
KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
REGIONAL PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

TRANSPORTATION MODELING COMMITTEE 
 
KERN COG BOARD ROOM                         WEDNESDAY            
1401 19TH STREET, THIRD FLOOR       August 3, 2016 
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                          1:30 P.M. 

https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702  

Dial +1 (312) 878-3080  

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) 861-2191.  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 SUMMARIES 
 

 RPAC Meeting of May 4, 2016 and meeting of June 1, 2016  
 

IV. MODEL INPUT ASSUMPTIONS: DRAFT GENERALIZED LAND USE MAP (Heimer) 
 

Comment:  To update land use model assumptions, a generalized land use map layer, derived 
from local general and specific plans for all jurisdictions in Kern County, is being circulated for 
review and comment. 
 
Action:    Information.  Provide comments to staff by August 22, 2016.  
 

V. INFORMATION FROM THE BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY ROUNDTABLE  (Napier) 

Comment:  Kern Council of Governments conducted the Business and Industry Roundtable on ne 8, 
2016, to continue the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) process for the 2018 RTP. 

Action:  Information.  
 

VI. SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTION TARGET SETTING TIMELINE UPDATE 
 
Comment: The schedule for California Air Resources Board (ARB) approval targets for the Kern 
region to reduce greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) from passenger vehicle travel is under revision. 
 
Action:  Information  
 

https://global.gotomeeting.com/join/586617702


VII. KERN COG MODELING ACTIVITY  
 

VIII. INFORMATION ITEMS/ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

a. Resignation letter from Jason Cater 
 

IX. MEMBER ITEMS 
 
X. ADJOURNMENT 

The next scheduled meeting of the RPAC/TMC meeting will be August 31, 2016.  
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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              MAY 4, 2016  
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA               1:30 P.M. 
  
Vice Chairman Poire called the meeting to order at 1:39 p.m. 
 

I. ROLL CALL 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Dennis McNamara City of McFarland 

Suzanne Forrest City of Shafter  
Mark Staples  City of Taft  
Keri Cobb  City of Wasco (phone) 

      Ricardo Perez  GET  
     Marta Fausto  Caltrans 
     Jason Cater  Community Member 
     Patty Poire  Community Member (phone) 
       
       
      
STAFF:      Rob Ball  Kern COG 

     Ben Raymond  Kern COG 
     Becky Napier  Kern COG 
     Ed Flickinger  Kern COG 
     Rochelle Invina  Kern COG 
  

OTHERS:    Ted James  Consultant 
     Dave Dmohowski Consultant 

       
         

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 SUMMARY:  

 
The Minutes of the February 3, 2016 meeting were not approved due to the lack of a quorum. 
 

IV. 2015 SOCIO-ECONOMIC DATA DISTRIBUTION (Raymond)   
 
Mr. Raymond informed the committee that over the past several months Kern COG has been 
working with Fehr & Peers on the 2015 base year socio-economic data at the TAZ level.  The 
primary socio-economic data for the transportation model includes households, employment 
and enrollment. 
 
Committee Member Poire questioned where the household and employment data came from.  
Mr. Raymond explained that the household data was developed based on countywide control 
totals from the Kern COG adopted growth forecast report along with parcel year built data.  The 
2015 base employment data was developed based on countywide control totals from the 
forecast, along with employer address level data form the Employment Development 
Department and from InfoUSA.  Ms. Poire verified with staff that the Committee would be able 
to review this item at a future meeting.  Chairman McNamara requested that TAZ data 
specifically for McFarland be provided. 
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This was an information item.  

   
V. ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL EQUITY ROUNDTABLE (Napier)  

 
Ms. Napier informed the Committee that the second Environmental and Social Equity 
Roundtable was held on March 10, 2016.  The purpose of the meeting was to review EJ area 
maps using three methods:  CALENVIROSCREEN, a method developed by UC Davis that was 
used for the 2014 Regional Transportation Plan, and EJSCREEN, which is the method 
recommended by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA).  Ms. Napier informed the 
Committee that after review, the participants agreed that the best method was the method 
recommended by FHWA – EJSCREEN.  
 
This was an information item. 

 
VI.  DRAFT REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION MONITORING SYSTEM PROGRAM UPDATE 

(Flickinger)  
 

Mr. Flickinger informed the Committee that Kern COG is updating the Regional Traffic County 
Program to include bicycle and pedestrian count locations.  Mr. Flickinger distributed maps for 
each agency and explained the information on the maps.  Mr. Flickinger requested that each 
member agency review the maps and provide any comment to him by May 18, 2016. 
 
This was an information item. 

 
 

VII. SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTION TARGET SETTING TIMELINE (Ball) 
 
Mr. Ball reviewed with the Committee the revised timeline that the California Air Resources 
Board is following for setting new targets for the San Joaquin Valley region to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions from passenger vehicle travel.  Mr. Ball stated that it was his 
understanding that each of the eight valley Metropolitan Planning Organizations in the San 
Joaquin Valley would receive individual targets except for the northernmost counties who have 
a three county model.  Mr. Ball answered questions from the Committee and agreed to bring 
this item back for Committee review at the June meeting.  
 
 

VIII. KERN COG MODELING ACTIVITY (Flickinger) 
 
Mr. Flickinger stated that Kern COG has been working on modeling for the City of Delano transit 
system and High Speed Rail traffic impacts.  He stated that if anyone needs modeling for their 
entity to contact him or Mr. Ball. 
 

IX. INFORMATION ITEMS/ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 
None. 
 

X. MEMBER ITEMS 
 

Committee Member Staples informed the Committee that the Taft transit center and park and 
ride is moving forward.  The project is funded through PTMISIA and CMAQ.   
 
 

XI. ADJOURNMENT 
 

With no further business the meeting was adjourned at 2:30 p.m. 
 
The next meeting will be Wednesday, June 1, 2016, at 1:30 p.m.   
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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             June 1, 2016  
BAKERSFIELD, CALIFORNIA                    1:30 P.M. 
  
Vice Chairman Poire called the meeting to order at 1:33 p.m. 
 

I. ROLL CALL 
MEMBERS PRESENT:  Jacque Kitchen  City of Bakersfield 
     Dennis McNamara City of McFarland 

Suzanne Forrest City of Shafter  
Mark Staples  City of Taft (phone)  

     Lorelei Oviatt  County of Kern 
     Jason Cater  Community Member 
     Patty Poire  Community Member 
    
STAFF:      Rob Ball  Kern COG 

     Ben Raymond  Kern COG 
     Becky Napier  Kern COG 
     Ed Flickinger  Kern COG 
  

OTHERS:    Ted James  Consultant 
     Dave Dmohowski Consultant 
     Martin Ortiz  City of Bakersfield 
     Ed Murphy  City of Bakersfield 
     Wayne Clausen  City of Shafter 
      

             
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 heard. 

 
III. APPROVAL OF DISCUSSION SUMMARY:  

 
Due to a lack of a quorum, the minutes could not be approved. 
 

IV. DRAFT REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION MONITORING SYSTEM PROGRAM UPDATE 
(Flickinger)  
 
Mr. Flickinger informed the Committee that Kern COG is updating the Regional Traffic County 
Program to include bicycle and pedestrian count locations.  On April 21, 2016, the Kern COG 
Board awarded the new traffic count contract, which is rebid every 5 years, to Atlantic & Pacific 
Data Corporation, the current traffic count contractor. 

Due to a lack of a quorum, no action was taken.    
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V. FEDERAL AIR QUALITY CONFORMIATY AND CLIMATE CHANGE UPDATE (Ball)  
 
Mr. Ball  informed the Committee that more stringent standards and updated transportation 
modeling used to demonstrate conformity with the Federal Clean Air Act triggered a conformity 
lapse that can halt transportation funding to the Kern region.  In addition, the state Air 
Resources Board is considering an update to greenhouse gas emission targets as required by 
SB 375. 
 
Ms. Poire asked if this item was the target setting item that the Committee asked to be reviewed 
at the last meeting.  Mr. Ball explained due to the new model (MIP2) not being ready yet that 
the eight Valley COGs are requesting that the Air Resources Board postpone target setting 
until the end of September.  Ms. Poire and Ms. Oviatt asked what would the Valley COGs do if 
the extension were not granted.  Mr. Ball explained it would be very difficult for the Valley COGs 
to propose targets using one model and then try to meet those targets using another model.  
Mr. Ball presented a PowerPoint discussing the issues. 
 
This was an information item. 

 
VI. KERN COG MODELING ACTIVITY (Flickinger)  

 
Mr. Flickinger gave a brief report about Kern COG modeling activity for other entities.    

 
VII. INFORMATION ITEMS/ANNOUNCEMENTS 

 
None. 
 

VIII. MEMBER ITEMS 
 

Committee Member McNamara thanked Bike Bakersfield for helping with the recent Bike 
Rodeo in McFarland.  Mr. McNamara also encouraged the Committee to attend the Board of 
Supervisors meeting on June 7 regarding ground water sustainability rules.   
 

IX. ADJOURNMENT 
 

With no further business the meeting was adjourned at 2:52 p.m. 
 
The next meeting will be Wednesday, July 6, 2016, at 1:30 p.m.   



IV. 
RPAC  

 

 
 
 

             
 

August 3, 2016 
 
 
 
TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee  
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi, 

Executive Director 
 
  BY: Michael Heimer, 
      Regional Planner 
 
SUBJECT: RPAC AGENDA ITEM: IV  
 MODEL INPUT ASSUMPTIONS: DRAFT GENERALIZED LAND USE MAP 
 
 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
To update land use model assumptions, a generalized land use map layer, derived from local general and 
specific plans for all jurisdictions in Kern County, is being circulated for review and comment. 
 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
In an effort to more accurately reflect future residential growth in the land use model, Kern COG has 
created a generalized land use map based upon general and specific plans in Kern County. 
 
Updated land use maps were received from each jurisdiction in the fall of 2015.  All maps were loaded 
into GIS and areas of missing data such as roads were filled with nearby land use types, splitting along 
street centerlines when needed. 
 
Land use categories from multiple jurisdictions were aggregated into thirteen categories to be used by 
UPlan. Residential types have been divided into six categories based upon dwelling units per gross acre 
and employment has been divided into three types based upon usage.  The remaining four categories 
represent two types of publically owned land, resource areas (agriculture, mining, etc.), and mixed use 
areas.  Areas currently classified as mixed use will be manually divided into residential and employment 
categories based upon jurisdiction input. 
 
Please review your jurisdiction’s area and provide comments to Michael Heimer at mheimer@kerncog.org 
by August 22, 2016.  An interactive version of the map is available online at http://arcg.is/2a9v3Fn.  
  
 
ACTION:   
 
Information.  Provide comments to staff by August 22, 2016.  

mailto:mheimer@kerncog.org
http://arcg.is/2a9v3Fn


UPLAN Classification Options
Rural Residential (1 unit/5 gross acre )

Residential Very Low (2 units/gross acre )

Residential Low (4 units/gross acre )

Residential Medium (8.3 units/gross acre )

Residential High (12.5 units/gross acre )

Residential Very High (20 units/gross acre )

Mixed Use (12.5 units/gross acre &/or Retail or Office )

Retail (eg. malls, home improvement, specialty retail, fast food, grocery, convenience, restaurant )

Office (eg. offices, government, school, civic center, auto sales/repair, health, mixed commercial )

Industrial (eg. transportation, warehousing, lt. industrial, heavy industrial, oil, ag, manufacturing )

Public Use (eg. parks, canals, sewer farms )

Resources (eg. farmland, oilfields, windfarms )

Federal or State (publicly owned land )



Arvin Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
ER Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

LDR Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

MDR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

HDR Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

GC Retail

LI Industrial

HI Industrial

PARK Public Use

PF Public Use

SCHOOL Public Use

AG Resources



Bakersfield Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
RR Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

ER Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

UER Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

SR Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

SR/LR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

LR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

LMR/LR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

LMR Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

HMR Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

HR (County) Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

HR Residential Very High (20 units/acre)

MUC Mixed Use

GC Retail

HC Retail

MC Retail

OC Office

LI Industrial

SI Industrial

HI Industrial

LR/PS Public Use

OS Public Use

OS-P Public Use

OS-S Public Use

P Public Use

P-SW Public Use

PS Public Use

PT Public Use

R-EA Resources

R-IA Resources

R-MP Resources

WM-LR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

WM-LMR Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

WM-HMR Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

WM-HR Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

WM-MU Mixed Use

WM-GC Retail

WM-OC Office

WM-SU Office



California City Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
estate_residential Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

estate_residential_wonderacres Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

rural_density_residential Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

low_density_residential Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

medium_low_residential Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

medium_density_residential Residential Low (4 units/acre)

high_density_residential Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

neighborhood_commercial Retail

regional_commercial Retail

community_commercial Retail

community_medical Office

service_commercial Office

commercial_office Office

light_industrial_research Industrial

heavy_industrial Industrial

controlled_develop,public_parks,Rec,Pub_schools Public Use

government_PF Public Use

conservation_land Resources



Delano Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
ER Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

LR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

MR Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

HR Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

GSC Retail

NC Retail

CDC Retail

CRC Office

POC Office

LI Industrial

HI Industrial

CF Public Use

PARKS Public Use

PUBLIC Public Use

AG Resources

PRESERVE Resources



Maricopa Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
RR Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

RLD Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

RMD Residential Low (4 units/acre)

CR Retail

CH Retail

I Industrial

FP Public Use

P Public Use

PUB Public Use

OS Public Use

A Resources



McFarland Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
RR Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

LD Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

MD Residential Low (4 units/acre)

MH Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

HD Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

SM Retail

H Retail

HC Retail

O Office

M Industrial

C Public Use

EP Public Use

G Public Use

PP Public Use

PUB Public Use

S Public Use

A Resources



Ridgecrest Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
RR Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

RX Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

RE Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

RL Residential Low (4 units/acre)

RT Residential Low (4 units/acre)

RM Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

CD Mixed Use

CV Retail

C Retail

I Industrial

IS Public Use

P Public Use

OS Resources

MIL Federal or State



Shafter Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
RR Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

RC Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

VLR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

LDR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

MR Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

MHR Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

BP Retail

CPO Office

I Industrial

Canal Public Use

CF Public Use

PS Public Use

Right-of-Way Public Use

AOS Resources

RM Resources

Bidart-I Industrial

Farm-VLR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Farm-I Industrial

Gossamer Grove-ER Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Gossamer Grove-LDR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Gossamer Grove-MDR Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

Gossamer Grove-Commercial Retail

Gossamer Grove-Basin Public Use

Gossamer Grove-Public Park Public Use

Gossamer Grove-Public Services Public Use

Gossamer Grove-School Public Use

Heritage Ranch-LDR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Heritage Ranch-C Retail

Heritage Ranch-OS Public Use

Heritage Ranch-S Public Use

Heritage Ranch-T Public Use

Insurance-VLR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Mission Lakes-LDR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Mission Lakes-MDR Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

Mission Lakes-MHDR Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

Mission Lakes-C Retail

Mission Lakes-HOA Public Use

Mission Lakes-L Public Use

Mission Lakes-PP Public Use

Mission Lakes-S Public Use

Orchard Park-DR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Orchard Park-OG Office

Orchard Park-P Public Use



Taft Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
RR Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

RE Residential Low (4 units/acre)

LDR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

MDR Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

HDR Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

MU Mixed Use

GC Retail

IND Industrial

PF Public Use

OS Public Use

A Resources

NR Resources



Tehachapi Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
ER Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

ND Residential Low (4 units/acre)

MDR Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

HDR Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

NC Retail

CC Retail

LI Industrial

HI Industrial

Drain Public Use

OS Public Use

SCHOOL Public Use

AG Resources



Wasco Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
RR Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

ER Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

LDR Residential Low (4 units/acre)

MDR Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

HDR Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

NC Retail

SC Retail

HC Retail

CR Retail

CBD Office

PO Office

LI Industrial

HI Industrial

PF Public Use

AE Resources

OS Resources



Kern County Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
1.1 Federal or State

3.1 Public Use

3.2 Public Use

3.3 Public Use

3.4 Public Use

3.4.1 Public Use

3.7 Public Use

4.3 Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

5.1 Residential Very High (20 units/acre)

5.2 Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

5.3 Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

5.35 Residential Low (4 units/acre)

5.4 Residential Low (4 units/acre)

5.45 Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

5.5 Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

5.5.1 Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

5.6 Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

5.6.1 Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

5.7 Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

5.75 Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

5.8 Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

6.1 Retail

6.2 Retail

6.3 Retail

7.1 Industrial

7.15 Industrial

7.2 Retail

7.3 Industrial

7.4 Resources

8.1 Resources

8.2 Resources

8.3 Resources

8.4 Resources

8.5 Resources



Specific Plan Name Landuse Classification Kern COG UPLAN Classification
Bear Valley Springs Residential Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

Blackwells Corner Suburban Residential Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

Blackwells Corner Low Density Mobilehome Subdivision Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Blackwells Corner Low Density Residential Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Blackwells Corner Medium Density Residential Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

Blackwells Corner Mobilehome Park Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

Blackwells Corner High Density Residential Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

Blackwells Corner Commercial Retail

Blackwells Corner County Administrative Center Site Public Use

Blackwells Corner Park Site - Greenbelt Public Use

Blackwells Corner School Site Public Use

Blackwells Corner Ag. Oriented Industry Resources

Buttonwillow and Vicinity Single Family Residence Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

Buttonwillow and Vicinity Two Family Residence Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Buttonwillow and Vicinity Central Bus. Dist. Retail

Buttonwillow and Vicinity Light Industrial Industrial

Buttonwillow and Vicinity Civic Center Public Use

Buttonwillow and Vicinity Greenbelt Areas Public Use

Buttonwillow and Vicinity MS Public Use

Buttonwillow and Vicinity P Public Use

Buttonwillow and Vicinity PU Public Use

Buttonwillow and Vicinity RY Public Use

Buttonwillow and Vicinity S Public Use

Buttonwillow and Vicinity SL Public Use

Buttonwillow and Vicinity SL/BD Public Use

Buttonwillow and Vicinity TP Public Use

Buttonwillow and Vicinity Ag. Oriented Industry Resources

Buttonwillow and Vicinity Intensive Agriculture Resources

Cuddy Valley Rural Residential Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

Cuddy Valley Medium Density Residential Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Cuddy Valley Permanent Open Space Public Use

Cuddy Valley Agricultural Reserve Resources

Cuddy Valley Reserve - Undesignated Resources

Grapevine Exclusive Agriculture Resources

Grapevine Industrial Industrial

Grapevine Mixed Use Mixed Use

Grapevine Village Mixed Use Mixed Use

Lost Hills Low Density Residential Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Lost Hills Medium Density Residential Residential Medium (8.3 units/acre)

Lost Hills High Density Residential Residential High (12.5 units/acre)

Lost Hills Tourist Commercial Retail

Lost Hills Commercial Retail

Lost Hills Industrial Industrial

Lost Hills Public Facilities Public Use

Lost Hills Recreational Public Use

Lost Hills Special Use Public Use

Lost Hills Agricultural Resources

Lost Hills Reserve Resources

Mil Potrero Individual Single Family Dwelling Units Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

Mil Potrero Mobilehome Subdivision Zoned Lots Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

Mil Potrero Limited Multiple Family Dwelling Zoned Lots Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Mil Potrero Commercial Precise Development Retail

Mil Potrero Open Space Public Use

Soledad Mtn. - Elephant Butte Low Density Residential Residential Very Low (2 units/acre)

Soledad Mtn. - Elephant Butte Medium Density Residential Residential Low (4 units/acre)

Soledad Mtn. - Elephant Butte Tourist Oriented Retail

Soledad Mtn. - Elephant Butte Mineral Extraction and Processing Industrial

Soledad Mtn. - Elephant Butte Greenbelt Public Use

Soledad Mtn. - Elephant Butte Public Lands Public Use

South Inyokern Low Den. Res. Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

South Inyokern Open Space Public Use



South Inyokern Recreation Public Use

Tejon Industrial Complex East GI Industrial

Tejon Mountain Village 5.1/6.3/3.3/3.1 Mixed Use

Tejon Mountain Village 5.3/6.2/3.1 Mixed Use

Western Rosedale ER Rural Residential (1 unit/5 acre)

Western Rosedale SI Industrial

Western Rosedale HI Industrial

Western Rosedale R-IA Resources



 

V. 
RPAC  

 

 

 
 

  
          

 
 
 

  
 

August 3, 2016 
 
 

TO:  Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
  Transportation Modeling Committee 
 
FROM:  Ahron Hakimi 
  Executive Director 
 
  BY: Becky Napier  

Regional Planner 
 
 
SUBJECT:   RPAC/TMC AGENDA ITEM: V  

  INFORMATION FROM THE BUSINESS AND INDUSTRY ROUNDTABLE  

 
DESCRIPTION:   
 
Kern Council of Governments conducted the Business and Industry Roundtable on Wednesday, June 8, 
2016, to continue the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) process for the 2018 RTP. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Kern Council of Governments (COG) kicked off development of its 2018 RTP on December 16, 2015, 
when it held the first Environmental and Social Equity Roundtable.  The second Environmental and Social 
Equity Roundtable was held on March 10, 2016 and the first Business and Industry Roundtable was held 
June 8, 2016.   
 
The purpose of the Business and Industry meeting was to provide an overview of the 2018 RTP process 
and also to discuss with stakeholders the I-5/Sustainable Freight Program being developed by Cambridge 
Systematics.   
 
Cambridge Systematics presented Existing/Future Conditions and Critical Locations for goods movement 
on I-5 within Kern County (see attached maps).  Participants from Frito Lay, the City of Bakersfield, 
California Transportation Association, Tioga, Tejon Ranch and others provided feedback to Cambridge 
Systematics.  Attached for Committee information are notes from the meeting.   
 
ACTION: 
 
Information 



Existing Conditions:
SR99 between SR178 and California Ave‐ Kern

Heavy Industrial

Industrial/ 
Commercial

Fuel Sites

He
av
y 

Co
ng
es
tio

n

Ramp Metering 
(planned)

Ramp Metering
(planned)

Fuel Sites

Truck Stop

SR 99 has 3 
NB and SB 
lanes



Issues and Recommendations:
SR99 between 99 SR178 and California Ave ‐ Kern

Collision Types

Head on

Broadside

Rear end

Sideswipe

All Others

Collisions
per Lane 
Mile

Fatalities
Per Mile

Truck 
Involved 
Collision

%Truck 
Involved

SB 5.4 0.10 27 13%
NB 6.5 0.12 35 14%

Interchange
@ SR99

within 5 miles from Interchange:
Large Industries Services

California Ave 4 4
S178 2 4

Significant 
number of Rear 
end crashes 

Recommended Improvement
Signage X
Ramp Reconfiguration -
Add lane -
Aux lane -
Parallel route X



Existing Conditions: SR99/White Lane between SR58 
and SR119 Taft Hwy ‐ Kern

Ramp Metering 
(planned)

Freeway 
widening 
(planned)

Industrial

Fuel Sites

Fuel Sites

Truck Stop



Issues and Recommendations: 
SR99 between SR58 and SR119 Taft Hwy ‐ Kern

Collisions
per Lane 
Mile

Fatalities
Per Mile

Truck 
Involved 
Collision

%Truck 
Involved

SB 2.4 0.04 13 4%
NB 2.5 0.06 15 6%

Recommended Improvement
Signage X
Ramp Reconfiguration -
Add lane -
Aux lane -
Parallel route

Various kinds of 
crashes 



Existing Conditions: SR99/Olive Drive

Ramp Metering 
(planned)

He
av
y 
Co

ng
es
tio

n

Heavy Congestion

Freeway 
widening 
(planned)

Fuel Sites



Issues and Recommendations: 
SR99 between SR58 and SR119 Taft Hwy ‐ Kern

Collisions
per Lane 
Mile

Fatalities
Per Mile

Truck 
Involved 
Collision

%Truck 
Involved

SB 5.4 0.10 27 13%
NB 6.5 0.12 35 14%

Recommended Improvement
Signage X
Ramp Reconfiguration -
Add lane -
Aux lane -
Parallel route



Existing Conditions: SR99/7th Standard/SR65

Fuel Sites

Freeway 
widening 
(planned)



Existing Conditions: SR99/7th Standard/SR65

Collisions
per Lane 
Mile

Fatalities
Per Mile

Truck 
Involved 
Collision

%Truck 
Involved

SB 5.4 0.10 27 13%
NB 6.5 0.12 35 14%

Recommended Improvement
Dynamic Signage X
Ramp Reconfiguration -
Add lane -
Aux lane -
Parallel route

Significant number of 
Rear end crashes before 
and after the ramp create 
congestion



KERN COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
BUSINESS & INDUSTRY MEETING NOTES 

JUNE 8, 2016 
 

ATTENDEES: 
 
Lary Pickett  Lary Pickett Public Relations 
Bill Burgemaster  California Trucking Association (Consultant) 
Alex Watts  California Trucking Association 
Dave Dmohowski  Consultant 
Michael Rader  Frito Lay 
Derek Abbot  Tejon Ranch 
Ted Wright  City of Bakersfield 
Ted James  Consultant 
Fatemeh Ranaiefar  Fehr & Peers 
Jolene Hayes  Cambridge Systematics 
Steve Brown  Fehr & Peers 
Dan Smith  Tioga 
Chiranjivi Bhamidipati   Cambridge Systematics 
Rob Ball  Kern COG 
Ben Raymond  Kern COG 
Becky Napier  Kern COG 
 
 
Comments from the Participants: 
 
Item I. - I-5/99 Truck Corridor Study 
 
Are you seeing an increase in distracted driving causing crashes?  Can determine whether the 
truck caused the crash or not.  Don’t necessarily know whether the cause is texting. 
 
Does this include crashes that occur on the on and off ramps?  If so, include I-5 and SR 46.  
Northbound I-5 getting off at SR 46 is dangerous.  East Bound on SR 46 to south bound I-5 is 
congested as well. 
 
Congestion at Ming and SR 99 causes issues for trucks. 
 
The SR 58 interchange will be extended to the west to tie into Westside Parkway.  There will also 
be a lot of changes with interchanges at Ming, etc.  There will be a round-a-bout at Stockdale and 
SR 43.  Centennial Corridor will relieve traffic on 99.  
 
How do trucks feel about round-a-bouts?  As long as there is a soft shoulder in the center median 
instead of a curb. 
  
Tejon Ranch asked if they were focusing on the constrained gateways in and out of the valley.  Is 
this study looking at improving scale facilities?  No this is focused on access and mobility.  Rest 
areas are included. 
 
Traffic on SR 99 would improve if north bound traffic could connect to east bound SR 58 via 
Wheeler Ridge Road to SR 223 to SR 58.  Improvements would be needed. 
 
Is SR 65 a north/south route alternative to SR 99?  SR 65 would have to be widened to be safe 
due to slow moving traffic entering SR 65 and blending in with vehicles moving at 65 mph. 
 
I-5 at French Camp Road has issues.  The interchange is bad – north bound on ramp is bad. 
 



Olive Drive is better with the new auxiliary lane. 
 
South bound SR 99 off ramp to west bound 7th Standard is the list for improvements in this study. 
 
Does I-5 and 7th Standard need a full interchange?  A lot of the truck traffic there is local coming 
from the west side almond orchards that lasts for a short period of the year (4 months).  The 
Shafter facilities may use this interchange to go north so improvements would be good. 
 
Interchange at Stockdale and I-5 is an old interchange that needs improvement when the 
Centennial Corridor is complete. 
 
Pond Road at SR 99 in Delano and Woollomes Avenue could use improvements. 
 
Item 2. – Roundtable Outreach Activity 
 
The spreadsheet interface was difficult to use for some 
 
Nice balance between expenditures and their effect on issue areas 
 
It appeared the data output was too pre-determined 
 
Need to focus more on what projects are in my local area 
 

 



VI. 
RPAC  

 

 
             

 
 
 
 
 
 

August 3, 2016 
 
TO:   Regional Planning Advisory Committee 
 
FROM:   Ahron Hakimi,   

Executive Director   
   

By: Rob Ball, Director of Planning 
  

SUBJECT:   RPAC AGENDA ITEM: VI   
SB 375 GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTION TARGET SETTING TIMELINE UPDATE 

 
DESCRIPTION: 
 
The schedule for California Air Resources Board (ARB) approval targets for the Kern region to reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions (GHG) from passenger vehicle travel is under revision. 
 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Background – In June 2014, Kern COG adopted the regular 4-year update to the long-range Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP). This was the first plan with the Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) element as 
required by Senate Bill (SB) 375.  The law requires ARB to set GHG emission reduction targets for the 18 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) in the state, including Kern COG.  SB 375 focuses on reducing 
greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) from passenger vehicle/light truck travel by better coordinating land use planning 
with transportation expenditures.  On July 23, 2015 ARB unanimously approved acceptance of the Kern COG 
Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS) and found that the methodology adequately demonstrates that the plan, if 
implemented, would meet the state greenhouse gas emission reduction targets for passenger vehicle travel.  A 
thorough technical evaluation was developed on the SCS by ARB staff and is available online along with the Kern 
COG SCS at http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm .  
 
Recent Activity – On July 22, 2016, Kern COG staff spoke with ARB staff.  ARB had received the letter from the 8-
San Joaquin Valley Regional Planning Agencies informing them that target recommendations are scheduled to be 
sent to ARB by December 31, 2016.  ARB staff said the item tentatively scheduled for the September board 
meeting on the SB375 targets is being revised to allow more time for the all the MPOs statewide to develop and 
submit target recommendations.  ARB reiterated their commitment to work with the MPOs on establishing new 
targets. 
 
Updated GHG Target Setting Timeline as of July 22, 2015 (dates are tentative) 

 
1. November 2015 - December 2016: ARB-MPO meetings and collaboration. 
2. December 31, 2016: MPOs provide their recommendations formally or informally so that ARB staff can 

review and evaluate the recommended targets before incorporating them into an ARB staff proposal.  
3. Fall 2016 – Spring 2017: ARB staff provides a progress report to their Board on MPO target 

recommendations. 
4. Spring 2017: ARB staff holds public workshops, develops a staff proposal, and prepares and circulates a 

draft environmental document. 
5. Spring 2017: ARB staff reviews and responds to public input on the staff proposal, and responds to 

comments on and finalizes the environmental document. 
6. Spring 2017: ARB Board considers approval of updated targets, which would become effective for 

RTP/SCSs that will be adopted by MPOs after January 1, 2018.   
7. Spring 2018 the 8-SJV MPOs adopt the 2018 RTP/SCS with GHG target demonstration 

 
ACTION:  Information 

http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/sb375/sb375.htm


Good Afternoon Becky, 

 

As of Thursday, June 23rd, 2016 I have accepted a City Planner job with the City of Bakersfield. While I 

am excited for this new endeavor, I also must step down from my position of the RPAC as I can no longer 

represent the community as an at-large member. Please accept this letter as a letter of resignation from 

the Regional Planning Advisory Committee.  

 

Thank you for the opportunity to serve on the RPAC and I look forward to and future endeavors we may 

have. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Jason Cater 
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