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1.0 INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSE 
 

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE EIR 
 
The City of Bakersfield, in association with the County of Kern, is the Lead Agency 
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and is responsible for 
preparing the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to the Metropolitan Bakersfield 
General Plan Update.  This EIR has been prepared in conformance with CEQA 
(California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.), California CEQA 
Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et seq.), and the 
rules, regulations, and procedures for implementation of CEQA, as adopted by the 
City of Bakersfield and the County of Kern.  The principal CEQA Guidelines sections 
governing content of this document are Sections 15120 through 15132 (Content of 
an EIR), and Section 15168 (Program EIR). 
 
The purpose of this Program EIR is to review the existing conditions, analyze 
potential environmental impacts, and suggest feasible mitigation measures to reduce 
potentially significant effects for the update to the Metropolitan Bakersfield General 
Plan. 
 
The EIR has been prepared as a Program EIR in accordance with Section 15168 of 
the CEQA Guidelines, addressing the environmental effects of the update to the 
Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan.  Section 15168 states the following: 
 

“(a) General.  A Program EIR is an EIR which may be prepared on a series of 
actions that can be characterized as one large project and are related 
either: 

 
(1) Geographically, 
(2) As logical parts in the chain of contemplated actions, 
(3) In connection with issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other 

general criteria to govern the conduct of a continuing program, or 
(4) As individual activities carried out under the same authorizing 

statutory or regulatory authority and having generally similar 
environmental effects which can be mitigated in similar ways. 

 
(b) Advantages.  Use of a Program EIR can provide the following advantages.  

The Program EIR can: 
 

(1) Provide an occasion for a more exhaustive consideration of effects 
and alternatives than would be practical in an EIR on an individual 
action, 

(2) Ensure consideration of cumulative impacts that might be slighted in 
a case-by-case analysis, 

(3) Avoid duplicative reconsideration of basic policy considerations, 
(4) Allow the Lead Agency to consider broad policy alternatives and 

program-wide mitigation measures at an early time when the 
agency has greater flexibility to deal with basic problems or 
cumulative impacts, and 

(5) Allow reduction in paperwork. 
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(c) Use with Later Activities.  Subsequent activities in the program must be 
examined in the light of the Program EIR to determine whether an 
additional environmental document must be prepared. 

 
(1) If a later activity would have effects that were not examined in the 

Program EIR, a new Initial Study would need to be prepared leading 
to either an EIR or a Negative Declaration. 

(2) If the agency finds that pursuant to Section 15162, no new effects 
could occur or no new mitigation measures would be required, the 
agency can approve the activity as being within the scope of the 
project covered by the Program EIR, and no new environmental 
document would be required. 

(3) An agency shall incorporate feasible mitigation measures and 
alternatives developed in the Program EIR into subsequent actions 
in the program. 

(4) Where the subsequent activities involve site specific operations, the 
agency should use a written checklist or similar device to document 
the evaluation of the site and the activity to determine whether the 
environmental effects of the operations were covered in the 
Program EIR. 

(5) A Program EIR will be most helpful in dealing with subsequent 
activities if it deals with the effects of the program as specifically and 
comprehensively as possible.  With a good and detailed analysis of 
the program, many subsequent activities could be found to be within 
the scope of the project described in the Program EIR, and no 
further environmental documents would be required.” 

 
The discussion following Section 15168 describes the proper process for Program 
EIRs as follows: 

 
“Use of the Program EIR also enables the Lead Agency to characterize the 
overall program as the project being approved at that time.  Following this 
approach when individual activities within the program are proposed, the 
agency would be required to examine the individual activities within the 
program to determine whether their effects were fully analyzed in the 
Program EIR.  If the activities would have no effects beyond those analyzed 
in the Program EIR, the agency could assert that the activities are merely part 
of the program which had been approved earlier, and no further CEQA 
compliance would be required.  This approach offers many possibilities for 
agencies to reduce their costs of CEQA compliance and still achieve high 
levels of environmental protection.” 

 
(Discussion following CEQA Guidelines, Section 15168.)  
 
Should the City and/or County determine that additional environmental studies are 
necessary once development plans are submitted for processing, the Program EIR 
will serve as the “tiering” document in accordance with Section 15152 of CEQA.  
“Tiering” refers to using the analysis of general matters contained in a broader EIR 
with later EIRs and negative declarations on narrower projects; incorporating by 
reference the general discussions from the broader EIR; and concentrating the later 
EIR or negative declaration solely on the issues specific to the later project. 
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Agencies are encouraged to tier the environmental analyses that they prepare for 
separate but related projects including general plans, zoning changes, and 
development projects.  This approach can eliminate repetitive discussions of the 
same issues and focus the later EIR or negative declaration on the actual issues ripe 
for decision at each level of environmental review.  Tiering is appropriate when the 
sequence of analysis is from an EIR prepared for a general plan, policy, or program 
to an EIR or negative declaration for another plan, policy or program of lesser scope, 
or to a site-specific EIR or negative declaration.  Tiering does not excuse the lead 
agency from adequately analyzing reasonably foreseeable significant environmental 
effects of the project and does not justify deferring such analysis to a later tier EIR or 
negative declaration.  However, the level of detail contained in a first tier EIR need 
not be greater than that of the program, plan, policy, or ordinance being analyzed. 
 
In accordance with Section 15121 of CEQA, a primary purpose of this EIR is to 
provide decision makers and the public with specific information regarding the 
environmental effects associated with development of the Metropolitan Bakersfield 
Planning area, identify ways to minimize the significant effects and describe 
reasonable alternatives to the project. Mitigation measures are provided which may 
be adopted as Conditions of Approval in order to reduce the significance of impacts 
resulting from the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update.  In addition, this 
EIR is the primary reference document in the formulation and implementation of a 
mitigation monitoring program for the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update. 
 
The City of Bakersfield, which has the principal responsibility of processing and 
approving the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update, in association with the 
County of Kern, and other public agencies (i.e., responsible and trustee agencies, 
refer to Section 1.5 of this EIR) that may use this EIR in the decision making or 
permit process will consider the information in this EIR along with other information 
that may be presented during the CEQA process.  Environmental impacts are not 
always mitigable to a level considered less than significant; in those cases, impacts 
are considered significant unavoidable impacts.  In accordance with Section 
15093(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines, if a public agency approves a project that 
has significant impacts that are not substantially mitigated (i.e., significant 
unavoidable impacts), the agency shall state in writing the specific reasons for 
approving the General Plan Update, based on the Final EIR and any other 
information in the public record.  This is termed, per Section 15093 of the State 
CEQA Guidelines, a “statement of overriding considerations.” 
 
This document analyzes the environmental effects of the Metropolitan Bakersfield 
General Plan Update to the degree of specificity appropriate to the current proposed 
actions, as required by Section 15146 of the State CEQA Guidelines.  This analysis 
considers the series of actions associated with the update to the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield General Plan to determine the short-term and long-term effects 
associated with its implementation.  This EIR discusses both the direct and indirect 
impacts of the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update, as well as the 
cumulative impacts associated with other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable 
future projects.  CEQA requires the preparation of an objective, full disclosure 
document to inform agency decision makers and the general public of the direct and 
indirect environmental effects of the proposed action; provide mitigation measures to 
reduce or eliminate significant adverse effects; and identify and evaluate reasonable 
alternatives to the General Plan Update. 
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1.2 COMPLIANCE WITH CEQA  
 
This Program EIR is subject to a 45-day review period by responsible and trustee 
agencies and interested parties.  Section 15087 of the CEQA Guidelines lists 
optional procedures for noticing including publication in a newspaper, posting on-site 
or mailing to owners of a property or properties contiguous to the site.  In accordance 
with the provision of Sections 15085(a) and 15087(a)(1) of the State CEQA 
Guidelines, as amended, the City of Bakersfield, in association with the County of 
Kern, serving as the Lead Agency, will: 1) publish a notice of availability of a Draft 
EIR in the Bakersfield Californian, a newspaper of general circulation; and 2) will 
prepare and transmit a Notice of Completion (NOC) to the State Clearinghouse.  
(Proof of publication is available at the offices of the Lead Agency.)   
 
Any public agency or members of the public desiring to comment on the Draft EIR 
must submit their comments in writing to the individual identified on the document’s 
NOC prior to the end of the public review period.  During the public review period, 
there will be a public hearing regarding the Draft EIR.  The public will be afforded the 
opportunity to orally comment on the Draft EIR at the public hearing.  Such 
comments shall be recorded and shall have the same standing and response 
requirements as written comments provided during the public review period.  Upon 
the close of the public review period, the Lead Agency will then proceed to evaluate 
and prepare responses to all relevant oral and written comments received from both 
citizens and public agencies during the public review period. 
 
The Final EIR will consist of the Draft EIR, and revisions to the Draft EIR and 
responses to comments addressing concerns raised by responsible agencies or 
reviewing parties.  After the Final EIR is completed and at least 10 days prior to its 
certification, a copy of the Responses to Comments will be transmitted to agencies 
providing written or oral comments on the Draft EIR. 
 

1.3 EIR SCOPING PROCESS 
 
In compliance with the State CEQA Guidelines, the City of Bakersfield, in association 
with the County of Kern, has taken steps to provide opportunities for interested 
individuals, parties and agencies to participate in the environmental process.  During 
the preparation of the Draft EIR, an effort was made to contact various Federal, 
State, regional, and local government agencies and other interested parties to solicit 
comments and inform the public of the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan 
Update.  This included the distribution of a Notice of Preparation (NOP) on July 23, 
2001 and a public scoping meeting on the EIR on August 16, 2001. 
 
In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines Section 15063(a), the City of Bakersfield, in 
association with the County of Kern, determined that an update to the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield General Plan EIR would be required for the update to the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield General Plan, and did not prepare an Initial Study. 
 
NOTICE OF PREPARATION  
 
Pursuant to the provision of Section 15082 of the State CEQA Guidelines, as 
amended, the City of Bakersfield circulated an NOP, accompanied with a Project 
Information Packet, to public agencies, special districts, and members of the public 
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requesting such notice for a public review period commencing July 23, 2001, and 
ending August 23, 2001.  The City also accepted comments that were received after 
August 23.  The purpose of the NOP was to formally convey that the City and the 
County of Kern are preparing a Draft EIR for the update to the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield General Plan, and that as Lead Agency, was soliciting input regarding 
the scope and content of the environmental information to be included in the EIR.  
The NOP and responses to the NOP are provided in Appendix 15.1 and 15.2 of this 
EIR. 
 
EARLY CONSULTATION (SCOPING) 
 
During the NOP circulation period, the City of Bakersfield advertised and held one 
public scoping meeting.  The meeting was held on August 16, 2001 and was 
intended to facilitate public input.  The meeting was held with the specific intent of 
affording interested individuals/groups and public agencies a forum in which to orally 
present input directly to the Lead Agency in an effort to assist in further refining the 
intended scope and focus of the EIR as described in the NOP. 
 
NOP AND SCOPING RESULTS 
 
The following specific environmental concerns were raised in responses to the NOP 
and in comments expressed during the scoping meeting held for the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield General Plan Update (the numerical reference in parenthesis is the EIR 
Section in which the analysis is provided): 
 

NOP Written Comments 
 
• Affects to agricultural land and potential loss of resources (refer to Section 

4.7, Soils and Agricultural Resources); 
 
• Air Quality Impacts associated with the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (refer to 

Section 4.4, Air Quality); 
 
• Consistency with adopted airport land use plans (Meadows Field Airport and 

Bakersfield Municipal) (refer to Section 4.5, Noise and Section 4.1, Land Use 
and Planning); 

 
• Cumulative affect and need for additional electrical substations and related 

facilities, including power and gas lines, to accommodate growth in the area. 
(refer to Section 10.0, Effects Found Not To Be Significant); 

 
• Identification of North of River Sanitary District service areas (refer to Section 

4.11, Public Services and Utilities);  
 
• Impacts associated with the development of wastewater facilities within the 

Caliente Creek floodplain (refer to Section 4.11, Public Services and Utilities); 
 
• Impacts of future development to water quality and supplies in local 

underground water aquifers (refer to Section 4.8, Hydrology and Water 
Quality); 
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• Involvement of local Native Americans and associated resource agencies to 
identify Native American cultural and archaeological resources for future 
development projects (refer to Section 4.10, Cultural Resources); 

 
• Impacts resulting from hazardous materials (refer to Section 4.11, Public 

Services and Utilities); 
 
• Impacts resulting from past and current oil and gas well development (refer to 

Section 4.13, Public Health and Safety and Section 4.6, Geology, Seismicity 
and Mineral Resources); 

 
• Impacts resulting from solid waste disposal (refer to Section 4.13, Public 

Health and Safety); 
 
• Impacts resulting from waste discharge (refer to Section 4.11, Public Services 

and Utilities); 
 
• Impacts to existing public parks and facilities within the North Bakersfield 

Recreation & Parks District (refer to Section 4.12, Parks and Recreation); 
 
• Impacts to public school facilities (refer to Section 4.11, Public Services and 

Utilities); and 
 
• Mitigation measures for cultural resources (refer to Section 4.10, Cultural 

Resources).  
 
August 16, 2001 Public Hearing 
 
• Identification of adverse environmental, social, and economic impacts 

resulting from conversion of agriculture land uses to urban uses.  Also, 
concerns have been noted over the boundaries between agricultural land and 
residential development (refer to Section 4.7, Soils and Agriculture 
Resources); 

 
• Impacts associated with increased traffic.  Also, flood plain in Lamont and 

affect on circulation in Bakersfield (refer to Section 4.3, Transportation/ 
Circulation);    

 
• Impacts to air quality (refer to Section 4.4, Air Quality);   
 
• Lack of an identified urban growth boundary in the Metropolitan Bakersfield 

General Plan (refer to Section 4.1, Land Use and Planning); and 
 
• Lack of planning for development in the northeast; concern that developers in 

the northeast should be required to contribute to parkland purchase in the 
bluffs (refer to Section 4.1, Land Use and Planning). 

 
 
 
 
 

1.4 FORMAT OF THE EIR 
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This Program EIR is organized into the following 15 sections:  
 

• Section 1.0, Introduction and Purpose, provides CEQA compliance 
information.   

 
• Section 2.0, Executive Summary, provides a brief Metropolitan Bakersfield 

General Plan Update description and summary of the environmental impacts 
and mitigation measures.   

 
• Section 3.0, Project Description, provides a detailed Metropolitan Bakersfield 

General Plan Update description indicating location, characteristics, phasing, 
and objectives, as well as associated discretionary actions required.  

 
• Section 4.0, Description of Environmental Setting, Impacts and Mitigation 

Measures, contains a detailed environmental analysis of the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield General Plan Update existing conditions, impacts, mitigation 
measures and unavoidable adverse impacts.   

 
• Section 5.0, Cumulative Impact Analysis, describes the approach and 

methodology for the cumulative analysis.  
 
• Section 6.0, Long-Term Implications of the Proposed Project, discusses 

significant environmental changes that would be involved in the proposed 
action, should it be implemented and discusses growth inducing impacts.   

 
• Section 7.0, Alternatives to the Proposed Project, describes a reasonable 

range of alternatives to the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update or 
to the location of the project which could feasibly attain the basic project 
objectives.  

 
• Section 8.0, Inventory of Mitigation Measures, lists mitigation measures 

proposed to minimize the significant impacts.   
 
• Section 9.0, Inventory of Significance After Mitigation, describes any impacts 

which would remain significant following mitigation.   
 
• Section 10.0, Effects Found Not to be Significant, provides an explanation    

of potential impacts which have been determined not to be significant.   
 
• Section 11.0, Organizations and Persons Consulted, identifies all Federal, 

State or local agencies, other organizations and individuals consulted.   
 
• Section 12.0, Bibliography, identifies reference sources for the EIR.   
 
• Section 13.0, Mitigation Monitoring Program, identifies responsibilities for 

monitoring mitigation.   
 
• Section 14.0, Comments and Responses, consists of comments and 

responses pertaining to the Draft EIR.   
• Section 15.0, Appendices, contains technical documentation for the 

Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update. 
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The analysis of each environmental category in this Section is organized as follows: 
 

• “Existing Conditions” describes the physical conditions which exist at this time 
and which may influence or affect the issue under investigation; 

 
• “Project Impacts” describes potential environmental changes to the existing 

physical conditions which may occur if the Metropolitan Bakersfield General 
Plan Update is implemented; 

 
• “Mitigation Measures” are those specific measures which may be required of 

the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update in order to avoid an 
adverse impact; minimize a significant adverse impact; rectify a significant 
adverse impact by restoration; reduce or eliminate a significant adverse 
impact over time by preservation and maintenance operations; or 
compensate for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or 
environment.  The measures presented in this EIR are separated into those 
that would be implemented as part of design and measures that would 
mitigate impacts above and beyond any reduction in potential impacts 
accomplished by design features; 

 
• “Level of Significance After Mitigation” discusses whether the Metropolitan 

Bakersfield General Plan Update and the contribution to cumulative impacts 
can be reduced to levels that are considered less than significant; and 

 
• In addition, Cumulative Impacts for each subject area for Section 4.0 are 

addressed in Section 5.0.  “Cumulative Impacts” describes potential 
environmental changes to the existing physical conditions which may occur 
with the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update together with other 
reasonably foreseeable, planned, and approved future projects. 

 

1.5 RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES 
 
Certain projects or actions undertaken by a Lead Agency require subsequent 
oversight, approvals, or permits from other public agencies in order to be 
implemented.  Such other agencies are referred to as Responsible Agencies and 
Trustee Agencies.  Pursuant to Sections 15381 and 15386 of the State CEQA 
Guidelines, as amended, Responsible Agencies and Trustee Agencies are 
respectively defined as follows: 
 
“Responsible Agency” means a public agency that proposes to carry out or approve 
a project, for which a Lead Agency is preparing or has prepared an EIR or Negative 
Declaration.  For the purposes of CEQA the term “Responsible Agency” includes all 
public agencies other than the Lead Agency which have discretionary approval 
power over the project.”  (Section 15381) 
 
“Trustee Agency” means a State agency having jurisdiction by law over natural 
resources affected by a project which are held in trust for the people of the State of 
California.  Trustee Agencies include....” (Section 15386, part) 
The various public, private and political agencies and jurisdictions with a particular 
interest in the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update include, but are not 
limited to the following: 



  METROPOLITAN BAKERSFIELD  METROPOLITAN BAKERSFIELD 
  GENERAL PLAN UPDATE EIR 

 

 

 
 

DRAFT  JUNE 2002 1-9 Introduction and Purpose 

 
Federal Agencies 
 
Army Corps of Engineers 
Department of Agriculture 
Soil Conservation Services 
Department of Interior 
Bureau of Land Management – Caliente Resource Area 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
Department of Transportation 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Environmental Protection Agency 
 
State Agencies 
 
Department of Conservation 
Department of Fish and Game 
Department of Water Resources 
Reclamation Board 
Department of Parks and Recreation 
Office of Historic Preservation 
State Lands Commission 
Air Resources Board 
Solid Waste Management Board 
Regional Water Quality Control Board – Central Valley Region 
Caltrans – District 6 
California Highway Patrol 
Department of Health Services 
Department of Food and Agriculture 
Public Utilities Commission 
California Archaeological Commission 
California State University at Bakersfield 
 
City of Bakersfield 
 
Bakersfield Airpark 
Community Development 
Economic Development 
Fire Department 
Parks and Recreation Department 
Planning Department  
Police Department  
Public Works Department – Engineering Division 
Redevelopment Agency 
Water Resources Division 
Community Services Department 
 
 
 
County of Kern 
 
Agriculture Department 
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Airports Department 
Communications – Information Systems 
Community Development Program Department 
Engineering and Surveying Services 
Environmental Health Services Department 
Fire Department 
Library 
Museum 
Parks and Recreation Department 
Planning Department  
Roads Department 
Sheriff 
Waste Management 
 
Local Agencies 
 
San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District 
Kern Council of Governments  
Local Agency Formation Commission 
Superintendent of Schools 
Kern County Water Agency 
Kern Community College District – Bakersfield College 
Golden Empire Transit District 
North Bakersfield Recreation and Parks District 
Bear Mountain Recreation and Parks District   
North of the River Sanitation District 
Kern Mosquito Abatement District 
East Niles Community Services District 
Lamont Public Utility District 
Bakersfield City School District 
Beardsley School District 
Edison School District 
Fairfax School District 
Fruitvale School District 
General Shafter School District 
Greenfield Union School District 
Lakeside Union School District 
Lamont School District 
Norris School District 
Panama Union – Buena Vista School District 
Rio Bravo – Greenley Union School District 
Rosedale Union School District 
Vineland School District 
Standard School District 
Kern Union High School District 
Arvin Edison Water Storage District 
Cawelo Water District 
Kern Delta Water District 
North Kern Water District 
Olcese Water District 
Rosedale – Rio Bravo Water Storage District 
North of the River Municipal Water District  
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1.6 INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE 
 
Pertinent documents relating to this EIR have been cited in accordance with Section 
15148 of the CEQA Guidelines encourages “incorporation by reference” as a means 
of reducing redundancy and length of environmental reports.  The following 
documents, which are available for public review at the City of Bakersfield, are 
hereby incorporated by reference into this EIR.  Information contained within these 
documents has been utilized for each section of this EIR.  A brief synopsis of the 
scope and content of these documents is provided below: 
 

• Metropolitan Bakersfield 2010 General Plan: The City of Bakersfield, in 
association with the County of Kern, updated the Metropolitan Bakersfield 
General Plan in 1990.  This document, known as the Metropolitan Bakersfield 
2010 General Plan, is intended to serve as a guide for Metropolitan 
Bakersfield’s future growth and development.  A General Plan must contain 
the following seven elements: land use, housing, circulation, conservation, 
open space, noise and safety.  In addition to these elements, the Metropolitan 
Bakersfield 2010 General Plan also addresses a Parks Element and the Kern 
River Plan Element.  Within the City’s jurisdiction, the 2010 General Plan  
also addresses historical resources and downtown redevelopment.  Each 
Element in the Plan addresses the City’s and County’s philosophy and 
approach toward development within Metropolitan Bakersfield.  The 
Metropolitan Bakersfield 2010 General Plan estimates the maximum 
development that can possibly occur within Metropolitan Bakersfield.  The 
Plan sets forth goals, policies and objectives to ensure that future growth 
within Metropolitan Bakersfield occurs in a healthy and logical manner.     

 
• Metropolitan Bakersfield 2010 General Plan EIR: The Metropolitan 

Bakersfield 2010 General Plan EIR was certified in 1990.  The Metropolitan 
Bakersfield 2010 General Plan EIR, a Program EIR, evaluated the impacts of 
implementing the Metropolitan Bakersfield 2010 General Plan, the 
consideration of broad policy alternatives and program-wide mitigation 
measures.  The EIR determined when subsequent environmental review 
would be needed for a specific development proposal that is consistent with 
the Metropolitan Bakersfield 2010 General Plan.  Also, the EIR analyzed the 
potential environmental impacts of the maximum development scenario of the 
Metropolitan Bakersfield 2010 General Plan to avoid an underestimation of 
long-term impacts.  The maximum level of development results from 
construction of the greatest square footage and number of dwelling units and 
non-residential land uses, respectively.  The maximum development scenario 
also causes the largest possible population to inhabit Metropolitan 
Bakersfield. 

 
• Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update: The Metropolitan Bakersfield 

General Plan Update is an update to the  Metropolitan Bakersfield 2010 
General Plan.  The Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update includes 
updated existing conditions information regarding land use, traffic forecasts, 
public services and utilities, parks and recreation facilities and the noise 
environment.  The Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update also 
contains refined and supplemental goals, policies, mitigation measures and 
implementation actions that support current procedures followed by the City/ 
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County when development applications are reviewed; including the referral of 
plans to appropriate federal, state, regional, and adjacent jurisdictions and 
agencies to assure consistency between City and other agency regulations 
and requirements.   

 
• The Metropolitan Bakersfield Habitat Conservation Plan (MBHCP): The 

MBHCP and implementing agreements and ordinances provide a method of 
collecting funds for the acquisition and perpetual management of habitat land 
for purposes of creating preserves.1  Development projects within 
Metropolitan Bakersfield pay mitigation fees, which are used to buy habitat 
lands.  These lands are managed by wildlife agencies or entities they 
approve.  Take avoidance measures are also listed in the MBHCP.  The 
amount of habitat preserved must always be ahead of what is being 
developed.  The boundaries of the MBHCP study area match the boundaries 
of the Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan Update, which consist of 408 
square miles.   

 
• City of Bakersfield Zoning Ordinance: The City of Bakersfield Zoning 

Ordinance establishes land use districts in which specific regulations apply, 
such as density, height, size, and development character.  The Ordinance 
consists of two primary parts: a map that delineates the boundaries of zoning 
districts; and text that explains the purpose of the district, specifies permitted 
and conditional uses, and establishes development and performance 
standards. 

 
• Zoning Ordinance of Kern County:  According to Chapter 19.02.020, 

Purposes, Title 19 was adopted to promote and protect the public health, 
safety and welfare through the orderly regulation of land uses throughout the 
unincorporated area of Kern County.  The purposes of this Title are to: 

 
-  Provide the economic and social advantages resulting from an orderly 

planned use of land resources; 
  
-  Encourage and guide development consistent with the Kern County 

General Plan; 
 
-  Divide Kern County into zoning districts of a number, size and location 

deemed necessary to carry out the purposes of the County General 
Plan and this Title; 

 
-  Regulate the size and use of lots, yards and other open spaces; 
 
-  Regulate the use, location, height, bulk and size of buildings and 

structures; 
-  Regulate the intensity of land use; 
 
-  Regulate the density of population in residential areas; 
 
-  Establish requirements for off-street parking; 

                                                           
1
 The MBHCP and associated implementing ordinances and agreements are available through the Kern 

County Planning Department.  The plan provides descriptions of species of concern and habitat areas within the 
Metropolitan Bakersfield General Plan area. 



  METROPOLITAN BAKERSFIELD  METROPOLITAN BAKERSFIELD 
  GENERAL PLAN UPDATE EIR 

 

 

 
 

DRAFT  JUNE 2002 1-13 Introduction and Purpose 

 
-  Regulate signs and billboards; and 
 
-  Provide for the enforcement of the regulations of Chapter 19.02.020. 

 
• Kern River Plan Element:  The Kern River Plan Element is a part of the 

current Metropolitan Bakersfield and Kern County General Plans.  Its 
planning area encompasses 14,250 acres and includes primary and 
secondary floodways of the Kern River.  The Element consists of two basic 
components:  a policy text and a plan map.  The policy text presents specific 
statements that express the intent of the City of Bakersfield and the County of 
Kern with regard to land uses in the Kern River Planning area.  The focus of 
Kern River Plan is on the preservation and maintenance of the primary 
floodway channel of the Kern River.  Resource, recreational, residential and 
other uses are allowed within the secondary floodway.  The Kern River is an 
important natural resource that provides for a variety of resource, open space 
and other uses.  Further information can be obtained from the Kern River 
Element. 

 
• Project Environmental Studies:  As a part of the preparation of this EIR, 

several studies were utilized to develop baseline information and to 
incorporate data for the Plan area.  The following studies, which are available 
for review at the County of Kern offices in Bakersfield, have been 
incorporated by reference: 

 
-  MacAllister Ranch EIR:  Project was approved November 15, 1993 for 

9,000 dwelling units on 2,070 acres. 
 
-  Western Rosedale EIR:  Project was approved September 12, 1994 

for 14,427 dwelling units on 36,555 acres. 
 
-  Rosedale Ranch:  Project was approved July 29, 1996 for 20,795 

dwelling units on 6,536 acres. 
 
-  Coberly-Etcheverry:  Project was approved October 20, 1997 for 

4,050 dwelling units on 1,350 acres. 
 
 


