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Recommendation Action:
Information only — no action required.

Executive Summary:

Anticipating the new planning requirements of SB 375, SCAG initiated the Integrated Growth
Forecasting process for the 2012 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)/Sustainable Communities Strategy
(SCS) in September 2008, just a few months after the adoption of 2008 RTP. Through the 20-month
bottom-up process, SCAG worked with each subregion and local jurisdiction to reach a consensus on
population, household and employment growth between the base year of 2008 and 2020 and 2035. This
projected growth in population, household, and employment will be the basis used to develop the 2012
RTP/SCS and the Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA). Simply put, the total regional housing
construction needs are figured by adding replacement and vacancy needs to the projected growth in
households for the planning period. (Please note that the State Housing and Community Development
Department (HCD) makes the final determination of SCAG’s total regional housing need.) The RHNA
allocation plan at the city level will be based on the city level totals from the Integrated Growth Forecast
Jor the 2012 RTP/SCS, which may be adjusted based upon the RHNA Subcommittee’s considerations and
decisions on AB 2158 factors, vacancy and replacement needs, as well as shifts in income distribution to
avoid the over-concentration of low-income housing units in places where low-income housing are
disproportionately high.

There are several challenges to the Integrated Growth Forecasting process, including how to incorporate
the 2010 Census data release into the Integrated Growth Forecast. The following report is intended to
provide the RHNA Subcommittee with information regarding recent development related to how to
address this matter.

Strategic Plan:

This item supports the SCAG Strategic Plan Goal #1 (Improve Regional Decision Making by Providing
Leadership and Consensus Building on Key Plans and Policies), Objective A (Create and facilitate a
collaborative and cooperative environment to produce forward thinking regional plans).

Background:

The foundation of SCAG’s proposed total regional housing construction needs and allocation plan is the 2012
RTP/SCS Integrated Growth Forecasting process and corresponding results. The Integrated Growth Forecast
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for the 2012 RTP/SCS represents the most viable growth pattern for the Southern California region in the future
because it ties housing to transportation planning, and meets the planning requirements of SB 375. Moreover,
the forecasted development pattern and growth scenario under the 2012 RTP/SCS will include not only the size
and distribution of population, household, and employment growth in the region, but also the underlining land
uses to accommodate those projected population and employment growth.

The Integrated Growth Forecast for the 2012 RTP/SCS is based upon the most up-to-date socioeconomic
statistics and data, reasonable key technical assumptions and methodologies, existing/updated local general
plans, and regional land use and transportation policy/investment strategies. The Integrated Growth Forecast at
the regional and small area level are the basis for developing the RTP, SCS, PEIR, RHNA.

The development of the Integrated Growth Forecast is driven by the principle of collaboration; it is both a top-
down and a bottom-up process. Because of the planning requirements of SB 375, SCAG initiated an extensive
outreach, collaboration and coordination process for the development of 2012 RTP/SCS and Integrated Growth
Forecasting process in September 2008, almost right after the adoption of 2008 RTP in May 2008. Hundreds of
one-on-one meetings and regional workshops/presentations were held with technical panels, the Plans &
Programming Technical Advisory Committee (P&P TAC), SCAG’s Policy Committees, major stakeholders,
subregions, and local jurisdictions.

To date, major process and milestones in moving forward the Integrated Growth Forecasting process for the
2012 RTP/SCS include:

* SCAG held subregional workshops across the region in anticipation of SB 375’s requirements for the
creation of a growth forecast, and the development of advanced data/tools for policy analysis (Sept 2008-
Jan 2009).

* Developed an initial range of preliminary 2012 RTP regional growth forecasts with major demographic and
economic assumptions (April 2009).

* Held the first panel of experts meeting (May 2009).

* Developed a recommended preliminary set of regional growth forecasts (June 2009).

* Developed preliminary growth forecasts at the county and sub-county level, reflecting the recent trends
(July 2009).

* Held forecast workshops and outreach for local review, conducted one-on-one meetings with over 175 local
jurisdictions (July 2009-Feb 2010).

* Released Local Input/General Plan Growth Forecast information for the 2012 RTP/SCS (Feb 2010, Dataset
was used for target setting). (http:/www.scag.ca.gov/forecast/downloads/excel/RTP2012-GROWTH-
FORECAST.xls)

* Imbalance of 2035 regional population and employment was observed from local input (April 2010).

* Held the second panel of experts meeting: Evaluate local input, evaluate new Bureau of Labor Statistics
(BLS) and Census projections (May 2010).

* Development of a local input regional growth forecast, that included a reduction in 2035 employment
figures (Dec 2010-Jan 2011, Dataset was used for model calibration).

* Data gathering workshops & revisions (Jan 2011-March 2011)

Currently, after 20 months of developing the 2012 RTP/SCS Integrated Growth Forecast, SCAG and all

subregions and local jurisdictions have collectively reached a consensus on the growth delta (absolute growth)

in population, employment, and households between the base year 2008 to 2020, and 2020 to 2035 (see
attached table).
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Additional future milestones include:

* Public outreach, RTP/SCS Workshops (June 2011 — July 2011)
* Data & revisions (June 2011 — July 2011)

* Development of the draft RTP/SCS (July-Sept. 2011).

* Release of the Draft RTP/SCS (November 2011)

* Adoption of the 2012 RTP/SCS (April 2012).

2012 RTP/SCS Integrated Growth Forecast:
Ranges of Growth Forecasts & Local Input (1,000):

Ranges | E/P/H 2010 2020 2035 | 2010-2020
EMP 7,458 8,526 9,423 1,068
Low POP 19,020 20,692 23,039 1,673
HHLD 5,925 6,569 7,341 644
EMP 7,458 8,735 9,783 1,277
Mid POP 19,020 21,111 23,790 2,091
HHLD 5,925 6,692 7,581 767
EMP 7,458 9,172 10,426 1,714
High POP 19,020 22,000 25,128 2,981
HHLD 5,925 6,969 8,020 1,044
Local EMP 7,458 8,559 9,579 1,101
Input POP 19,020 20,600 22,930 1,580
(12/2010) | HHLD 5,925 6,545 7,365 620

Challenges to the 2012 RTP/SCS Integrated Growth Forecasting Process include how to address the
Recent 2010 Census data release

In December of 2010, the U.S. Census Bureau released state population totals from the recent Decennial
Census. While California remains the most populous state at 37,253,956 people, this figure is over 1.3
million less than the California Department of Finance’s (DOF) previous estimates. Much of the work for
the current growth forecasting effort has been influenced by DOF’s estimates. The P&P TAC put together a
working group to address this issue, and came up with three options that attempt to reconcile the local input-
based draft Integrated Growth Forecast to the latest Census population count. After reviewing each option,
the P&P TAC chose to recommend the option (sometime referred to as “Option 2””), which uses an approach
that combines census data with input from local jurisdictions to reconcile this issue.

Staff is requesting that at its March 3" meeting, the CEHD Committee approve the recommendation of the

P&P TAC of incorporating data from the 2010 Census into the 2012 RTP/SCS. Details of this

recommendation are described in the attached paper from the P&P TAC on this matter). To summarize, the
P&P TAC recommends that SCAG integrate the Redistricting data (P.L. 94-
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171) from the 2010 Census into the upcoming RTP/SCS and RHNA processes for base year 2008, and will
use growth increments (delta) submitted/approved by local jurisdictions over the last 20-month review and
input process to recalculate the 2020 and 2035 target years.

Similarly, SCAG will also evaluate how to incorporate the forthcoming bench-mark revisions (3/4/2011) of
SCAG regional 2009 and 2010 employment estimates by the state Employment Development Department
(EDD). Preliminary data indicates that the actual 2010 SCAG region employment level could be as much as
250,000 jobs lower than estimates for 2010 that were done in early 2009.

Fiscal Impact:
The growth forecast project is programmed in the FY 2010-2011 SCAG Overall Work Program. The
associated work elements are 11-055.SCG0133.01 and 11-055.SCG0133.05.

Attachment:
“Incorporation of Decennial 2010 Census data into the 2012 RTP/SCS Integrated Growth Forecast”, which
was authored by the P&P TAC’s working group on this issue.

Reviewed by: ( ISR . ‘
ML b b L
Depariment Director
Reviewed by: (a A, - - i,
Chief F. indncial Officer “’
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Topic: Incorporation of the Decennial 2010 Census data into the 2012 RTP/SCS integrated
growth forecast.

Data:
htip:/www.census.sov/rdo/data/2010 census redistricting data pl 94-171 summary files.himl
o The first detailed data that will be released from the 2010 Decennial Census is the P.L. 94-171
data file used for redistricting purposes.
e This file must be released by the US Census Bureau by April 1, 2011.
o California’s data is expected to be released in March 2011,
» This file will contain block level Population and Housing Occupancy (vacant and occupied
housing units)

Geographic assignment:
hitp://'www.census.gov/rdo/data/2010 census redistricting pl 94-171 tigerlinetm shapefiles.htm]

» The geographic shapefiles (2010 TIGER/Line® Shapefiles) for the smallest census geography,
the census block, for California have been released. These do not contain the city/CDP
identifiers .http://www.census.gov/cgi-bin/geo/shapefiles2010/main

» The geographic files with Incorporated Places and Census Defined Places (CDP) [aka FIPS
codes] will be released beginning in mid-February 2011.
hitp:/www .census.gov/rdo/data/2010 census block assignment files.html

Initial review:
e (Census geographies have changed. There are new tract numbers and new tracts. A bridging table
would need to be created.
e OC has +10,000 Census blocks (+40%); 4 new census tracts
o Riv has +26% census blocks; 110 new census tracts

Current estimated timeline:

Date

Jtem

December 2010

Release of Census geographic block boundary files (no data or place
D)

January 6, 2011

SCAG forms RHNA subcommittee (2 electeds from each county)

January 31, 2011

Deadline for delegated subregions to submit socio-economic (SED)
dataset to SCAG for RTP/SCS

January- Feb 2011

SCAG data workshops in un-delegated subregions

February 2011

Determine a draft RHUNA schedule and seek HCD approval of the use
of the RTP/SCS growth forecast for RHNA purposes - 32 months
from the Housing Element (HE) due date

February 2011

Deadline for delegated subregions to submit dratt SCS outline to
SCAG for RTP/SCS

Mid-February 2011

Release of Census geographic block boundary files with place 1D (no

data)

Mid-March 2011
(by April 1, 2011)

Expected release of California redistricting data: population and
housing occupancy at the census block level

April 2011

Notify Caltrans and HCD of the final RTP/SCS adoption date for an
April 2012 adoption — 30 months from the projected HE due date




Aprit 2011

Local survey of 21358 factors done 6 months before the draft RIINA
methodology or 30 months from HE due date

April 2011

Deadline for delegated subregions to submit draft SCS to SCAG

April-May 2011

SCAG incorporate delegated SCSs into regional SCS.

May 2011

State DOF releases 47172010 benchmark & 17172011 population &
housing cstimates

May 2011 SCAG holds mandated policy committee and/or regional workshops,
presentations will include transportation alternatives
May 2011 SCAG conduct required RTP/SCS workshops (minimum 3 per

county), presentations will include “preliminary” scenario with local
input

May-June 2011

SCAG collect input from local jurisdictions on disaggregation of data;
schedule meetings with jurisdictions unable to attend workshops,
update “preliminary” scenario to reflect input, and update regional
model

June 2011 (not specific

in MOU, SCAG

prefers beginming June)

Deadline for delegated subregions to submit final SCS to SCAG

June 2011

Voluntary: Subregional entity tormed for RHNA delegation - 28
months from HE due date (prior to HCD consultation on REINA
target)

June- Sept. 2011

SCAG determine format of RTP/SCS; gather & review all input from
workshops, meetings, conversations, and public interest for
incorporation into Draft RTP/SCS

June- Sept. 2011

SCAG develop Draft RTP/SCS

June- Sept. 2011

SCAG develop Draft PEIR

August 2011

SCAG/HCD Consultation on Regional Housing Target - at feast 26

months {from HE due date

August 2011 SCAG conduct required informational workshops (minimum 2 per
county) for local elected officials regarding RTP/SCS development
process & region’s status on meeting GHG targets

August 2011- SCAG conduct minimum 3 public hearings on 2012 RTP/SCS &

January 2012 prepare for comment period

October 2011

Draft RINA Methodology done at least 24 months from HE due date

Items that need to be
completed between
January and October
2011

¢ Decision incorporate Census data

¢ Finalize socio-economic data (SED) for all years 2008, 2010,
2015, 2020, 2025, 2030, 2035

¢ Finalize modeling variables for all years

e Calibrate model for 2008 (additional years?)

e Develop 4 alternatives (data, assumptions, BMP, financing,
projects...)

e Run models for alternatives

November 2011

Release of Draft RTP/PEIR

April 2012

Adoption 0f 2012 RTP (RTP/SCS must be done 18 months from HE
due date October 2013)




Background:

The original methodological plan for the 2012 RTP, adhering to Federal and State timelines, was to
proceed with the development of the 2012 RTP and growth forecast (associated socio-economic data)
without waiting until April 1, 2011 for the redistricting data to be released. Based on the timeline for
development of the data and related RTP processes [developing the extended modeling dataset, calibrating
the model, running the models, preparing the documentation, developing the different growth scenarios,
jurisdictional review and input, public outreach, preparing the PEIR, incorporating the new SCS process] it
was agreed that there was not sufficient time to wait until the census data was released to develop the SED.

Issue:

Release of the 2010 Decennial Census federal and state level 4/1/2010 population totals in December
2010 revealed a California state gap of 1,306,101 (3.4%, DOF over Census) with the State Department of
Finance January 1, 2010 population estimates.

e 2010 Census: 37,341,989

e 1/1/2010 DOF: 38,648,090 (E-5, May 2010) +3.4% over Decennial Census

e 7/1/2010 DOF: 38,826,898 (E-2, December 2010) +3.8% over Decennial Census
o [fSCAG is % the state, generally, the gap in the SCAG region is about 650,000.

2010 Census data at the County, city, and block levels will be released by April 1, 2011. Estimated 3.6%
difference (census being lower) if adjusting for the April 1 date.

Since the census data is generally accepted as the best data available and virtually all agencies and
individuals benchmark data to the Census, the magnitude of the gap has instigated a discussion on adjusting
the RTP’s SED data. Had the gap not been so large, SCAG would have proceeded with the original
methodology and plan and not incorporated the new Census data.

It 1s not until mid-March 2011 that county, jurisdiction, and small area data will be available for
consumption. Though the geographic boundary files with the city IDs will be released beginning in mid-
February, detailed disaggregation of the data to the SCAG TAZs cannot occur until the data is released. This
means that data aggregation/disaggregation to SCAG geographies cannot happen until late-April at the
earliest.

State Activities- DOF & HCD:

e DOF has reported they will release their E-5 January 1 estimates in May 2011 which will include
the 4/1/2010 Census benchmark and January 1, 2011 population and housing estimates by
jurisdiction.

o Itis likely that the DOF housing unit estimates will be much closer to the Census
numbers and the same magnitude of gap will not occur as with the population numbers.

o Housing unit by type totals at the city level will likely be controlled to the Census
housing unit totals and supplemented with ACS data and DOFs own housing survey
data/building permit data.

o DOF would update the vacancy rates and persons per household. SCAG and HCD will
need to come to agreement on the persons/household number. Currently HCD uses a
much lower number than SCAG.

e DOF told SCAG staff they intend to re-release the 2001-2009 estimates using the 2010 Census
as a benchmark at a later time (this would be after October 2011).

¢ DOF acknowledges their population projections need to be updated but they are short on staff
and time and are not mandated to update the projections any earlier than they have scheduled. It
1s just SCAG’s musfortune that the timing 1s such that SCAG’s will have a RHNA calculated
with outdated projections. This issue predated the Census gap issue which has only further
exacerbated concerns over the RHNA.



o There will be less of an impact on other California MPOs and the unrevised 2007 population
projections because their deadlines for their RTPs are not due until 2013 and later. Those
MPO’s can wait until the census data is released. SANDAG has already finished.

e DOF told SCAG staff they will do an interim update to the 2007 population projections series in
the Summer 2011.

e However, DOF can’t begin until the detailed data is released (by April 1, 2011) and after the E-5
report is completed. Will this timeline be acceptable to the current SCAG’s planning process?

e DOF told SCAG staff they will do a full update of their 2007 population projections series in
2012, too late for SCAG to use this in their RTP. Hopefully, the interim update will be ready in
time for HCD to use in their discussions with SCAG on the growth forecast and calculations of
SCAG’s RHNA assignment.

e HCD is going to use the DOF projections to calculate the RHNA need independent from what
SCAG does to its own data. Is this up for discussion/negotiation?

Options and issues:
1. Do not incorporate 2010 Decennial Census data into the 2012 RTP growth forecast and make note in
action and documentation as to why.
2. Incorporate 2010 Decennial Census data into the 2012 RTP growth forecast. Steps:

a.

SCAG geographies (small area levels for modeling, CEQA streamlining, and ability to
capture GHG reductions)

1. County
ii. Subregion
iii.  City

iv. Census tract (new or old?)

v. Partial census tract (new or old?)

vi. SCAGTAZ

vii. Partial SCAG TAZ (TAZ split by jurisdictional boundaries)

viii. Tier 1/Tier 2 TAZ (modeling)

ix. Partial Census Block (Minimum Planning Unit)

SCAG uses a minimum planning unit of the partial 2000 Census block (split jurisdiction)
which is assigned and then aggregated to all the various geographies SCAG uses.
Will the data be converted to the 2010 Census tracts? SCAG converts the 2010 Census block
into the partial 2000 Census block split by 2008 jurisdictional boundary.
Earliest work can begin on data is mid-March. 2010 block geographies need to be assigned to
the partial 2000 block geographies, SCAG Tier 1 and Tier 2 TAZs. Based on this, SCAG
would need to associate the 2010 blocks with the partial 2000 blocks and then allocate data to
the Tier 1 and Tier 2 TAZs.

1. Assume census geographies accurately reflect 2010 place boundaries.

ii. Will SCAG change the effective jurisdictional boundary date for the RTP from Jan
2009 to April 2010? SCAG currently uses the 2008 jurisdictional boundaries for five
counties and the 2009 jurisdictional boundary for Orange County. SCAG intends to
develop the correspondence table to convert between these jurisdictional boundaries
with the 2010 Census based boundaries.

iii. Assignment & disaggregation of partial census block data to SCAG Tier 1 and 2
TAZs and SCAG Tier 1 partial TAZ involves splitting and allocating of census data
to TAZs. Process can be manual or split & assigned by area allocation. Manual
process using 2010 aerials for validation has better accuracy than area allocations by
formula. Data will be verified by using partial block, this allows for census totals at
census block, census tract, city, and county to be maintained.




iv. This data would then have to be extrapolated to create a July 1, 2010 number (date
used in the RTP) at the County, city, census tract, partial census tract, census block,
partial census block, SCAG TAZ, SCAG partial TAZ, and Tierl/Tier 2 TAZ.

v. The Census number would have to be extrapolated back to a July 2008 number. There
is no estimate benchmarked to census to control to at any level, DOF’s smoothing for
2001-2009 may be available later this year. Suggestion: Use the growth increment
already existing in the SCAG dataset for 2008 (reviewed by jurisdictions) and 2010
(not yet reviewed by jurisdictions but controlled to DOF estimates or provided by
subregions) and subtract the small area growth from the extrapolated July 2010
number to create July 1, 2008. This would be done at the small area level and then
aggregated up to the larger geographies.

vi. Currently, jurisdictions have reviewed growth increments of 2008-2020 and 2020-
2035. Growth from 2008-2010 would need to be removed, then growth from each
five-year increment would be added to the new 2010 Census numbers at the smallest
geographic levels- split SCAG Tier 1 and Tier 2 TAZs.

vii. What about the 5.5 acre grid cell data?
viii. What about the Sustainability tool data?

ix. How will the census undercount effect the population number?

x. Will SCAG need to do a 2005 SED for the SB 375 target calculations?

xi. How will the revised numbers impact the earlier decision to reduce the employment
numbers by 200k? Will that number increase?

SCAG data for years 2008, 2020 and 2035 have been reviewed by jurisdictions.
1. Riverside jurisdictions have reviewed the growth forecast submitted to SCAG for all years
except for employment which was only reviewed for years 2008, 2020, & 2035.
2. Orange County jurisdictions have reviewed and submitted data to SCAG for all years.
3. Have any other counties or subregions reviewed the 2010, 2015, 2025, 2030 data? They
reviewed and provided input for 2008, 2020, and 2035 only.

Questions

Is the issue truly the gap or is it the effect it can have on any RHNA allocation?

Methodology of SCAG’s process 1s sound & defensible. Had the gap not been so large, would this

even be a discussion?

If the gap were reversed and the Census came in with 1.3 million more people, would DOF be

scrambling to update their data & projections?
Would HCD be pushing DOF to update their projections?
Would SCAG jurisdictions/agencies push to incorporate higher numbers?

Will SCAG pursue legislative effort to extend the deadlines for RTP/SCS and RHNA in an effort to

account for the census and reduce the need for HCD to review a large percentage of housing

elements from the SCAG region in four vears instead of eight?

e Only way is to have HCD accept SCAG’s population and household projections, and if they also
agree to use the even lower growth forecast if the census data is incorporated.

e What is the likelihood of this?

e IfHCD uses DOF’s interim update of the projections series, there might still be an inflated
projection with no major adjustment of migration assumptions.



Ramifications/Repercussions:

Yes incorporate the data

Pro:

General pop will say latest census data is used and things are A-OK

Using the “latest & greatest”

Data will reflect 2010 vacancy rates (DOF holds Census vacancy rates constant for 10 years)
Higher vacancy rates show that housing already exists and RHNA numbers can be reduced by
occupancy of vacant units.

Tremendous amount of work to associate with SCAG geographies, then extrapolate to July 2010,
then extrapolate to 2008 number. Update all modeling variables for all years.

Lengthy process, ideally would validate data, allow for jurisdictional review, recalibrate the model,
redo the modeling variables

What happens if census errors are found? Ignore, incorporate?

The magnitude of undertaking is large and time-consuming. Other tasks will have to fall to the side
and sacrifices made. Accuracy? Validation of the data? What non-mandated tasks can be skipped?
Jurisdiction review & input? Jurisdiction approval? Consideration of census errors? Additional
public outreach? What are the optional tasks that can be eliminated?

Housing market tanked & high unemployment, occupancy of lower-cost housing has increased. If
low-cost housing does not have “healthy” vacancy rate then additional units may be assigned to
move towards “healthy” levels.

No, don’t incorporate data

Pro:

Can proceed with ALL of the many tasks already on-going
Technical data folks and anyone who reviews the methodology and a summary explanation would
understand the methodology 1s defensible and using DOFs estimates, though off the mark, were

justifiably used at the time these items needed to be prepared.

Con if we don’t incorporate the Census data:

Public and private institutions, elected officials, and the business community will look at the RTP
dataset, compare it to the Census number and say the RTP data is invalid because it doesn’t match
the census numbers regardless of how defensible the methodology is/was.

Vacancy rates are outdated.

With two sets of numbers groups will use the set that works best for them at that given time.
Jurisdictions could be continually defending one set numbers over another.

What will be the potential impact on the CEQA streamlining and consistency work if the numbers
are significantly different from one set to the other? When would these have to be updated? Is it the
growth that matters or do the base year and end year numbers matter more than growth?
Jurisdictions will receive a higher RHNA number with the current set of numbers than if they were
adjusted downward to the census numbers. Would this happen regardless because DOF hasn’t
updated their projections? No, the housing need would be lower. Unless DOF updates their
projections, this won’t matter because HCD will use the higher numbers and we don’t know that any
updates to DOF’s projections will be done in time to update the SED data, modeling variables,
model runs... Ibelieve HCD will have to update their numbers because you can not have Southern
California providing housing for higher numbers when the rest of the state will be lower. San Diego
would or should see a reduction in the housing need and probably look to make that adjust now not
later.



e Concemn: that the SCAG population projections are too high because they are using a too high
2008 and 2010 number because these were generated using DOF data which has been shown by
the 12/2010 release of 2010 Census state numbers and resulting gap of 1.3 million people. This
could have negative impact on public perception of accuracy of SCAG’s data and methodology
& therefore jeopardize the RTP as well as perception of increasing RHNA allocation for region.

Need an explanation on consultations with HCD- what it entails, where flexibility is. How do the RTP
growth forecast and the state projections affect discussions?

RHNA must be consistent with the RTP/SCS growth forecast. Need to know what flexibility we all have
in the growth forecast data vs. what numbers the jurisdictions use for their housing elements. SB 375 does
not say that the numbers are identical or that the base and projection numbers have to be the same. Taking
the growth increment of the SED for housing and applying it to any number should not change the growth
number, therefore, using the growth increment for the RHNA’s Housing Element planning period (the time
period for which the RHNA allocations are made and the “number” that all jurisdictions must plan for)
would be using data consistent with the RTP and for each jurisdiction since they will receive a number for
which they provided the information.




