
Community, Economic, and Human Development (CEHD) Committee 
List of Public Comments 

Received before 5pm on Wednesday, November 4, 2026 
 

 Date Sender Name Organization Subject Matter 

Agenda Item 3 – Regional Housing Needs Determination for the SCAG Region 
1.  2026-10-30 Jinu Won Resident of Fullerton in the 

SCAG region, and works for 
People for Housing OC. 

 

Urge you to reject the staff's recommendation to object to the 
Regional Housing Needs Determination (RHND) that HCD issued 
on October 15, 2026. 

2. 2026-11-02 Alicia Velasco City of Cypress The City of Cypress supports SCAG staff’s and the RHNA 
Subcommittee’s recommendation to appeal the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development’s (HCD) 
Regional Housing Needs Determination (RHND). 

3. 2026-11-02 Rick Cline  Shared a briefing package containing details regarding two 
alternative concepts (broached earlier) that we strongly believe 
should be included in the formal objection filing to HCD. 

4. 2026-11-04 Philip Taylor SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number. 

5. 2026-11-04 Noah Schechter SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

6. 2026-11-04 Paul Moorman SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

7. 2026-11-04 Chalmers Hamill SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

8. 2026-11-04 Sean Youssefi SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 



9. 2026-11-04 Sydney OToole SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

10. 2026-11-04 Emily Nine SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

11. 2026-11-04 James Fujita SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

12. 2026-11-04 Courtey Miles SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

13. 2026-11-04 Brett Hollenbeck  SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

14. 2026-11-04 Aaron Doll SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

15. 2026-11-04 Elizabeth Greenwood SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

16. 2026-11-04 Allison Mannos SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

17. 2026-11-04 Joshua Ray SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

18. 2026-11-04 Jonathan Manni SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 



Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

19. 2026-11-04 Ibrahim al-Jaylat SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

20. 2026-11-04 Angela Vanthaneeyakul SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

21. 2026-11-04 Jess Peterson SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

22. 2026-11-04 Rhian Chavez SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

23. 2026-11-04 Sam Shapiro-Kline SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

24. 2026-11-04 Patrick Lawler SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

25. 2026-11-04 Jesse Zwick SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

26. 2026-11-04 Victoria Gomez SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

27. 2026-11-04 Mark Edwards SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 



28. 2026-11-04 Eddie Isaacs SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

29. 2026-11-04 Marie Kennedy SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

30. 2026-11-04 Tami Kagan-Abrams SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

31. 2026-11-04 Liz Westmoreland City of Newport Beach Respectfully urge the Community, Economic, and Human 
Development Committee (“CEHD Committee”) to recommend that 
SCAG object to the California Department of Housing and 
Community Development’s (“HCD”) 7th Cycle Regional Housing 
Need Determination (“RHND”) of 1,359,750 housing units. 

32.  2026-11-04 Leif Allmeroth SoCal Resident Urging SCAG to accept the 7th Cycle Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND) for the region issued by the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD), and 
to reject staff’s recommendation to object to the number 

33. 2026-11-04 Henry Fung  I oppose the staff recommendation to appeal the HCD regional 
housing needs determination. 
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October 30, 2026 

To: Chair Rocky Rhodes, Vice Chair Jeff Wood, and Members of the Community, Economic, and 
Human Development Committee; Members of the Regional Council 

Via: ePublicComment@scag.ca.gov cc: regionalhousingneeds@hcd.ca.gov 

Re: Agenda Item 3, Regional Housing Needs Determination for the SCAG Region (November 5, 
2026). Oppose the recommended objection. 

Dear Chair Rhodes and Committee Members, 

My name is Jinu Won, and I live in Fullerton. I am writing to urge you to reject the staff's 
recommendation to object to the Regional Housing Needs Determination (RHND) that HCD issued 
on October 15, 2026. The recommendation would reduce the region's need from 1,359,750 units to 
1,081,926 units by limiting the cost-burden adjustment to lower-income households only. I also urge 
you to reject Option 2, which would remove the cost-burden adjustment entirely and drop the RHND 
to 855,123 units. 

The staff report makes two main arguments. First, that overcrowding, vacancy, and the other 
adjustments already account for cost-burden, so there is little need left to address. Second, that 
cost-burden is hard to quantify, and there is no proven way to tie added supply to a specific 
reduction in it. Neither argument holds up, and neither comes close to showing that HCD's 
determination is "not a reasonable application of the methodology and assumptions," which is the 
standard Government Code Section 65584.01(c)(2)(B) requires for an objection. 

1. The Statute Itself Covers All Four Income Levels 

Before delving into the economics, it is worth looking at the law that is attached to this very agenda 
packet. Government Code Section 65584.01(b)(1)(H) defines "cost-burdened" as the share of very 
low-, low-, moderate-, and above moderate-income households paying more than 30 percent of 
income on housing. The Legislature deliberately named all four income levels. HCD followed that 
definition. The recommended alternative removes two of the four. 

It is hard to see how an alternative that ignores half of the statutory definition is a more reasonable 
application of the methodology than one that follows it. And SCAG's own analysis shows exactly 
what is removed. In the table on page 25 of the agenda packet, moderate-income households in our 
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region are cost-burdened at 41 percent versus 23 percent nationally. That is the widest relative gap 
of any income group, nearly double the national rate. These are teachers, nurses, firefighters, and 
young families, and the recommended alternative would erase their need from the RHND entirely. 

2. Overcrowding and Vacancy Rate Do Not Already Account 
for Cost-Burden 

Option 2 rests on the claim that the other existing-need adjustments "likely" already raise the supply 
target enough. That word "likely" is doing a lot of work, and SCAG's own numbers contradict it. 

HCD already removed the overlap. Line 12 of the determination subtracts 259,849 units for 
households that are both overcrowded and cost-burdened, specifically to prevent double counting. 
What remains after that subtraction is the cost-burden that overcrowding does not capture, of 
course. 

And how much remains? SCAG's own microdata table on page 25, which also removes households 
already counted in the overcrowding adjustment, finds excess cost-burden of 80,942 
very-low-income, 145,861 low-income, 177,314 moderate-income, and 121,695 
above-moderate-income households. That adds up to 525,812 units. HCD's net cost-burden 
adjustment (line 11 minus line 12) is 504,627 units. In other words, by SCAG's own calculation, 
HCD's figure is, if anything, slightly conservative. 

The vacancy adjustment measures something different altogether. It adds enough units to give the 
market healthy slack so people can move. It says nothing about whether the homes people already 
live in cost more than what they can afford. So is there anything leftover after overcrowding and 
vacancy? Yes. Over half a million households' worth, according to SCAG's own staff. 

3. We Know Supplying Housing Alleviates Housing 
Cost-Burden 

The staff report's core objection is that HCD "does not estimate how much new housing would be 
needed to reduce cost-burden by a particular amount." But not every valuable input to policy has to 
be completely quantifiable. It can rest on well-established theory, like supply and demand. Staff 
concedes this point on page 24: “Economic theory tells us that more housing supply can help 
moderate housing prices and improve affordability.” The empirical evidence agrees. A 
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peer-reviewed study of new market-rate apartment buildings in 11 major cities, including Los 
Angeles, found new housing supply lowered rents in nearby units by 5 to 7 percent and drew in 
more residents from low-income areas. 

SCAG is also holding cost-burden to a standard it does not apply elsewhere. The overcrowding 
slide on page 36 asks whether the moves that unbundle overcrowded households would actually 
happen; and it answers: "Maybe; depends on many factors." That uncertainty did not dissuade staff 
from accepting a 398,400-unit overcrowding adjustment as reasonable. The relationship between 
supply and cost-burden is no less certain than that. If "maybe" is good enough for overcrowding, it 
should be good enough for cost-burden. 

Finally, SCAG's own slide, citing HCD's California's Housing Future 2040, calls cost-burden "a key 
indicator of pent-up demand." Pent-up demand means people who want housing they can afford 
and cannot find it. That is a shortage, and the answer to a shortage is an increase in supply. That is 
exactly what the RHND addresses. 

4. Market-Rate Housing Enables Lower-Income Affordable 
Housing Without Subsidies 

Consider how State Density Bonus Law works. It is one of the only ways California gets affordable 
units without public subsidy, and that path matters enormously because there is simply not enough 
subsidy money to go around. A developer sets aside a share of units as affordable, and in 
exchange gets to build more market-rate units on the same site. The market-rate units pay for the 
affordable ones. 

That means this significant source of affordable housing only works if enough market-rate housing 
is being built in the first place. Cut the RHND by 277,824 units, and cities plan and zone for that 
many fewer homes, market-rate or affordable. Fewer sites zoned for market-rate housing means 
fewer density bonus projects, which means fewer affordable units, not more. More market-rate 
units translate DIRECTLY into more affordable units thanks to density bonus law, and that's before 
we even count the downward pressure new market-rate supply puts on housing prices across the 
price points. 

So the claim that focusing only on lower-income needs creates a "more direct connection" to 
affordability overlooks one of the most important sources of affordable housing in California, which 
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comes with the benefit of not needing public subsidies. Shrinking the market-rate side of the RHND 
would undercut the affordable side of housing production in the real world. 

5. Cost-Burden Is a Supply Problem, Not a Demand Problem 

The staff report frames the central question as how much housing to add "versus addressing it with 
policies that seek to increase, or better distribute, household incomes." This is a very simplistic way 
of looking at the problem. Yes, mathematically, raising incomes would lower the share of income 
spent on housing if everything else holds constant. But, in the real world, that is not how it plays out. 
If supply stays the same, rising incomes just mean more money competing over the same number 
of homes. 

The big picture since the 1970s makes this clear. Incomes have failed to keep up with productivity 
gains, so wage-earners' purchasing power has been under pressure. At the same time, the supply 
of homes those wage-earners can afford has been severely restricted. Both sides were squeezed, 
but not at the same rate. Inflation-adjusted housing costs have skyrocketed relative to median 
income. The packet itself notes that the median home value in our region is 8.46 times median 
household income, versus 6.02 in the Sacramento region. If incomes were the main driver, prices 
would have stagnated alongside wages. They didn't. In my view, this is not a 60 percent supply, 40 
percent demand problem. It is closer to 90 percent supply and 10 percent demand. 

We've even run the experiment. During COVID, the federal government wrote checks directly to 
households. What happened? Housing costs soared. Research on the pandemic Economic Impact 
Payments and expanded Child Tax Credit finds that the stimulus contributed to the surge in housing 
demand and home prices. Housing was already scarce, so more money in the hands of buyers and 
renters just bid up the price of the scarce good, and cost-burden went up, not down. 

Many blame corporate investors or landlord greed instead, but the data does not support that here. 
The California Research Bureau found that investors with 10 or more properties own less than 2 
percent of single-family homes statewide, suggesting that while corporate investors do exist, they’re 
in no way a significant force driving up the prices. Even if corporate investors and landlords were 
playing an outsize role in driving up the housing costs, housing only became a serviceable 
investment because the shortage drove prices up, not the other way around. With an abundant 
supply of housing, landlords cannot raise rents. They have to compete for tenants and buyers, 
instead of tenants and buyers competing for them. 
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Put simply, trying to fix cost-burden by raising incomes without adding supply is like strength training 
two kids who are fighting over one piece of candy. Stronger punches will not fix the underlying 
problem—there is only one piece of candy. The solution is adding more candy, not stronger 
punches. Furthermore, in the attempt to address housing cost-burden, SCAG has no leverage over 
regional incomes. The RHND is the tool we have, and it happens to be the exact tool we need for 
this job. 

Conclusion 

While it is unclear exactly how many homes it takes to bring down cost-burden to be on par with the 
national level, what is clear is that we must add new housing stock to address it. SCAG staff itself 
calls HCD's determination "a clear, high-quality, data-driven approach." HCD followed the statute's 
definition of cost-burden, removed the overlap with overcrowding, and arrived at a number slightly 
below SCAG's own microdata estimate. That is not an "unreasonable application of the 
methodology and assumptions." 

Please vote NO on the recommended action, and do not entertain Option 2. Let HCD's 
determination of 1,359,750 units stand. In the face of dire housing shortage in the SCAG region, we 
should not be lowering the RHND number. If anything, we should be fighting to raise it. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Jinu Won 
Housing Policy Analyst 
People for Housing OC 
jinu@peopleforhousing.org 
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November 2, 2026 
 
Southern California Association of Governments 
Attn: Regional Council and the Community Economic and Human Development Committee  
Sent via Email: ePublicComment@scag.ca.gov  
 
Re: Support for Appeal of HCD’s 7th Cycle Regional Housing Need Determination 
 
Dear Regional Council and CEHD Committee; 
 
The City of Cypress supports SCAG staff’s and the RHNA Subcommittee’s recommendation to appeal the 
California Department of Housing and Community Development’s (HCD) Regional Housing Needs 
Determination (RHND).  
 
The Subcommittee recommended Option 1, which would limit the cost-burden adjustment to lower-income 
households. We respectfully urge the Regional Council to pursue staff’s Option 2, which would remove the 
adjustment entirely and result in a regional determination of 855,123 units. The staff report explains that HCD’s 
504,627-unit adjustment is not based on an economic analysis or model showing how many additional homes 
would reduce cost burden by a measurable amount. More housing may help affordability, but the report also 
recognizes that the relationship is not one-to-one. Without that analysis, the adjustment does not establish a 
transparent, supported connection between the identified cost burden and the number of units added to the 
RHND. 
 
More broadly, HCD’s choices among available assumptions, such as the vacancy adjustment and population 
projections, repeatedly increased the region’s housing need. The rationale for those choices, and how the added 
units address that need, is unclear. The resulting RHND risks penalizing cities that have made good-faith efforts 
to plan for and produce housing by requiring them to identify still more sites and zoning capacity. This further 
erodes local control and places added pressure on commercial properties, which provide jobs and generate the 
economic activity that sustains our communities - even as HCD seeks to locate housing near employment. 
 
The City urges the Regional Council to select Option 2. If the Council proceeds with Option 1, Cypress still 
supports filing the objection rather than accepting HCD’s determination without challenge. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Leo Medrano  
Mayor  
City of Cypress 
 
C: Kevin Kane, Planning Supervisor, kane@scag.ca.gov  
Ma’Ayn Johnson, Manager, SCAG, johnson@scag.ca.gov 
Kome Ajise, Executive Director, SCAG, ajise@scag.ca.gov   
Maggie Aguilar, Clerk of the Board aguilarm@scag.ca.gov 
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Community Development Department 

CITY OF NEWPORT BEACH 

100 Civic Center Drive 

Newport Beach, California 92660 

949 644-3200 
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November 4, 2026 

 

To: Members of the SCAG Community, Economic, and Human Development Committee 

Subject: Support for SCAG Staff Recommendation to Object to HCD’s 7th Cycle RHND 

 

Dear Chair and Members of the Committee, 

On behalf of the City of Newport Beach, I respectfully urge the Community, Economic, and Human 

Development Committee (“CEHD Committee”) to recommend that SCAG object to the California 

Department of Housing and Community Development’s (“HCD”) 7th Cycle Regional Housing Need 

Determination (“RHND”) of 1,359,750 housing units. 

The City recognizes that Southern California has substantial unmet housing needs. However, that 

need does not eliminate the statutory requirement that HCD’s determination be reasonable, 

transparent, and based on a methodology that does not duplicate the same housing need across 

multiple adjustments.  

The City supports and appreciates SCAG staff’s recommendation that SCAG object to the RHND 

on the basis that the cost-burden adjustment is not a reasonable application of the methodology 

and assumptions required by Government Code. Of the alternatives presented by SCAG staff, 

the City specifically supports the second approach to remove the cost-burden adjustment entirely. 

Furthermore, as noted in this letter, the City requests that SCAG also consider objections to other 

key areas of concern such as double counting and jobs/housing balance in their subsequent 

reports to the Regional Council.  

Housing Cost Burden 

HCD’s approach identifies the difference between housing cost burden in the SCAG region and 

the nation, but it does not establish how many additional housing units would be needed to reduce 

the cost burden by a defined amount. Unlike other adjustments, there is no specific supply target 

demonstrating the number of units necessary to achieve a measurable cost-burden outcome. 



 

As detailed in the staff report, adding one housing unit does not necessarily eliminate cost burden 

for one household. Housing costs are affected by numerous factors, including household income, 

wages, financing, location, household composition, and broader market conditions. Without 

economic modeling establishing the relationship between additional housing supply and reduced 

cost burden, HCD’s adjustment identifies an issue, but does not provide sufficient evidence to 

demonstrate an adjustment that would address it.  

The staff report further explains that HCD applied the cost-burden adjustment broadly, including 

to moderate- and above-moderate-income households. SCAG’s analysis found that 

approximately 57 percent of the adjustment is attributable to those households, not lower-income 

households. This further weakens the connection between the adjustment and RHNA’s 

implementation framework, which provides specific planning tools and requirements for facilitating 

lower-income housing. 

For these reasons, the City supports SCAG staff’s second alternative to remove the cost-burden 

adjustment entirely. 

Double Counting 

The 7th-Cycle RHND also warrants review for potential double counting. 

HCD’s calculation includes separate adjustments for overcrowding, cost burden, and other 

existing-need factors such as homelessness. HCD’s analysis recognizes the possibility of double 

counting overcrowding and cost-burden, wherein households experience both conditions. 

However, the deduction proposed is only 259,849 units. Although the 259,849-unit deduction is 

an important effort to avoid counting the same households twice it does not necessarily resolve 

the broader question of whether overcrowding and cost burden were already reflected in the 

Department of Finance’s baseline information. This question must be answered to determine if 

the methodology is reasonable. 

Removing the cost-burden adjustment would address both the lack of a demonstrated supply 

target and the concern that the adjustment may duplicate need already reflected in the household 

projections or other RHND components. 

Replacement of Employment Centers with Housing 

The City also recommends that SCAG and HCD examine whether the jobs-and-housing analysis 

should account for the loss of jobs resulting from the replacement of employment centers with 

housing. As required by Section 65584.01(c)(1) of the Government Code, the region’s existing 

and projected housing need shall reflect the achievement of a feasible balance between jobs and 

housing.  

It is unclear if the underlying data assumptions used by HCD to determine the jobs/housing 

balance adjustment considers the loss of jobs due to implementation of the 6th or 7th Cycle RHND. 

In many areas of the SCAG region, residential development occurs on infill sites within developed 

areas, not vacant unoccupied land. Therefore, almost any new residential development would 



 

result in the reduction of employment-generating space and likely reduce the number of jobs 

located within the jurisdiction and region. 

For example, in Newport Beach alone, residential projects approved over the last few years will 

result in a loss of approximately 1,000,000 square feet of office/commercial space. The City 

expects this trend to continue as there is no suitable vacant land for the development of housing. 

This issue is likely not unique to Newport Beach. 

Therefore, the RHND should not only account for the increase in housing that would result from 

the RHND, but also the potentially equal and opposite reaction of losing a significant amount of 

nonresidential floor area that generates jobs.  

Accordingly, SCAG should ask HCD to consider whether a credit, offset, or other adjustment is 

appropriate for jurisdictions where housing production is accompanied by a significant loss of 

employment capacity. This issue is particularly important because RHNA should promote an 

improved relationship between jobs and housing, not measure housing additions while 

disregarding the employment base being displaced. 

The City’s support for an objection is not opposition to housing production or a denial of the 

region’s substantial housing needs. Rather, it is a request for a determination that accurately 

identifies additional housing need, avoids double counting, recognizes the relationship between 

housing and employment, and reasonably applies the methodology and assumptions of the 

Government Code. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Respectfully, 
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