
St. from Supply Row to Main St.

 $   169,080 3 Should receive invoice in May 
2023

Wasco 7/15/2021 MO#21-04 Remove existing non-ADA compliant ramps and replace with ADA 
compliant curb and ramps on D St. Blvd. between Filburn and 
Stephen Court east side and on Filburn St. between Gaston St. amd 
D St. north side

 $   156,831 1 Should be completed Spring 
2023

California City 7/15/2021 MO#21-05 Construct new sidewalk, curb & gutter, ADA curb ramps, and related 
pedestrian improvements on Hacienda Blvd.

 $   170,538 1 Should be completed 
Februrary 2023

 $   937,357 

 $1,271,255 

2) Transportation Development Act Article 3 Program - Funded and Un-Funded Projects FY 2021-22

TDA Article 3 projects funded and unfunded

3rd Priority Projects  
(Unfunded)

I 

I 



Draft FY 22/23 ATP, CMAQ, RSTP project list Draft FY 22/23

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal/ 
State

PE

Federal/ 
State
CON Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Bakersfield KER180403

Stockdale Hwy from Gosford Rd to New Stine Rd; pavement 

rehabilitation using either a combination of both and/or hot mix 

asphalt (HMA) and rubberized hot mix asphalt (R‐HMA), 

installation of striping and markings, installation of traffic 

detector loops, installation of pedestrian access ramps, and 

adjustments of existing manholes and monuments

$0 $5,169,000 $5,838,699 March 2023 1

Bakersfield KER180507
Mt Vernon Ave from Bernard St to Panorama Dr; installation of 

adaptive signal coordination
$0 $529,409 $598,000 Dec 2022 1

Bakersfield KER221002

Chester Avenue between 4th Street and Brundage Lane; 

construction of center medians, continental crosswalks, and bike 

lanes with additional pavement markings (CTC approved time 

extenstion to 6/30/2023)

$0 $210,000 $791,000
March for

May CTC
1

Bakersfield KER191004

Bounded by 7th Standard Rd, Kern River Parkway and approx 6 

miles Friant Kern Canal; construct Class I multi‐use path (CTC 

approved time extension to 2/29/2024)
$0 $4,306,000 $8,200,000

Nov for Jan

CTC
1

Cal. City KER180403

Hacienda Blvd from Manzanita Ave to Redwood Blvd; cold plane 

existing asphalt surface, cement treat sub‐grade surface, apply 4 

in type a asphalt, striping markings and signage. install curb and 

gutter and sidewalk, and ADA curb ramps

$58,922 $0 $66,557 Jan 2023 1

Cal. City KER220502

Redwood Blvd from 560 ft east of Hacienda Blvd to 98th St; 

surface unpaved shoulders/roadway, install Class II bike lanes, 

sidewalks and raised median island approx 1,500 ft
$0 $0 $10,000 N/A N/A

Delano KER180403

20th Ave from Girard St to Norwalk St and Norwalk St from 

County Line Rd to 14th Ave; pavement resurfacing and 

rehabilitation including 1‐1/2 inch grinding and hot mix asphalt 

overlay and striping

$0 $698,000 $788,433 March 2023 1

Delano KER211001
Cycle 5 

Statewide

ATP‐5 SRTS Intersection Enhancement and NI Work Plan
$140,000 $0 $140,000 October CTC 3

KCOG KER220401 In Kern County: Regional Traffic Count Program $0 $79,677 $90,000 Jan 2023 1

KCOG KER220501 In Kern County: CommuteKern Rideshare Program $0 $240,187 $271,306 Jan 2023 1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC. 
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments 1
October 18, 2022



Draft FY 22/23 ATP, CMAQ, RSTP project list Draft FY 22/23

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal/ 
State

PE

Federal/ 
State
CON Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Kern Co. KER180403
Kern County: Edison Rd from Di Giorgio Rd to Mountain View Rd; 

2 miles of road rehabilitation
$0 $2,100,000 $2,372,077 Jan 2023 1

Kern Co. KER180403 Kern County: Edison Rd from Mountain View Rd to Hermosa Rd; 

2 miles of road rehabilitation
$0 $2,100,000 $2,372,077 Jan 2023 1

Kern Co. KER180403 Kern County: Rosamond Blvd from Stevenson St to SR 14; 1.35 

miles of road rehabilitation
$0 $1,197,980 $1,513,611 Feb 2023 1

Kern Co. KER180507 Kern County (Bakersfield): Various areas in Metro Bakersfield; 

Traffic Signal Coordination (Interconnect)
$0 $1,353,004 $1,528,300 Jan 2023 1

Kern Co. KER180507 Kern County (Oildale): Within and around the community of 

Oildale; Traffic Signal Coordination (Interconnect)
$0 $1,055,189 $1,191,900 Jan 2023 1

Kern Co. KER180507 Kern County (Metro Bakersfield): Intersection of Allen Rd and 

Jomani Dr; Construct a traffic signal and ancillary facilities
$0 $536,725 $606,263 Jan 2023 1

Kern Co. KER180507

Kern County (Metro Bakersfield): Intersection of Cottonwood Rd 

and Cheatham Ave; Construct a traffic signal and ancillary 

facilities

$0 $567,807 $641,372 Jan 2023 1

Kern Co. KER180507
Kern County (Bakersfield): Rosedale Highway between SR‐43 and 

Heath Road; Surface 4 miles of dirt shoulders
$0 $2,875,285 $3,247,809 Jan 2023 1

Kern Co. KER180507
CML‐

5950(503)

Kern County (Metro Bakersfield): Northside of Casa Loma Dr (S 

Union Ave ‐ Pogososo St); Surface 0.25 miles of unpaved 

shoulder

$421,690 $0 $476,324 done 3

Kern Co. KER180507
Kern County (Tehachapi): Backes Ln (Highline Rd ‐ Schout Rd), 

Schout Rd (Backes Ln ‐ Woodford Tehachapi Rd), Woodford 

Tehachapi Rd (Schout Rd ‐ SR 202); pave shoulder and bike lane

$0 $1,832,751 $2,070,203 Feb 2023 1

Kern Co. KER180507 Kern County (Metro Bakersfield): Mills Dr (SR 184 ‐ Park Dr) & 

Park Dr (Mills Dr ‐ Eucalyptus Dr); Surface unpaved shoulder
$0 $1,113,330 $1,257,574 Feb 2023 1

Kern Co. KER200506
CML‐

5961(016)

Kern County (Tehachapi): Intersection of Cummings Valley Rd 

and Bear Valley Rd; Construct a roundabout and ancillary 

facilities

$572,929 $0 $647,158 done 3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC. 
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments 2
October 18, 2022



Draft FY 22/23 ATP, CMAQ, RSTP project list Draft FY 22/23

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal/ 
State

PE

Federal/ 
State
CON Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Kern Co. KER191003
Cycle 4 

Statewide

In Lake Isabella: Walk Isabella ‐ Lake Isabella Blvd and Erskine 

Creek Rd; pedestrian and cyclist safety and accessbility 

improvements

$0 $4,286,000 $4,841,000
May for June

CTC
1

McFarland KER220403

Intersection of W. Perkins and 3rd St; improve safer communte 

and increase safety by installing flashing stop lights, high visibility 

flashing crosswalk, resurfacing road on a crosswalk and 

surrounding crosswalk area, striping road, and ADA ramps

$49,399 $0 $55,800 Nov 2022 1

Ridgecrest KER180403
W. Ward Ave. from N. Norma St. to N. Downs St.; approximately

2,600ft. multi‐lane roadway of resurfacing, drainage and

intersection improvements

$0 $0 $85,219 N/A N/A

Shafter KER220404 7th Standard Rd from Friant Kern Canal to Zachary Ave; 

pavement reconstruction
$0 $538,000 $775,000 1

Taft KER180403 10th St from Pilgrim Ave to Kern St (approximately 2,350 linear 

ft); pavement rehabilitation
$0 $0 $44,900 N/A N/A

Taft KER220503

550 Supply Rd; Purchase Six Replacement Electric Vans; Install 

charging infrastructure and solar microgrid (subject to FTA 

Transfer)
$362,973 $0 $410,000 April 2023 1

Tehachapi KER180403
STPL‐

5184(042)

Valley Blvd from Beech St to Curry St; rehabilitate 0.30 miles of 

ac pavement by grinding approximately 3" and overlaying new 

asphalt and applying slurry seal to the remaining 0.30 miles of 

roadway, for an approximate 0.60 miles of roadway 

rehabilitation 

$21,250 $0 $24,003 done 3

Tehachapi KER211005 Cycle 5 MPO SRTS Dennison Road Bicycle / Pedestrian Corridor Improvement

project
$0 $2,087,000 $2,087,000

Jan for March

CTC
1

Wasco KER180403
STPL‐

5287(061)
Central Ave Rd from Filburn St to SR 46 (approximately 6,567 ft); 

pavement rehabilitation
$68,796 $0 $77,710 done 3

Wasco KER180507
CML‐

5287(062)
Wasco: Poso Ave from Central Ave to Martin St; bicycle and 

pedestrian improvements, pave southside unpaved shoulders
$49,156 $0 $55,525 done 3

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC. 
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments 3
October 18, 2022

Feb 2023



Draft FY 23/24 ATP, CMAQ, RSTP project list Draft FY 23/24

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal/ 
State

PE

Federal/ 
State
CON Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Bakersfield KER180403

Panama Ln from Gosford Rd to Stine Rd; pavement rehabilitation 

using either a combination of both and/or hot mix asphalt (HMA) 

and rubberized hot mix asphalt (R‐HMA), installation of striping 

and markings, installation of traffic detector loops, installation of 

pedestrian access ramps, and adjustments of existing manholes 

and monuments

$0 $5,167,000 $5,836,440 1

Bakersfield KER180507
White Ln from Wible Rd to Buena Vista Rd; installation of 

adaptive signal coordination
$0 $775,080 $875,500 Jan 2024 1

Bakersfield KER180507
Stockdale Hwy from Renfro Rd to Coffee Rd; installation of 

adaptive signal coordination
$0 $336,768 $380,400 Jan 2024 1

Bakersfield KER180507
H St from White Ln to Panama Ln, Panama Ln from Akers Rd to 

Parsons Wy; installation of adaptive signal coordination
$0 $509,048 $575,001 Jan 2024 1

Cal. City KER180403

Hacienda Blvd from Manzanita Ave to Redwood Blvd; cold plane 

existing asphalt surface, cement treat sub‐grade surface, apply 4 

in type a asphalt, striping markings and signage. install curb and 

gutter and sidewalk, and ADA curb ramps

$0 $313,078 $541,389 Jan 2024 1

Cal. City KER220502

Redwood Blvd from 560 ft east of Hacienda Blvd to 98th St; 

surface unpaved shoulders/roadway, install Class II bike lanes, 

sidewalks and raised median island approx 1,500 ft
$0 $846,966 $956,700 Jan 2024 1

Delano KER180403

Randolph St from Cecil Ave to 9th Ave and High St from Cecil Ave 

to Garces Hwy; pavement resurfacing and rehabilitation 

including 1‐1/2 inch grinding and hot mix asphalt overlay and 

striping

$0 $698,000 $788,433 Jan 2024 1

Delano KER211001
Cycle 5 

Statewide

ATP‐5 SRTS Intersection Enhancement and NI Work Plan
$0 $1,024,000 $1,038,000 1

Delano KER211003 Cycle 5 MPO ATP‐5 Bike Lane and Sidewalk Gap Improvement Project $120,000 $791,000 $925,000 3, 1

KCOG KER220401 In Kern County: Regional Traffic Count Program $0 $79,677 $90,000 Jan 2024 1

KCOG KER220501 In Kern County: CommuteKern Rideshare Program $0 $256,470 $289,699 Jan 2024 1

Kern Co. KER180403
Kern County: Buena Vista Rd from South Fairfax Rd to Main St; 1 

mile of road rehabilitation
$0 $1,600,000 $1,807,297 1

Kern Co. KER220402

Kern County: Buena Vista Blvd from South Vineland Rd to South 

Edison Rd; reconstruct 1 mile of road by recompacting the 

subgrade and installing new road base
$0 $1,600,000 $1,807,297 1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC. 
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments 1 October 18, 2022



Draft FY 23/24 ATP, CMAQ, RSTP project list Draft FY 23/24

Lead PIN
Project No./
Grant No. Description

Federal/ 
State

PE

Federal/ 
State
CON Total

Date Expect
to Submit

Note

Kern Co. KER180507
CML‐

5950(503)

Kern County (Metro Bakersfield): Northside of Casa Loma Dr (S 

Union Ave ‐ Pogososo St); Surface 0.25 miles of unpaved 

shoulder

$0 $965,910 $1,090,054 1

Kern Co. KER180507 Kern County (Metro Bakersfield): Intersection of Snow Rd and 

Quail Creek Rd; Construct a traffic signal and ancillary facilities
$0 $626,174 $707,302 1

Kern Co. KER200506
CML‐

5961(016)

Kern County (Tehachapi): Intersection of Cummings Valley Rd 

and Bear Valley Rd; Construct a roundabout and ancillary 

facilities

$0 $3,061,415 $3,458,054 1

McFarland KER220403

Intersection of W. Perkins and 3rd St; improve safer communte 

and increase safety by installing flashing stop lights, high visibility 

flashing crosswalk, resurfacing road on a crosswalk and 

surrounding crosswalk area, striping road, and ADA ramps

$0 $346,601 $391,507 1

Ridgecrest KER180403
W. Ward Ave. from N. Norma St. to N. Downs St.; approximately 

2,600ft. multi‐lane roadway of resurfacing, drainage and 

intersection improvements

$0 $1,088,192 $1,339,139 1

Taft KER180403 10th St from Pilgrim Ave to Kern St (approximately 2,350 linear 

ft); pavement rehabilitation
$0 $252,000 $531,650 1

Taft KER220503

550 Supply Rd; Purchase Six Replacement Electric Vans; Install 

charging infrastructure and solar microgrid (subject to FTA 

Transfer)
$0 $3,586,836 $4,051,549 1

Tehachapi KER180403
STPL‐

5184(042)

Valley Blvd from Beech St to Curry St; rehabilitate 0.30 miles of 

ac pavement by grinding approximately 3" and overlaying new 

asphalt and applying slurry seal to the remaining 0.30 miles of 

roadway, for an approximate 0.60 miles of roadway 

rehabilitation 

$0 $314,746 $355,525 1

Wasco KER180403
STPL‐

5287(061)
Central Ave Rd from Filburn St to SR 46 (approximately 6,567 ft); 

pavement rehabilitation
$0 $691,204 $780,757 1

Wasco KER180507
CML‐

5287(062)
Poso Ave from Central Ave to Martin St; bicycle and pedestrian 

improvements, pave southside unpaved shoulders
$0 $308,994 $349,028 1

NOTES

Project funding authorization request (E-76 or grant):  1. Not submitted;  2. Submitted; or  3. Approved.
2a. Allocation request to CTC. 
A. Amendment pending

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments 2 October 18, 2022
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November 2, 2022 
 
TO:  Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  AHRON HAKIMI, 
  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
  By:  Raquel Pacheco, Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: TTAC AGENDA ITEM: V. 

CMAQ FUNDING REQUEST 
 

DESCRIPTION:   
 
Kern COG staff has received requests for Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) Program 
funds. Kern COG staff has reviewed options for the CMAQ funding available. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
At the October 18th Project Accountability Team meeting, two requests for CMAQ funds were 
discussed. Since Tehachapi’s Pinon CMAQ project has received construction bids and is 
underfunded, Tehachapi has requested an additional $371,826 in CMAQ funds. Since Wasco’s 
N. Palm CMAQ project experienced significant delay in delivering the environmental phase, 
Wasco did not receive construction funding authorization in FY 21/22. Wasco is now ready to 
deliver the construction phase and requests $350,671 in CMAQ funds. Original programming for 
the two CMAQ projects is shown below: 

 
KER180507 CMAQ 
Tehachapi: Pinon Street from 
Brandon Lane east to Dennison 
Road; pave an unpaved street 
and install Class II bike lane 
 

FY 20/21 
 

$68,080 
CMAQ 

$8,820 
local 

$76,900 
total 

E-76 authorized 
3/16/21 

FY 21/22 
 

$817,220 
CMAQ 

$105,880 
local 

$923,100 
total 

E-76 authorized 
5/12/22 

KER180507 CMAQ 
Wasco: N. Palm between Margalo 
St and Gromer (1/4 mile length); 
pave shoulders, construct bicycle 
and pedestrian facilities 

FY 20/21 $140,266 
CMAQ 

$18,174 
local 

$158,440 
total 

E-76 authorized 
3/17/21 

 
FY 21/22 $350,671 

CMAQ 
$45,434 

local 
$396,105 

total 
No E-76 

 
Kern COG is transitioning from the 2021 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) to 
the 2023 FTIP. The 2023 FTIP is expected to supersede the 2021 FTIP in mid-December. The 
2023 FTIP has $151,168 CMAQ available for programming in FY 22/23 and $384,382 CMAQ 
available for programming in FY 23/24 ($535,550 total). The funding would normally be applied 
to CMAQ Contingency projects. Kern County is the only agency with projects on the CMAQ 
Contingency project list.  
  

Kern Council 
of Governments 



Page 2/ CMAQ request 

Kern COG staff seeks Transportation Technical Advisory Committee direction on which option to 
forward to the Transportation Planning Policy Committee.   

Option 1: Select Tehachapi to receive an additional $371,826 in CMAQ funding. This option 
would not require an amendment to the FTIP. Tehachapi would request an E-76 AMOD. This 
action leaves a balance of $163,724 CMAQ unprogrammed. 

Option 2: Select Wasco to receive $350,671 in CMAQ funding. This option would require an 
amendment to the FTIP for Wasco to request the construction E-76. This action leaves a balance 
of $184,879 CMAQ unprogrammed. 

Option 3: Move the Kern County Mills & Park CMAQ project from FY 22/23 to the CMAQ 
Contingency List and advance an Interconnect CMAQ Contingency project to FY 22/23. Existing 
programming for the two Kern County CMAQ projects is shown below: 

KER180507 CMAQ 
Metro Bakersfield: Mills Dr (SR 184 – Park Dr) 
& Park Dr (Mills Dr – Eucalyptus Dr); surface 
unpaved shoulder 

FY 
22/23 

$1,113,330 
CMAQ 

$144,244 
local 

$1,257,574 
total 

No 
E-76

KER180507 CMAQ Contingency 
Kern County (Lake Isabella, Rosamond, 
Wheeler Ridge): Lake Isabella Blvd (Erskine 
Creek Rd - Nugget Ave), Laval Rd West (Tejon 
Industrial Dr - Dennis McCarthy Dr), Laval Rd 
East (Outlet Dr - Wheeler Ridge Rd, Wheeler 
Ridge Rd: Laval Rd - Santa Elena Dr), and 
Rosamond Blvd (35th St W - United St); Traffic 
Signal Coordination (Interconnect) 

FY 
24/25 

$598,197 
CMAQ 

$77,503 
local 

$675,700 
total 

No 
E-76

a. Kern County is concerned that the environmental phase may be delayed for the Mills &
Park project. The Interconnect project has received environmental clearance.

b. There would be enough CMAQ funds to cover both requests from Tehachapi and Wasco.
This option would require an amendment to the FTIP.

c. This action leaves a balance of $328,186 CMAQ unprogrammed.

Option 4: Do nothing. If the Kern COG Board approves this option, Kern COG could wait for 
projects in FY 23/24 to request advancement to FY 22/23 on a case-by-case basis. 

Kern COG staff does not have a recommendation due to existing policies in place: 
- CMAQ policy requires an applicant council resolution that states: cost increases must be

funded by the APPLICANT from other funds, and that APPLICANT does not expect any
cost increases to be funded with additional CMAQ funding.

- Kern COG Project Delivery Policies and Procedures states: the obligation deadline may
not be extended.

ACTION:  Request for Transportation Technical Advisory Committee recommendation to 
the Transportation Planning Policy Committee. ROLL CALL VOTE.



 
November 2, 2022 

 
TO:   Transportation Technical Advisory Committee 
  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
   
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
   

By:  Becky Napier, Deputy Director - Administration  
 
SUBJECT:   TRANSPORTATION TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE/REGIONAL 

PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE AGENDA ITEM: VI.  
  REGIONAL EARLY ACTION PLANNING 2.0 GRANT FUNDING 
 
DESCRIPTION: 

The Regional Early Action Planning Grants of 2021 (REAP) 2.0 are a key part of strategic 
investments toward a more sustainable, resilient, and inclusive future for people in all areas of the 
state. REAP 2.0 builds on the success of 2019’s REAP program but expands the focus by 
integrating housing and climate goals and allowing for broader planning and implementation 
investments, including infrastructure.  

DISCUSSION: 

REAP 2.0 provides funds to regional governments to accelerate housing production and facilitate 
compliance with the 6th cycle of the Housing Element including Regional Housing Needs 
Assessment (RHNA). REAP 2.0 is explicitly intended to meet multiple objectives – Infill 
development, Housing for all incomes, Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) reduction, and Affirmatively 
Furthering Fair Housing (AFFH) in ways that lead to Transformative Policy Outcomes and accelerate 
the implementation of regional and local plans to achieve these goals. 

Projects eligible for REAP 2.0 funds MUST MEET ALL OF THE FOLLOWING OBJECTIVES: 

1. Accelerating Infill Development that Facilitates Housing Supply, Choice, and Affordability, 
2. Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing, and 
3. Reducing Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). 

Eligible uses of the funds include: 

1. Accelerating Infill Development that facilitates Housing supply, choice, and affordability 
through various planning programs, services, or capital expenditures; 

VI. 
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2. Realizing Multimodal Communities through programs, plans and implementation actions; 
3. Shifting travel behavior by reducing driving through programs, ordinances, funds, and other 

mechanisms; and 
4. Increasing transit ridership through funding, implementation actions, and planning. 

The TTAC and the RPAC directed staff to conduct an in-person workshop to discuss REAP 2.0 
projects. Two workshops were conducted, Wednesday, September 28, and Wednesday, October 
12, 2022. During both workshops, each Agency was allotted time to present their project and answer 
questions. 

GRANT TIMELINE: 

Grant Application 
Due 

 December 31, 2022 

Encumbrance 
Deadline 

All funds awarded and encumbered June 2024 

Annual Reports Recipients submit and post annual reports and state 
posts annual report and other applicant information 

April – June of every 
year 

Expenditure and 
Close-out Report 

 June 30 2026 

WORKSHOP RESULTS: 

COMMITTEE REQUESTED QUESTIONS TO HCD: 
 

a. Can an MPO submit projects totally more than their allocation in case some projects are 
not approved by HCD? 

 
Answer: That would be fine if the total amount of the proposed projects is more than Kern COG’s 
total allocation. Since the COGs/MPOs will be soliciting project proposals, it is highly likely they will 
have folks asking for more than the regional government’s REAP 2.0 funds. 
 

b. Will HCD use the MPOs request for funding for a particular project or will HCD decide 
how much funding a project will get. 

 
Answer: You and your team will determine which projects are funded and the corresponding funding 
amounts. HCD and the interagency partners will work with you to develop (and eventually approve) 
the criteria by which you select those projects. 
 

c. Will bike/pedestrian projects be considered if they don’t have a direct correlation to infill 
housing? 

  
Answer: I would discourage bike/ped that does not have a direct correlation to infill housing. 

 

 

 

 



 

PROJECT SURVEY RESULTS: 

 

Available Funding 
$12,670,717 

  One (1) is 
the Most 
Desirable 
Project 

MEMBER 
AGENCY 

PROJECT TITLE FUNDS 
REQUESTED 

RANKING 

City of Arvin Arvin TCC Collaborative: 
“Keeping it Green in the San 
Joaquin” 

$7,300,000.00 3.417 

City of Bakersfield Bakersfield Senior Center 
Affordable Senior Housing & 
Facility 

$6,000,000.00 1.5 

 

City of Bakersfield Hageman Bike Path $3,000,000.00 4.583 

City of Shafter Self-Help Tract 6713 Impact 
Fee Offsets 

$230,234.59 2.5 

City of Wasco Alley Reconstruction for 
ADUs 

$750,000.00.00 3.5 

Kern County Kern River Parkway Multi-
use Path – Project pulled 
by Kern County 

 5.75 

Kern County Pedestrian Visibility 
Improvement Project – 
Project pulled by Kern 
County 

 5 

Kern County Norris Road ADA 
Improvements – Project 
pulled by Kern County 

 6.25 

TOTAL FUNDS 
REQUESTED 

 $17,280,234.59  

 
PROJECT/FUNDING COMMENTS: 
 

1. I would like to take this opportunity to reiterate our concern, as also pointed out by other 
agencies, with Arvin's project and their ability to deliver their project within the parameters and 
deadlines established with the funding requirements of REAP 2.0. I don't mean to say that their 
staff is not capable of delivering projects, it is rather the timeline of their permits, other funding 
process and delivery of their project in less than 2 years. 



 
2. I would like for the top 5 projects to be submitted with the full $17mil request.  However, in 

order to fit the $12.6mil budget, I only recommend the top 4 projects submitted with 
adjustments on both housing projects from Arvin and Bakersfield.  I would recommend to fully 
fund Shafter and Wasco’s projects… subtract Arvin’s $1.2mil for the transportation hub bringing 
their request down to $6.1mil… then give the remaining $5,590,482 to the Bakersfield Senior 
Center Project, more specifically for the larger mixed use development. 
 

3. I have included ranking for projects with adjusted dollar amounts to meet the $12,670,717 
allocation and without adjusted amounts totaling the full $17,280,235 ask. Adjustments: 
 
City of Arvin    $5,000,000 (Leveraged funds $4,000,000; 
      Water, Sewer, Power $1,000,000) 
City of Bakersfield BSC  $6,690,483 
City of Bakersfield Bike Path $0 
City of Shafter     $230,234.59 
City of Wasco   $750,000 
 
Total Funding    $12,670,717.59 

My take on asking for more money than our allotment is that it is potentially risky since our 
project list does not lend itself to just dropping the bottom project to fit within the $12 million 
allocation.  In that case, we would end up having to figure out what to cut and how to cut it 
anyway if the State doesn’t have additional funds available or if they come up with some 
alternate method of disbursing additional funds. 

 

ACTION: 

1. Discuss/Recommend to the Kern COG Board to apply for the Grant Funding for named 
projects and amounts totaling either $12,670,717 or $17,280,235? ROLL CALL VOTE. 

2. Direct Member Agencies to submit grant application materials to Becky Napier 
bnapier@kerncog.org no later than December 1, 2022. ROLL CALL VOTE. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:bnapier@kerncog.org


State 

Ranking
Implementing Agency  Project Name Total Other ATP Received

29 Bakersfield, City of School Flashing Yellow Beacons 803,000$        ‐$              803,000$      06/15/22

35 Bakersfield, City of California Avenue (Marella Way to Planz Rd) 5,461,000$    ‐$              5,461,000$  06/15/22

39 Bakersfield, City of California Avenue (Oleander Ave to R St) 1,980,000$    ‐$              1,980,000$  06/15/22

40 Bakersfield, City of Kern River North of 24th Street 2,758,000$    ‐$              2,758,000$  06/15/22

48 Bakersfield, City of Bakersfield Bicycle Facilities 263,000$        ‐$              263,000$      06/15/22

50 Bakersfield, City of Monterey St (Alta Vista Dr to Brown St) 4,789,000$    ‐$              4,789,000$  06/15/22

55 Kern County ‐ D6 Niles Street Safety Project 1,785,000$    260,000$      1,525,000$  06/15/22

56 Caltrans City of Arvin HAWK‐ Arvin's "Walk on Walnut Crosswalk Beacon" 1,398,000$    200,000$      1,198,000$  06/15/22

57 Bakersfield, City of Arvin‐Edison Canal Multi‐Use Path 9,940,000$    ‐$              9,940,000$  06/15/22

60 Tehachapi, City of Northside Neighborhood Complete Sidewalk & Bicycle Lane Project 3,494,000$    ‐$              3,494,000$  06/14/22

66 Bakersfield, City of H Street Corrior (SR‐204 to Hwy 58) 8,454,000$    ‐$              8,454,000$  06/15/22

70 Taft, City of 10th St & San Emidio St ‐ Intersection Safety Improvements 455,000$        ‐$              455,000$      06/15/22

71 Delano, City of ATP‐6 SRTS Sidewalk Gap and Crosswalk Improvement Project 597,000$        ‐$              597,000$      06/13/22

72.5 Wasco, City of Central Avenue Class I & Class II Bicycle Trails 660,000$        ‐$              660,000$      06/15/22

78 Kern County ‐ D6 Safe Route To School (SRTS) ADA Crosswalk Safety 2,342,000$    582,000$      1,760,000$  06/15/22

80.5 Kern County ‐ D6 Kern River Parkway Multi‐use Path Safety & Connectivity Project 8,035,000$    1,235,000$  6,800,000$  06/15/22

84 Kern County ‐ D6 Mt Vernon SRTS Safety Project 3,248,000$    384,000$      2,864,000$  06/15/22

87 Tehachapi, City of Valley Boulevard and Mill Street Gap Closure Project 3,266,000$    ‐$              3,266,000$  06/15/22

91 Kern County ‐ D6 Norris Pedestrian and Railroad Safety Project 9,793,000$    1,011,000$  8,782,000$  06/15/22

69,521,000$     3,672,000$     65,849,000$  

KERN REGION LIST OF SUBMITTED & RECEIVED CYCLE 6 ATP APPLICATIONS

(Kern County Project highlighted in yellow is recommended for state funding) 

Prepared by Kern Council of Governments October 20, 2022

DI II II ID□□ 



November 21, 2022 

TO: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

FROM: AHRON HAKIMI, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

SUBJECT: NOVEMBER 30 (DECEMBER MEETING) MEETING CANCELLATION NOTICE 

The meeting of the Regional Planning Advisory Committee (RPAC) scheduled for Wednesday, 
November 30 (December’s Meeting) has been cancelled.  

Information items are available on the website at https://www.kerncog.org/rpac-meetings/ 

If you have questions about any information items please contact the person who prepared the 
item. 

We hope you all have a safe and healthy Thanksgiving. 

https://www.kerncog.org/rpac-meetings/


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

November 30, 2022 
 
 

TO:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
   
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director  
  

By:  Rob Ball,  
Deputy Director/Planning Director 
  

SUBJECT:   REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE INFORMATION ITEM: I. 
UPDATE:  SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION REDUCTION FROM 
PASSENGER VEHICLES AND ADOPTION TIMELINE FOR THE 2026 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 discussion provides update on the activity related to the RTP and the SB 375 Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (SCS). 
  
July 21, 2022 - the Kern COG Board adopted the 2022 RTP/SCS and associated documents. 
The documents are available online at  https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/ . 
 
Table 1 – 2018 & 2022 SB 375 Targets for the Kern Region 
Per Capita GHG Reduction Target/ 2020 2035 
2022 RTP/SCS demonstration (July 21, 2022) w/ 
required off-model adjustments (2020 is pre-COVID) 

-10.9% -15.1% 

2018 RTP/SCS demonstration (August 15, 2018) -12.5% -12.7% 
Targets for 2022 RTP/SCS (set March 22, 2018 by 
ARB, effective October 1, 2018) 

9% -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. 

https://www.kerncog.org/category/docs/rtp/


 
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 2026 RTP/SCS 
 

1. July 21, 2022 – Adopted 2018 RTP/SCS 
2. October 1, 2018 - Effective Date for 3rd Cycle SCS Target (-15%/capita reduction by 2035) 
3. Spring 2023 to Spring 2026 – Annual Community Phone Surveys - Ongoing 
4. Spring 2023 – Adopt Public Involvement Procedure for 2022 RTP/SCS - Complete 
5. Spring 2023 – Spring 2022: RTP/SCS Public Outreach Process 
6. Fall 2023 – Adopt Regional Growth Forecast Update 
7. Fall 2023 – Stakeholder roundtable process to vet outreach and performance measures 
8. Fall 2023 to Fall 2025 – Fairs/Festivals/Farmer’s Market Outreach 
9. Fall 2024 to Spring 2025 – Mini-Grant Stakeholder Hosted Workshops 
10. Summer 2026 Adopt RTP/SCS, EIR and associated documents 

 

https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm
https://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/appendix_b_mpo_scenario_and_data_submittals.pdf


 

 
November 30, 2022 

  
TO:  REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE  
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi,  

Executive Director 
  

By: Rochelle Invina-Jayasiri, Regional Planner  
  
SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE INFORMATION ITEM: II. 

REGIONAL HOUSING NEEDS MAPPING TOOL UPDATE 
  
DESCRIPTION:  
 
The consultant team updated the online Regional Housing Needs Mapping Tool.  
 
DISCUSSION:   
 
During the September RPAC meeting, staff from Rincon Consultants presented a draft of the online 
Housing Needs Mapping Tool. Staff and the RHNA consultant team is developing and maintaining a 
publicly viewable on-line mapping application, which will allow users to view the proposed RHNA unit 
allocations for each jurisdiction and to explore specific parcels to evaluate the potential number of units a 
parcel could support. The mapping tool will assist jurisdictions in the development and adoption of 
policies and process improvements to accelerate housing production. Staff from Rincon Consultants 
updated the online mapping tool. A presentation of the mapping tool will be scheduled at a future RPAC 
meeting.  
 
The online mapping tool can be accessed here: Kern COG Housing Needs Mapping Tool  
 
Attachment 1 is the Housing Needs Mapping Tool User Guide. The link to the online mapping tool and 
user guide can also be found via the Kern COG RHNA webpage. 
 
 
Regional Housing Data Report 
As part of the San Joaquin Valley Regional Early Action Program (REAP) comprehensive housing report, 
the REAP consultant team is contracted to produce housing data sets for all San Joaquin Valley 
jurisdictions.  Local jurisdictions will be able to use the data to prepare the housing needs assessment 
required for the pending housing element updates. The data sets are linked to the online mapping tool. 
The data sets are available and are pre-certified by 
HCD:  https://www.dropbox.com/sh/842j1kzmg5ptrpl/AAAXyHuFP-_s5BfAwI_cr2aaa?dl=0 

In addition, HCD provided housing element data packages to COG’s and regions around the state to aid 
with the 6th cycle housing element updates. The data packages contain most of the data required in the 
housing needs assessment portion of the housing element update. These requirements are described in 

https://rincon.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=1098f115a44d455890ae7f21281c5085
https://www.kerncog.org/regional-housing-needs/
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/842j1kzmg5ptrpl/AAAXyHuFP-_s5BfAwI_cr2aaa?dl=0


detail on HCD’s website under the “Housing Needs” expandable window here: Building Blocks | 
California Department of Housing and Community Development. Certain data elements, such as 
farmworker and homeless populations are described at the county level, but should be supplemented 
with other sources so they may be quantified at the local level. The data package for the Kern COG 
region can be downloaded here: 
https://www.dropbox.com/s/fvccgc043qw3ntv/Data%20Package_Kern.xlsx?dl=0 

 

Attachment 1: Housing Needs Mapping Tool User Guide  
 

https://www.hcd.ca.gov/building-blocks
https://www.hcd.ca.gov/building-blocks
https://www.dropbox.com/s/fvccgc043qw3ntv/Data%20Package_Kern.xlsx?dl=0
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Kern COG Housing Needs Mapping Tool User Guide 

 

The tool opens to the screen below. The default layers shown are the County Boundary and City 
Boundaries. Click on a City Boundary to view Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) data as well as 
download the jurisdiction specific San Joaquin Valley Regional Early Action Planning (SJV REAP) 
spreadsheet. 

 

 

 

 



2 
 

Data Categories 

In the upper right-hand corner of the tool are nine clickable category icons. Click on each icon to explore 
data layers available in that category. 
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Viewing Data Layers 

To make a data layer viewable, click on the empty box to the immediate left of the data layer name. The 
data appears visually on the tool. Click the drop down arrow next to the layer to show the corresponding 
layer symbology. To remove the data layer from view, click the checked box to the immediate left of the 
layer name. The layer will be no longer be visible. Once a layer is selected for viewing, it will remain 
visible until the selection box is unselected, even when moving between data categories. The selection 
box must be unselected to remove a data layer from view.    
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Layer Order 

Multiple layers may be viewed at once, however the data layer at the top of the category in the right-
hand side panel will be the predominantly visible layer. The order of available data layers within each 
category is adjustable. To change the order of a layer, click on the three dots to the right of the layer 
name in the right-hand side panel. Select “Move Up” or “Move Down” to move the selected layer.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



5 
 

Transparency 

The transparency of each layer is adjustable to customize overlapping data layers. To change the 
transparency of a layer, click on the three dots to the right of the layer name in the right-hand side 
panel. Select “Transparency”. An adjustable scale appears immediately above the selected layer. Once 
the desired transparency is set, click on any white space in the right-hand side panel to close the edit 
table. 
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Data Window (Pop Up’s) 

The data layers within the tool are interactive. To view associated data and details for a particular data 
layer, click on the area of interest within the tool. Use the scroll bar in the information window to 
explore the available data.  
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Basemap 

The tool defaults to a standard imagery basemap. The basemap can be changed by using the “Basemap 
Gallery” tab located in the upper left-hand corner. Road labels will appear when zooming in to a specific 
area. 

• To change the application basemap, select the “Basemap Gallery” tool in the upper left-hand 
corner immediately underneath the address search bar.  

• A list of available basemaps appears  
• Select the desired basemap by clicking on the desired basemap thumbnail in the menu.   
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Filters 

The filters on the left hand side allow the user to set specific parameters to search certain layers. To use 
the filters, select a drop down option or input a value range and toggle the filter on. Make sure the layer 
is visible in the right hand panel within the data tabs in the upper right hand corner. 

Note: A generalized layer of all General and Specific Plans in Kern County to be used as an input layer for 
UPlan land use modeling. 
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Parcel Filter 

The Parcel layer default visibility range is set at the “County” level due to the size of the parcel dataset. 
It is recommended to keep the visibility range to County for best performance. Zoom in from the main 
map extent to make the parcel layer visible. 
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Once the parcel layer is visible on the map and a parcel filter is applied, only parcels within the filter 
parameters will be visible in the map.  
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It is also recommended to view filtered parcels in the attribute table. To view the attribute table, go to 
the parcel layer in the Boundaries data tab and select “View in Attribute Table”.  

 

 

This will allow the user to view the filtered parcels and zoom into specific parcels as needed. To do so, 
select the parcel in the attribute table (will be highlighted as shown below) by selecting the grey 
rectangle to the left of the APN. Use the “Zoom to” function to zoom into the selected parcel. Due to 
the size of the parcel layer, please allow the tool time to filter the parcel dataset. 
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November 30, 2022 
 

TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 

By: Linda Urata 
    Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE INFORMATION ITEM: III. 

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 (EVs) and compressed natural gas-fueled vehicles. This report 
updates the quarterly inventory of EV charging spaces in Kern County and provides information regarding 
funding opportunities. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern EV Charging Spaces: Please find the most recent charging space inventory by zip code attached to 
this staff report. The report shows that as of November 1, 2022, there is a 104.4% increase in charging 
spaces (442) throughout Kern County over the July 2016 base month and year, when Kern COG began 
tracking electric vehicle charging spaces. 
 
CALeVIP:  The California Energy Commission funds the CALeVIP program in the San Joaquin Valley.  The 
program funds Level 2 and DC Fast Charger rebates in Kern, Fresno, and San Joaquin Counties.  Applicants 
may be eligible for up to $5,000 per Level 2 charger and up to $80,000 per DC Fast Chargers.  These funds 
may be stacked with the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District’s ChargeUp! Program.  As of 
November 20, 2022, $1,203,000 remain available in Kern County for Level 2 chargers.  The DC Fast Charger 
funding has been completely awarded, with $161,729 showing as “provisionally reserved”.  Disadvantaged 
communities to date will receive 38% of the funding (goal is 25%). www.calevip.org 
 
NEW!!!  On January 24, 2023, the Golden State Priority Project will launch with $20 million available for 
“Eastern Region Counties” which includes Kern County. Funding is only available for sites located in 
disadvantaged community or low-income community census tracts.  Additionally, costs incurred after 
September 1, 2022 may be eligible for the program. Rebates for eligible equipment may amount to as much 
as 50% of the total eligible project costs. Rebates cap as follows (from the website). 
 
 
 
 

Guaranteed Output per 
Active Connector 

Rebate Caps per 
Active Connector 

http://www.calevip.org/


Guaranteed Output per 
Active Connector 

Rebate Caps per 
Active Connector 

150kW - 274.99kW $55,000 

275kW+ $100,000 

 
Visit the website for full eligibility requirements, links to low-income and disadvantaged community maps and 
to complete a Site Verification Form to get started. The site also lists eligible equipment.   
https://calevip.org/incentive-project/golden-state-priority-project 
 
OPEN!!  Eastern Kern Air Pollution Control District DMV Grant Program Request for Proposals: The 
District is now accepting applications are due by 5:00pm on February 24, 2022.  For application guidelines 
and forms, visit 
http://kernair.org/Documents/DMV_Program/DMV_2023/DMV_Grant_2023_Guidelines_Released_10-1-
22.pdf 

OPEN!!  Eastern Kern Air Pollution Control District DMV Grant Vehicle Voucher Program: From 
the District’s website, “The District’s DMV Grant Voucher Program offers financial incentive in the form of 
a voucher for the purchase of a new eligible lower-emitting vehicle.  Applications are processed first-come 
first-served, and vouchers issued accordingly until funds are exhausted.  Voucher awards and associated 
new vehicle emission classification requirements are as follows: 

• $4,000 for purchase of a Zero Emission Vehicle (ZEV) with EPA Smog Score of 10. 
• $2,000 for purchase of a Partial Zero Emission Vehicle (PZEV) with EPA Smog Score of 8 or 9. 

Application information may be found here: 
http://kernair.org/Documents/DMV_Program/DMV_2023/DMV_Grant_2023_Voucher_Program_Released
_10-1-22.pdf 

California Plan for National Electric Vehicle Infrastructure (NEVI) Program:  The California Deployment 
Plan for NEVI was approved in September 2022 by the US Joint Office of Energy and Transportation. Under 
NEVI California will receive $56 million in the first year and a total of $384 million over five years, while 
California has announced plans to invest $10 billion over multiple years. NEVI was authorized under the 
federal Infrastructure and Investment and Jobs Act of 2021 (IIJA).  California’s initial investment will be made 
along identified FAST Corridors “Ready” to upgrade stations and to “Pending” stations to assure that fast 
charging is available every 50 miles along important US routes and state routes throughout California. To 
view the plan, maps of identified corridors in Kern County and throughout the state, please visit the August 
2022 plan here: https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/sustainability/documents/nevi/2022-ca-nevi-
deployment-plan-a11y.pdf  The program in California was put together in partnership between the California 
Department of Transportation and the California Energy Commission (CEC). Here is the website hosted by 
the CEC: https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-and-topics/programs/national-electric-vehicle-infrastructure-
program-nevi 
 
This may report is not a complete list of funding programs.  For more resources and tools, please visit 
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/EVCS_Toolkit_Resources_202206.pdf 
 
If member agencies are interested in identifying funds for a specific project, Kern COG staff may be able to 
assist you. Please contact Linda Urata, Regional Planner at lurata@kerncog.org. 
 

https://calevip.org/incentive-project/golden-state-priority-project
http://kernair.org/Documents/DMV_Program/DMV_2023/DMV_Grant_2023_Guidelines_Released_10-1-22.pdf
http://kernair.org/Documents/DMV_Program/DMV_2023/DMV_Grant_2023_Guidelines_Released_10-1-22.pdf
http://kernair.org/Documents/DMV_Program/DMV_2023/DMV_Grant_2023_Voucher_Program_Released_10-1-22.pdf
http://kernair.org/Documents/DMV_Program/DMV_2023/DMV_Grant_2023_Voucher_Program_Released_10-1-22.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/sustainability/documents/nevi/2022-ca-nevi-deployment-plan-a11y.pdf
https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/sustainability/documents/nevi/2022-ca-nevi-deployment-plan-a11y.pdf
https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-and-topics/programs/national-electric-vehicle-infrastructure-program-nevi
https://www.energy.ca.gov/programs-and-topics/programs/national-electric-vehicle-infrastructure-program-nevi
https://www.kerncog.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/06/EVCS_Toolkit_Resources_202206.pdf
mailto:lurata@kerncog.org


Kern County Electric Vehicle Public Charging Spaces by Zip Code 
November 2022 Report 
Kern Council of Governments has set a goal of 4,000 electric vehicle charging spaces in Kern County by 2025.  This report shows a 
104.4% increase (442 spaces) in the number of charging spaces compared to the baseline inventory established July 2016.  This 
represents an increase of 24 spaces (2.8%) over the April 2022 report of 841 spaces. Highlighted numbers reflect updates from the 
previous report. Some of this change in inventory may simply be due to better reporting and not new chargers or disconnections. 
This change in inventory may also include station closings.  This is the first time that Zip Codes 93202 (Arvin) has appeared on this 
inventory. 

The number of parking spaces and station status are validated by telephone and occasionally in person.  The primary resource for 
identifying stations is the Alternate Fuel Data Center (AFDC) Station Locator (www.afdc.energy.gov/locator/stations).  The AFDC data 
was downloaded on November 1, 2022.  Plugshare.com and charging station networks are also used to update the inventory. Not all 
sites list their locations on these websites.  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 # of Charging Spaces Baseline July 2016 
93202 3 0 
93203 63 0 
93206 33 22 
93215 21 2 
93238 142 123 
93240 5 5 
93241 4 0 
93243 40 13 
93249 25 20 
93250 8 0 
93263 2 0 
93268 5 0 
93276 60 60 
93280 6 0 
93285 1 1 
93301 67 19 
93303 19 6 
93304 11 0 
93306 4 0 
93307 49 40 
93308 47 9 
93309 19 0 
93311 35 7 
93313 37 14 
93314 10 0 
93501 31 7 
93505 4 0 
93523 4 0 
93527 28 4 
93555 41 40 
93560 2 2 
93561 39 29 
TOTAL 865 423 

 Seven new locations identified in this reporting period, 
adding 17 charging spaces: 

Tasteful Selections, Arvin (93202) NEW ZIP CODE 

Kern River House River, River Willow Cabin, Kernville 
93238  

Lookout House, Kernville 93238 

U.S. Forest Service Kernville Work Center 93238 

Brooks Brothers Interiors, Bakersfield 93304 

Kaiser Permanente East Hills MOB, Bakersfield 93306 

 Ridgecrest Police Department, 93555 

NOTE 1: Tejon Outlets have a 93203 Zip Code, the 
same as the City of Arvin 

NOTE 2:  As of the data download date, numerous 
stations at the Tejon Outlets and the nearby Denny’s 
Restaurant were listed as “under repair”. 

Caltrans Districts works with Kern COG and other 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations in the San Joaquin 
Valley to identify gaps along highway corridors in order to 
seek FAST Alternative Fuel Corridor designations of 
“Corridor Ready” by the Federal Highway Administration. 
(https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_
corridors/)        Caltrans and the California Energy 
Commission are implementation partners for the National 
Electric Vehicle Infrastructure Program (NEVI), which will 
allocate $384 million to California over 5 years. 

 

http://www.afdc.energy.gov/locator/stations
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_corridors/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/alternative_fuel_corridors/
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