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BOARD MEETING NOTICE

Meeting No. 233

DATE: ThursdaY, March 10, 2011

TIME: 6:30 P.M. Board Meeting

PLACE: san Mateo county Transit District office
1250 San Carlos Avenue, Second Floor Auditorium
San Carlos, C

PARIíNG: Available adjacent to and behind building.

Please note the underground parking gatage is no longer open.

PUBLIC TRANSIT: SAMTTANS BUS: LiNES 26I,295,297,390,39T,397, PX, KX.

CalTrain: San Carlos Station.

Trip Plann er: http: I ltransit. 5 1 1 .org

****'F*****{<***r<{<***å<r<******{.*t<{<****x<******t t**************t<***{'****t'**

1.0 CALL TO ORDER/ ROLL CALL

2,0 PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

3.0 PUBLIC COMMENT ON ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA
Note: Public comment is limited to two minutes per speaker.

4,0 PRESENTATIONS/ANNOI.]NCEMENTS

4.T PRESENTATION

5.0 CONSENT AGENDA

Consent Agenda items are considered to be routine and will be enacted by one motion. There

will be no separate discussion on these items unless members of the Board, staff or public

request specific items to be removed for separate actron'
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5.5

5.6

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.4

6.0

Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 232 dated February 10, 2011'
ACTION P. 1

Review and approval of Resolution 11-23 authorizingthe adoption of the Fiscal Year

Z¡lll¡¡I2Expenditure Plan for the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Program for

San Mateo county. ACTION p' 7

Review and approval of the 5th Cycle of the Transit Oriented Development Housing Incentive

Program. ACTIONP' 11

Review and approval of Resolution 11-10 authorizingthe C/CAG Chair to execute ownership,

Operations, u.rd Muitrtenance Agreements between Caltrans District 4, the County of San

Mateo, City of Belmont, City of:Burlingame, city of Millbrae, city of Redwood city, city of

San Bruno, City of San Carlos, City of San Mateo, and C/CAG to outline and define the roles,

responsibilities, terms and conditions for the ownership, operation, and maintenance of

equipment and components of the San Mateo Smart Corridors and further authorizing the

CiCeC Chair to exãcute, on behalf of C/CAG, minor changes and amendments thereto as may

be agreed upon by the signatory agencies' ACTION p' 37

Review and approval of the process for "Call for Projects" of the Regional Transportation

Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS). ACTION p' 49

Review and approval of Resolution 1 1 - 1 1 authori zing the C/CAG Chair to Execute a Contract
'Work Authorization, Adding $125,000 of PG&E Green Communities Funding for Countywide

Climate Action Planning, to the Master Service Agreement between C/CAG and PG&E.
ACTION P. 65

5.7 Review and approval of Resolution 11-12 authorizingthe Executive Director to execute

Right-of-Way Òertifications for State and Federal-Aid Transportation Projects.
ACTION p. 71

5.g Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee

(ALUC), Re: Cómprehensive Airport Land Use CompatibilityPlan (CLUP) Consistency

Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco, Re: Oyster Point Specific Plan and

Phase 1 Project ACTION p. 73

NOTE: All items on the Consent Agenda are approved/accepted by a majority vote. A request must

be made at the beginning of the meeting to move any itemfrom the Consent Agenda to the

Regular Agenda-

REGULAR AGENDA

Review and approval of C/CAG Legislative priorities, positions, Legislative update, and State

legislative advocate.
(Àposition may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously identified.)

ACTION P.107

6.7



6.2 Review and approval of Resolution 11-08 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an

agreement wlitr ttr" San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools to administer and manage the

Countywide Safe Routes to School Program in an amount not to exceed $2,000,000.
ACTION P' 137

Review and recommend approval of the Measure M ($10 Vehicle Registration Fee) 5-Year

Implementation Plan. (Spècial voting procedures apply') ACTION p' 155

Review and approval of Resolution 11-24 requesting the reauthorization of the City/ County

Association of Governments of San Mateo county (c/cAG) including approval of the Joint

Powers Agreement and transmittal to the Cities and County' ACTION p. 163

Election of a C/CAG Chairperson and Two C/CAG Vice Chairpersons ACTION p' 185

Receive the Draft Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (CBPP) and authorize staff to

receive and incorporate additional comments through a public review process.ACTION p. 193

COMMITTEE REPORTS

Committee Reports (oral reports)'

Chairperson's Report.

Boardmembers RePort

EXECUTTVE DIRECTOR' S REPORT

9.0 COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

Copies of communications are included for C/CAG Board Members and Alternates only. To

request a copy of the communications, contact Nancy Blair at 650 599-1406 or

nbiair.@co.sãnmateo.ca.us or download a copy from C/CAG's website - www'ccag.ca'qov'

1O.O ADJOURN

Next scheduled meeting: April 74,2071 Regular Board Meeting.

PIIBLIC NOTICING: All notices of C/CAG Board and Committee meetings will be posted at

San Mateo County Transit District Office, 1250 San Carlos Ave., San Carlos, CA.

6.3

6.6

6.4

6.5

7.0

7.1

7.2

t.J

8.0



puBLIC RECORDS: public records that relate to any item on the open session agenda for a regular

board meeting are available for public inspection. Those records that are distributed less than 72 hours

prior to the meeting are available for public inspection at the same time they are distributed to all

Lembers, or a majórity of the members of the Board. The Board has designated the City/ County

Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG), located at 555 County Center, 5th Floor,

Redwood City, CA g4063,for the purpose of making those public records available for inspection.

The documents are also available on the C/CAG Internet Website, at the link for agendas for upcoming

meetings. The website is located at: http: I lwww.ccag'ca' gov'

NOTE: persons with disabilities who require auxiliary aids or services in attending and participating in this

meeting should contact Nancy Blair at 650 599-1406, five working days prior to the meeting date'

If you have any questions about the C/CAG Board Agenda, please contact C/CAG Staff:

Executive Director: Richard Napier 650 5gg-1420 Administrative Assistant: Nancy Blair 650 599-1406

FUTURE MEETINGS

March 2,2011
March 10,2011
March l0,Z0l1
March l5,20ll
March 17,2011
March 17,2017

March 24,2011
March 28,2017
March 28,2011

SCS/ RHNA Floor Auditorium - 9:00 a'm'

LegislativeC -5:30P'm'

C/CAG Boar 'm'

NPDES Technical Advisory committee - to be determined - 10:00 a.m'

Resource Management and climate Protection committee (RMCP)

CMP Technical Advisory Committee - SamTrans 2od Floor Auditorium - 3:00 p'm'

Conference Room C - 7:00 P.m.
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC) - San Mateo City Hall -

Administrators' Advisory committee - 555 County Center, 5'n Fl, Redwood city - Noon

CMEQ Committee - san Mateo city Hall - conference Room C - 3:00 p.m.
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C/CAG
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or SarlMlrno CoUNTY
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Meeting No. 232
February 10,2011

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

Chair Kasten called the meeting to order at 6'.30 p.m. Roll Call was taken'

Atherlon - Jerry Carlson
Terry Nagel - Burlingame
Mchael Guingona - DalY CitY (6:39)

Carlos Romero - East Palo Alto
Linda Koelling - Foster City
Naomi Patridge - Half Moon BaY

Tom Kasten - Hillsborough
Kirsten Keith - Menlo Park
Marge Colapietro - Millbrae
Mary Ann Nihart - Pacifica
Maryann Moise Derwin - Portola Valley
Rosanne Foust - Redwood City, San Mateo County Transportation Authority

Bob Grassilli - San Carlos
Brandt Grotte - San Mateo
Carole Groom - San Mateo CountY

Kevin Mullen - South San Francisco, San Mateo County Transit District

Deborah Gordon - Woodside

Absent:
Belmont
Brisbane
Colma
San Bruno

Others:

Richard Napier, Executive Director - C/CAG
Nancy Blair, C/CAG Staff
Sandy Wong, Deputy Director - C/CAG
Lee Thompson, C/CAG - Legal Counsel

JohnHoang, C/CAG Staff
Tom Madalena, C/CAG Staff
Jean Higaki, C/CAG Staff
Joe Kott, C/CAG Staff

555con¡.rrycB¡rmn,5mFr.oon,RBowoo¡cttv,CA94O63 Pt¡oNe:650.599'1420 Fta:650'361.8227
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4.0

4.r

Matt Fabry, C/CAG Staff
Kim Springer, County of San Mateo
Kelly Fergusson, Menlo Park
Paul Seto, Millbrae

PRESENTATIONS/ ANNOUNCEMENT S

PRESENTATION

Presentations commending their years of service on C/CAG were made to Kelly Fergusson,

Council Member Menlo Park, and Paul Seto, Council Member Millbrae.

CONSENT AGENDA

Board Member Koelling MOVED to approve the Consent Items 5.3,5.4,5.6,5.6.I,5.6.2,
5.6.3,5.6.4,5.9, and 5.11. Board Member Grotte SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 16-0.

Review and approval of Resolution 11-09 authorizingthe C/CAG Chair to execute an

agreement with Jacobs Engineering Group to provide traffic monitoring service for the 2011

Congestion Management Program (Cl\P) update in an amount not to exceed 555,822.02.
APPROVED

50

53

5.4 Review and approval of Resolution 11-04 authorizingthe C/CAG chair to execute an

Agreement with Mokhtari Engineering Inc. for project management services on the Smart

Corridors Project for one year in an amount not to exceed $100,000. APPROVED

5.6 Review and accept C/CAG Audits.

5.6.1 Review and accept the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the

Year Ended June 30,2010. APPROVED

5.6.2 Review and accept the C/CAG Basic Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended

June 30, 2010. APPROVED

5.6.3 Review and accept the AB 1546 Fund Financial Statements (Audit) for the Year Ended June 30,

20t0. APPROVED

5.6.4 Review and accept the Memorandum on Internal Control and Required Communications for
the Year Ended June 30, 2010. APPROVED

5.9 Review and approval of Resolution I 1-07 authorizing the Chair to execute an agreement with
Joint Venture Silicon Valley Network for $75,000 for ongoing direct support and assistance

services to local governments. APPRO\rED

5.1 1 Review and approval of co-sponsoring the Silicon Valley Leadership Group efforts to Save

Caltrainand provide $3,000 for outreach meetings and polling APPROVED

Items 5 .7, 5.2, 5.5, 5.7, 5. 8, 5. 1 0 were removed from the Consent Calendar.
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5l Approval of the Minutes of Regular Business Meeting No. 230 dated December 9,2070.
APPROVED

Board Member Grotte MOVED to approve Item 5.1. Board Member Faust SECONDED.

MOTION CARRIED l2-O-5. Board Members Carlson, Guingona, Colapietro, Keith, and

Nihart abstaining.

5.2 Review and Approval of Resolution ll-02 Authorizing the Executive Director to enter into an

agreement with the Alameda County Clean Water Program regarding the coordination of efforts

and joint legal representation for unfunded mandate test claims filed by San Mateo and Alameda

County member agencies. APPROVED

Board Member Grotte MOVED to approve IIem5.2. Board Member Groom SECONDED.

MOTION CARRJID 16-1. Board Member Patridge Opposed.

5.5 Review and Approval of C/CAG Resolution 11-01 Authorizingthe C/CAG Chair to Execute an

Agreement (Memorandum of Understanding) Between C/CAG and the San Francisco Airport

Commission for Partial Funding for the Preparation of an Update of the Comprehensive Airport

Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) for the Environs of San Francisco International Airport

and Related C/CAG StaffCosts in the Amount of $100,000 to be Paid to the C/CAG Board in

FY 201012011. APPROVED

Board Member Grotte MOVED to approve Item 5.5. Board Member Nihart SECONDED.

MOTION CARRIED I7-0.

5.7 Request the Finance Committee to evaluate the performance of the Cityi County Association

of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) and to make a recommendation to the Board

on reauthorizalion. APPROVED

Board Member Carlson MOVED to approve Item 5.7. Board Member Grotte SECONDED.

MOTION CARRIED 17-0.

5.8 Review and approval of the Joint Call for Projects for the San Mateo County Bicycle and

Pedestrian Program for FY 2012 and FY 2013. APPROVED

Board Member Patridge MOVED to approve Item 5.8. Board Member Colapietro

SECONDED. MOTION CARRIED 17-O

5. 10 Approval of appointments to fill two vacant stakeholder seats on the Resource Management and

Climate Protection Committee. APPROVED

Board Member Kasten MOVED to approve Item 5.10. Board Member Grotte SECONDED.

MOTION CARRIED I7-0.

6.0 REGULAR AGENDA

6.1 Review and approval of C/CAG Legislative priorities, positions, Legislative update, and State

legislative advocate.

555 colrNry cr,Nrsn, 5oFloon, R¡pwooo cltv, CA 94063 PnoNs: 650.599.1420 Fp¿;:650.361.8227
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(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously identified.)
APPROVED

The Legislative Committee recommended that the C/CAG Board adopt a position supporting

Redevelopment Agencies or equivalent Economic Development capabilities and direct

Advocation to represent this position.

The Legislative Committee recommended that the C/CAG Board adopt a position opposing the

proporãd membership change to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission.

Board Member Gordon MOVED to approve the Legislative Committee recommendations.

BOArd MEMbCT CATISON SECONDED. MOTION CARRMD 17-0.

6.1.1 Presentation from State Legislative Advocate. INFORMATION

Gus Khouri representing Advocation provided an update on the State Budget and other

Legislative issues.

6.1.2 Review and approval of Resolution 1 1-05 authorizing the C/CAG Chajr to execute an

agreement wiih Rdvocation to provide State legislative advocacy services for an amount not

exceed $72,000 annually for two years or a total of $144,000 APPROVED

Board Member Carlson MOVED to approve Item 6.1. Board Member Gordon SECONDED'

MOTION CARRIED 17-0.

6.2 Review and approval of Resolution 11-08 authorizing the CiCAG Chair to execute an

agreement with the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools to administer and manage the

Countlnruide Safe Routes to School Program in an amount not to exceed $2,000,000.
TABLED

The Board had numerous questions and requested that Superintendent Ann Campbell of the

County Office of Education b. t.qr.r"rted to attend the March C/CAG Board meeting'

Review and approval of Resolution 11-06 accepting the North Central San Mateo (CtÐ

Community-tiased Transportation Plan and recommending implementation of the identified

strategies. APPROVED

Emily Betts of SamTrans presented the plan to the Board and responded to questions.

Board Member Grotte MOVED to approve ltem 6.3. Board Member Groom SECONDED'

MOTION CARRMD 17-0.

Review and Approval of Resolution 11-03 Authorizing Submittal of an Application for $1.5

Million in Grant Funds Under the u. s. Environmental Protection Agency's San Francisco Bay

Water euality Improvement Fund and AuthorizinglheExecutive Director to Commit $500,000

in Matching É""¿. and $1 Million in Leveraged Funds for Focused Green Street Project

Implementãtion to Address polychlorinated Biphenyl (PCB) Pollution in San Carlos and

Development of a Countywide Green Streets Implementation Plan APPROVED

Board Member Nagel MOVED to approve Item6.4. Board Member Groom SECONDED'

MOTION CARRIED 17-0.

63

64
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6.5 Review and provide input on the draft San Mateo County Countywide Transportation Plan 2035

(CTP 2035) visions, goals and objectives' TABLED

6.6 Nominations for C/CAG Chair and Vice Chair (three) for the March eiection of ofücers.
ACTION

Board Member Groom nominated Board Member Grassilli for Chair. Board Member Grotte

SECONDED.
There were no other nominations for Chair.

Board Member Koelling nominated Board Member Grotte for Vice Chair. Board Member

Faust SECONDED.

Board Member Patridge nominated Board Member Romero for Vice Chair. Board Member

Nihart SECONDED.

Board Member Keith nominated Board Member Nagel for Vice Chair. Board Member Carlson

SECONDED.

7.0 COMMITTEE REPORTS

7.l Committee Reports (oral reports).

7.2 Chairperson's Report.

7.3 BoardmembersReport

8.0 E)GCUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT

9.0 COMMUNICATIONS - Information Only

Copies of communications are included for C/CAG Board Members and Alternates only. To

request a copy of the communications, contactNancy Blair at 650 599-1406 or

nblair@co.sánmateo.ca.us or download a copy from C/CAG's website - www.ccag.ca.gov.

g.l Lerrer from Chair Kasten to Honorable JeffIra, Mayor, Crty of Redwood City, dated ll4l11'

Re: C/CAG Board Review/Action on the City of Redwood City Downtown Precise Plan Public

Review Draft 8/31/10.

g.2 Letter from Chair Kasten to Honorable Carole Groom, Supervisor/Vice-President, County of

SanMateoBoardof Supervisors, dated ll4l20l1. Re: CCAGBoardReviedActiononthe

San Mateo County 2007-2014 Draft Housing Element'

g.3 Letter from Chair Kasten to City Managers/ County Manager dated ll4lll. Re: Test Claim for

Unfunded Mandates Relating to California'Water Qualrty Control Board, San Francisco Bay

Region, permitNo. C4S612008, issued as OrderNo. R2-2009-0074 (October 14,2009).

555corNrycENîER,soFloon,Rpowoooclty,C^94063 PnouB: 650.599.1420 Ftx:650.3678227
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g.4 LetterfromBijan Sartipi, DistrictDireetor, Department of Transportation, to Mr- Riehard

Napier, Execu,tiveDireitor C/CAG, dated 1126111. Re: Route lOI/CandlestickPoint

Inærehange Modification project Study Report (PSR) and the 101/Holly Street Intercharrge

pSR in the Project Initiation Document Reimbursement Pilot Program.

1O.O ADJOURN

Adjourned'at 8:50 P.m'
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

March 70,2071

C/CAG Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution l1-23 authorizingthe adoption of the Fiscal Year
201112012 Expenditure Plan for the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA)
Program for San Mateo County

(For further information or questions contact Tom Madalena a|599-1460)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board of Directors approve Resolution 11-23 authorizing the adoption of the Fiscal
Year 201112012 Expenditure Plan for the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Program for
San Mateo County.

FISCAL IMPACT

The allocation of TFCA funds for Fiscal Year 201,112012 is expected to be approximately $987,566
of which $46,566 (approx. 5%) will be allocated to administration. It is recommended that the
remaining funds ($941,000) be distributed based on the policies adopted in past years by C/CAG
with modifications detailed in the discussion section. The following table shows how the funds
would be distributed based on these policies. The funding provided in these categories for the past
three years is also shown.

C.erneonv 2008/2009 2009/2010 2010/2011 2011/2012

Employer
Based
Shuttle
Projects

SamTrans $636,000 $570,000 s536,000 $527,000

County-wide Voluntary
Trip Reduction Program
(Peninsula Traffic Congestion
Relief Alliance)

$500,000 $449,000 $421,000 $414,000

Administration
$57,400 $51,722 $47,1 53 $46,566

Totals
$1,193,400 $r,070,722 $1,004,153 $987,566

-7-
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SOURCE OF FUNDS

The Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) is authorized under Health and Safety
code Section 44223 and 44225 to levy a fee on motor vehicles. Funds generated by the fee are
referred to as the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) funds and are used to implement
projects to reduce air pollution from motor vehicles. Health and Safety Code Secti on 4424I(d)
stipulates that forty percent (40%) of funds generated within a county where the fee is in effect shall
be allocated by the BAAQMD to one or more public agencies designated to receive the funds, and
for San Mateo County, C/CAG has been designated as the overall Program Manager to receive the
funds.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

As the Program Manager for the TFCA funds, C/CAG has allocated these funds to fund projects in
San Mateo County operated by SamTrans and the Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance
(Alliance) for the last four fiscal years. For ten of the last thirteen years the C/CAG Board has
ailocated the funds for the SamTrans and City of Menlo Park Shuttle Bus Programs and the Alliance
County-wide Voluntary Trip Reduction Program. It is recommended that the same methodologybe
used for the FY 201112012 TFCA Program allocation with the exception of the Menlo Park Shuttle
Program. The 4o/o in TFCA funds that had been allocated to Menlo Park in the past has been
directed to the Alliance for the FY 201112012 Expenditure Plan recommendation. Menlo Pa¡k now
receives their shuttle funding from C/CAG through the Local Transportation Services program
(Shuttle Program). As a result, $38,000 would be subtracted from the $550,000 that was budgeted
for the Alliance from the Congestion Relief Program for Fiscal Year 20lll20l}.

o It is recommended that the SamTrans Shuttle Program receive an allocation of $527,000 for its
current shuttle program. This funding recommendation shall be contingent upon SamTrans
submitting an acceptable work plan for use of the funds.

o It is recommended that Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance receive an allocation of
$414,000 in TFCA funds and receive $512,000 from the Congestion Relief Plan for a total
allocation of $926,000 for its County-wide Voluntary Trip Reduction Program. The funds
allocated for the Alliance are subject to the submission of an acceptable work plan for use of the
funds.

The following are the C/CAG Board policies that will continue to be in effect for the Fiscal year
20lll20l2 Program.

Overall Policies:

o Cost Effectiveness, as defined by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAeMD),
will be used as initial screening criteria for all projects. Projects must show a cost effectiveness
of less than $90,000 per ton of reduced emissions based upon the TFCA funds allocated in order
to be considered.

-8-



Shuttle Projects:

o Shuttle projects are defined as the provision of local feeder bus or shuttle service to rail and ferry

stations and airports.
o A1l shuttles must be timed to meet the rail or ferry lines being served'

. C/CAG encourages the use of electric and other clean fuel vehicles for shuttles'

. Beginning with the 2003-04 TFCA funding cycle, all vehicles used in any shuttleifeeder bus

service must meet the applicable California Air Resources Board (CARB) particulate matter

standards for public transit fleets. This requirement has been made bythe BAAQMD and is

applicable to the projects funded by the Congestion Management Agencies.

If the recommendations are accepted, the following is a summary of the C/CAG TFCA Program for

Fiscal Year 201112012:

Proiect Recommendations

Administration $46,566

SamTrans $527,000

Peninsula Traffic Congestion Relief Alliance $414,000

Total funds oblieated $987,566

Total funds anticipated $987,566

Balance $0

ATTACHMENTS

o Resolution 1l-23

-9-



RESOLUTION 11-23

A RESOLUTION OF'THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF TIIE
CITY/COUNTYASSOCIATION OF' GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO

COUNTY AUTHORIZING THE ADOPTION OF THE FISCAL YEAR 2O7II2OI2
EXPENDITURB PLAN FOR THE TRANSPORTATION FUND FOR CLEAN AIR

(TFCA) PROGRAM FOR SAN MATEO COUNTY

\üHEREAS, the City/Çounty Association of Governments has been designated
the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Program Manager for San Mateo bounty;
ffid,

\üHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the city/county Association of
Governments has approved certain projects and programs for funding through San Mateo
County's 40 percent local share of Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) revenues;
ffid,

WHEREAS, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District has estimated the
Fiscal Year 20ll/2012 TFCA funding for San Mateo County to be $976,2g3; and,,

WHEREAS, the CitylCounty Association of Governments will act as the
Program Manager for $941,000 of TFCA funded projects; and,

WHEREAS, the projects included in this expenditure plan are the most
appropriate and cost-effective strategies currently available within the County for
reducing motor vehicle emissions. All proposed expenditures will be consistent with the
Clean Air Plan and Section 44241(b) of the California Health and Safety Code; and

NOW' THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED bythe Board ofDirectors of the
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the C/CAG Staff is
authorized to submit the Fiscal Year 20ll/2012 Expenditure Plan for the San Mateo
county TFCA Program to the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS l0th DAY OF MARCH 2011.

Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair

-10 -



Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAGAGEI{DA REPORT

March 10, 2011

C/CAG Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of the 5th Cycle of the Transit Oriented Development

Housing Incentive Program

(For further information please contact Tom Madalena at 650-599-1460)

RECOMMENDATION

That the Board of Directors review and approve the following projects þresented in attached

summary) for the 5th Cycle of the Transit Oriented Development Housing Incentive Program.

FISCAL IMPÄCT

This initiative will help cities that are approving Transit Oriented Development (TOD) projects

receive money earmarked for transportation projects. The cities with qualified projects that

begin construction on TOD housing within 2 years will receive the financial incentive once the

project is built.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

There is $3,000,000 available for the 5th Cycle of the program. The funding sources include the

State Transportation Improvement Program, Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds and the

Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Program, which consists of Congestion

Mitigation & Air Quality (CMAQ Improvement Program and Surface Transportation Program

(STP) funds.

BACKGROUNP/DIS CUS SION

The objective of this program is to encourage high-density housing (greater than 40 units per

acre) within 113 of amile of a BART or Caltrain station or on El Camino Real/lVlission Street in

San Mateo County. For eligible housing projects, C/CAG will make a commitment to program

the incentive funds to a transportation project identified by the sponsor if the housing is under

construction within two years.

-11-
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Staff issued a call for projects for the 5th Cycle TOD Housing Incentive Progtam on December 5,

2010 and applications were due on January 28,2011. Ten applications were received and all

were determined to be eligible by staff.

There are 10 projects that are being recommended for approval for the 5th Cycle of the Transit

Oriented Devilopment Housing Incentive Program. The projects that qualified collectively

include 2,l56bedrooms of which 646 will be affordable to low and moderate-income

households. Based on the number ofbedrooms approved there will be $1,336 available for each

bedroom built and an additional $185 available for each affordable bedroom built.

In order to determine the dollar amount for each bedroom we multiplied the number of bedrooms

and affordable bedrooms times $2000 and $250, respectively. From this we determined the

percentage share that each category (regular bedrooms and affordable bedrooms) would have

withanunlimitedamountofmoney. Itwascalculatedthatofthe$3,000,000,96o/oofitwould
be available for regular bedrooms and  Yowould be available for affordable bedrooms. Given

this breakdown \rye have $1,336 available for each regular bedroom and $185 available for each

affordable bedroom.

For the 5th Cycle there are three projects that are on the El Camino Real.

ATTACHMENTS

o SummarY of Recommended Projects - 5th Cycle
o Resolution l1-13
o Resolution 11-14
o Resolution 11-15
o Resolution 11-16
o Resolution 11-17
o Resolution 11-18
o Resolution 11-19
o Resolution 11-20
o ResolutionlT-21
o Resolutionll-22
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Transit Oriented Development Housing Incentive Program
Summary of Recommended Projects - 5th Cycle

Apnlicant: CÍtv'of Sân Mateor,
Proiect Name: Mid-Peninsula Housins & Palo Alto Partners
Address: 2000 South Delaware Street San Mateo, CA94403
Description: This project consists of a 3-5 story apartment complex with

two structures containing 120 residential units built over a
single at-grade parking garage podium with large secure
courtyard.

Number of Units: 120 units
Number of Bedrooms: 242
Density: 57 units/acre
Distance from Transit Station
or ECR/lvlission Street:

1,000 feet from Hayward Park Caltrain Station

Non-Residential Uses: NA
Affordable housins incentive : 100% (242 bedrooms)
Elisible for I s368,000

ApplÍcant: CÍtv of San Mateo
Proiect Name: Bay Meadows Phase II
Address: 2600 South Delaware Street San Mateo, CA94403
Description: This is a2.16 acre site with 108 units at a density of 50

dwelling units/net acre consisting of 88 condominium flats
20 townhomes.

and

Number of Units: 108 units
Number of Bedrooms: t99
Density: 50 units/acre
Distance from Transit Station
or ECR/Mission Street:

923 feet from proposed Hillsdale Caltrain Station

Non-Residential Uses: NA
Affordable housine incentive : I0% (20 bedrooms)
Elisible for I $270,000

Applicant: Citv of San Carlos
Proiect Name: San Carlos Transit Villaee
Address: East Side of El Camino Real, San Carlos, CA
Description: Redevelopment of an 8.7 acre site into a "Transit Village",

which is a development involving mainly residential uses and
some retail uses, and a multi-modal transit center situated
south of the historic depot.

Number of Units: 281 units
Number of Bedrooms: 532
Density: 56 units/acre
Distance from Transit Station
or ECR/Mission Street:

El Camino Real

Non-Residential lJses : 34,600 square feet of retail/commercial space
Affordable housins incentive : 15% Affordable (80 bedrooms)
Elisible for $ s726,000
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AnolÍcant: Citv of San:Carlos
Proiect Name: Wheeler Plaza
Address: 1200 block of San Carlos Ave.& ó00 block of 'Walnut 

Street,

San Carlos, CA
Description: This is a five story structure that includes approximately lI2

residential condominium units.

Number of Units: tt2
Number of Bedrooms: 211
Density: 51 units/acre
Distance from Transit Station
or ECRÀdission Street:

1/10 of amile from Caltrain

Non-Residential Uses: 9,800 square feet ofretail space

Affordable housine incentive: 2l% Ø4 bedrooms)
Elisible for I $290,000

Annlicant: Citv of San Bruno
Proiect Name: Peninsular Plaza
Address: 400-418 San Mateo Avenue, San Bruno, CA
Description: This project will be a three story mixed-use building with two

floors of condominiums over ground floor commercial use and

underpround parking.

Number of Units: 48 units
Number of Bedrooms: 93

Densitv: 48 units/acre
Distance from Transit Station
or ECR/Ivlission Street:

1/5 mile to Caltrain

Non-Residential Uses: 14.650 square feet of commercial space

Affordable housing incentive : 17.5% affordable (16 bedrooms)
Elisible for I $127,000

Annlicant: Citv of South San Francisco
Proiect Name: Mid Peninsula Housine Coalition
Address: 63681Camino Real, South San Francisco, CA
Description: Mixed-use affordable housing project on an approximately

two-acre lot which will consist of four two to five story
buildings with up to 109 residential rental units and

approximately 5,000 square feet of commercíaVretall space.

Number of Units: 109 residential units
Number of Bedrooms: 235

Densitv: 54 units/acre
Distance from Transit Station
or ECR/Ivlission Street:

El Camino Real

Non-Residential Uses: 5000 square feet of commercial/retail space

Affordable housing incentive : 100% affordable (235 bedrooms)

Elisible for I $357,000
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Aoolicant: Citv of South San Francisco
Proiect Name: City of South San Francisco

Address: 418 Linden Avenue, South San Francisco, CA

Description: Mixed-use housing project which will consist of a four-story
building with approximately 7,000 square feet of ground floor
commercial space with residential above. The residential

portion will consist of 25 units: thirteen 1-bedroom units,

twelve 2-bedroom units.

Number of Units: 25 residential units

Number of Bedrooms: 37

Density: 77 unitslacre

Distance from Transit Station
or ECR/lvlission Street:

%mileto South San Francisco Caltrain

Non-Residential Uses: 7,000 square feet of commercial spate

Affordable housing incentive : NA
Elisible for 8 $49,000

Aoolicant: Citv of,South San Francisco
Proiect Name: Metron, PTP

Address: 1309 Mission Road, South San Francisco, CA

Description: Mixed use affordable housing project which will consist of a

four story building with approximately 5,200 square feet of
ground floor commercial with residential above. The

residential portion will consist of 20 units: two 1-bedroom

units, fourteen 2-bedroom units, two 3-bedroom units and two

4-bedroom units.

Number of Units: 20

Number of Bedrooms: 44

Densitv: 49 units/acre

Distance from Transit Station
or ECR/Mission Street:

.02 miles from South San Francisco BART

Non-Residential lJses : 5-200 souare feet of commercial

Affordable housing incentive : 20o/o affordable (9 bedrooms)

Elisible for I s61.000

Anolicant: Citv of Redwood City
Proiect Name: Mel's Bowl Site / Urban Housing Group

Address: 2580 El Camino Real, Redwood CitY, CA

Description: This will be a 149-unit multi-family residential project with
wrapped parking containing 246 parking stalls and bicycle
storage. The applicant proposes 105 one-bedroom units and

44 ¡wo-bedroom units.

Number of Units: t49
Number of Bedrooms: 193 bedrooms

Density: 60 units/acre

Distance from Transit Station
or ECR/Mission Street:

El Camino Real

Non-Residential Uses: NA
Affordable housing incentive : NA
Elisible for I $258,000
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640 Veterans Blvd., Redwood Ci
This project will be ø260 unit multi-family residential
development that includes a densitybonus to allpw 72 units

.27 miles from Redwood City Caltrain StationDistance from Transit Station
or ECR/lVfission Street:

Note - Grant amounts are rounded to thenearest $1,000 per State and Federal requirements.
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RESOLUTION 11.13

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY COMMITTING TO PROGRAM A $368,000 INCENTIVE TO

THE CITY OF SAN MATEO FOR THE MID.PENINSULA HOUSING & PALO ALTO PARTNERS
PROJECT AS PART OF THE 2011 TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT HOUSING INCENTIVE

PROGRAM

\ryHEREAS, the City/ County Association of Governments (C/CAG) has established a Transit
Oriented Development (TOD) Housing Incentive Program and set aside $3,000,000 to fund the
program; and,

WHEREAS, the Board ofDirectors ofthe CitylCountyAssociation of Govemments at its March 10,
2077 meeting determined certain projects were eligible for the Transit Oriented Development
Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, the City of San Mateo submitted the Mid-Peninsula Housing & palo Alto partners
Project consisting of 720 +/- units for consideration; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that the project or portions thereof met the minimum density
requirement of 40 units per acre and is within one third of a mile of a rail station or is on a frontagl
parcel on the El Camino Real/lvlission Street; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that 242 +/- Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit Oriented
Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that 242 +/- Affordable Bedrooms \¡/ere eligible for the Transit
Oriented Development Housing Incentive program; and,

\üHEREAS' it has been determined that the City of San Mateo is eligible for an incentive of
$368,000.

NO\il' THEREFORE' BE I RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the City'County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County that C/CAG will program $36g,000 from the
TOD Incentive Funds under the following conditions:

1. The Mid-Peninsula Housing & Palo Alto Partners Project that qualified for the
incentive must be built.

2. After the housing project is completed or under construction, but no later than two
years from the date of C/CAG Board's approval of the financial commitment, the
City of San Mateo must identiff the transportation project(s), in writing to C/CAG.
The transportation project(s) must meet the requirements of the relevant Federal
and/or State transportation programs. In addition, the final number ofbedrooms and
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4.

5.

affordable bedrooms completed or under construction must be provided in writing to
C/CAG.
C/CAG will attempt to program the transportation project as soon as practical
depending on funding limitations. However, the transportation project will be
programmed for the fiscal year that the housing project is expected to be completed.
The City of San Mateo must follow all appropriate steps in programming and
delivery ofthe transportation project(s) as required bythe relevant Federal and/or
State transportation programs.
This commitment expires ifthe Mid-Peninsula Housing & Palo Alto Parhrers Project
is not "under construction" and the request for programming a valid San Mateo
transportationprojecthas notbeenmadeby 03ll0ll3. "IJnder construction" shallbe
defined as described in item #5.3 of the December 9th, 2004 clc\G Board of
Directors Meeting.
This commitment is not renewable.6.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 1OTII DAY OF MARCII.,}OII.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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RESOLUTION 11.14

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOGIATION OF

GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY COMMITTING TO PROGRAM A $27O,()()() INCENTIVE TO
THE CITY OF SAN MATEO FOR THE BAY MEADOWS PHASE II PROJECT AS PART OF THE 2011

TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City' County Association of Governments (C/CAG) has established a Transit
Oriented Development (TOD) Housing Incentive Program and set aside $3,000,000 to fund the
program; and,

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors ofthe CitylCountyAssociation of Govemments at its March 10,

2017 meeting determined certain projects were eligible for the Transit Oriented Development
Incentive Program; and,

WIIEREAS, the City of San Mateo submitted the Bay Meadows Phase tr Proj ect consisting of 1 08
+/- units for consideration; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that the project or portions thereof met the minimum density
requirement of 40 units per acre and is within one third of a mile of a rail station or is on a frontage
parcel on the El Camino RealÀ4ission Street; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that 799 +/- Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit Oriented
Development hcentive Program; and,

WIIEREAS, it was determined that 20 +/- Affordable Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit
Oriented Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the City of San Mateo is eligible for an incentive of
$270,000.

NOW, TIIEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the CityiCounty
Association of Governments of San Mateo County that C/CAG will program $270,000 from the
TOD hcentive Funds under the following conditions:

1. The Bay Meadows Phase tr Project that qualified for the incentive must be built.
2. After the housing project is completed or under construction, but no later than two

years from the date of C/CAG Board's approval of the financial commitment, the
City of San Mateo must identiff the transportation project(s), in writing to C/CAG.
The transportation project(s) must meet the requirements of the relevant Federal

. and./or State transportation programs. In addition, the final number ofbedrooms and
affordable bedrooms completed or under construction must be provided in writing to
C/CAG.
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C/CAG will attempt to program the transportation project as soon as practical

depending on funding limitations. However, the transportation project will be

prógtutr.tn"d for the fiscal year that the housing project is expected to be completed.

The City of San Mateo must follow all appropriate steps in programming and

delivery of the transportation project(s) as required by the relevant Federal and/or

State transportation programs.

This commitment expires if the Bay Meadows Phase tr Project is not "under

construction" and the request for programming a valid San Mateo transportation

project has not been made by 031101L3. "Under construction" shall be defined as

ãescribed in item #5.3 of the December 9th, 2004 CICAG Board of Directors

Meeting.
This commitment is not renewable.

Tltomas M. Kasten, Chair

6.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF MARCH, 2011.
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RESOLUTION 11.15

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF

GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY COMMITTING TO PROGRAM A $726,000 INCENTIVE TO

THE CITY OF SAN CARLOS FOR THE SAN CARLOS TRANSIT VILLAGE PROJECT AS PART OF THE

2011 TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City/ County Association of Governments (C/CAG) has established a Transit
Oriented Development (TOD) Housing Incentive Program and set aside $3,000,000 to fund the
program; and,

\ilHEREAS, the Board of Directors ofthe City/CountyAssociation of Governments at its March 10,

2011 meeting determined certain projects were eligible for the Transit Oriented Development
Housing Incentive Program; and,

\ilHEREAS, the City of San Carlos submitted the San Carlos Transit Village Project consisting of
281 +l- units for consideration; and,

\ryIIEREAS, it was determined that the project or portions thereof met the minimum density
requirement of 40 units per acre and is within one third of a mile of a rail station or is on a frontage
parcel on the El Camino Real./Ivlission Street; and,

\ilHEREAS, it was determined that 532 +/- Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit Oriented
Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that 80 +i- Affordable Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit
Oriented Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the City of San Carlos is eligible for an incentive of
$726,000.

NO\il, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the City/County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County that C/CAG will program $726,000 from the
TOD Incentive Funds under the following conditions:

1. The San Carlos Transit Village Project that qualified for the incentive must be built.
2. After the housing project is completed or under construction, but no later than two

years from the date of C/CAG Board's approval of the financial commitment, the
Cityof San Carlos must identiffthe transportationproject(s), inwriting to CiCAG.
The transportation project(s) must meet the requirements of the relevant Federal
and/or State transportation programs. In addition, the final number ofbedrooms and

affordable bedrooms completed or under construction must be provided in writing to
C/CAG.
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C/CAG will attempt to program the transportation project as soon as practical

depending on funding limitations. However, the transportation project will be

programmed for the fiscal year that the housing project is expected to be completed.

The City of San Carlos must follow all appropriate steps in programming and

delivery of the transportation project(s) as required by the relevant Federal and/or

State transportation pro grams.

This commitment expires if the San Carlos Transit Village Project is not "under

construction" and the request for programming a valid San Carlos transportation

project has not been made by 03/10/13. "IJnder construction" shall be defined as

described in item #5.3 of the December 9th, 2004 CICAG Board of Directors

Meeting.
This commitment is not renewable.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

6.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF MARCH, 2011.
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RESOLUTION 1 1.16

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF

GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY COMMITTING TO PROGRAM A $29O,()()() INCENTIVE TO

THE CITY OF SAN CARLOS FOR THE WHEELER PLAZA PROJECT AS PART OF THE 2O1I TRANSIT

ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City/ County Association of Governments (C/CAG) has established a Transit

Oriented Development (TOD) Housing Incentive Program and set aside $3,000,000 to fund the

program; and,

\ilHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments at its March 10,

20II meeting determined certain projects were eligible for the Transit Oriented Development

Housing brcentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, the Cityof San Carlos submittedthe'WheelerPlazaProject consistingof ll2+/- units

for consideration; and,

\üHEREAS, it was determined that the project or portions thereof met the minimum density

requirement of 40 units per acre and is within one third of a mile of a rail station or is on a frontage

parcel on the El Camino Real,/Mission Street; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that 2I1 +i- Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit Oriented

Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

\ryHEREAS, it was determined that 44 +/- Affordable Bedrooms were eligibie for the Transit

Oriented Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

\ryHEREAS, it has been determined that the City of San Carlos is eligible for an incentive of
$290,000.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the City/County
Association of Govemments of San Mateo County that C/CAG will program $290,000 from the

TOD úrcentive Funds under the following conditions:

1 . The 'Wheel er Plaza Project that qualified for the incentive must be built.
2. After the housing project is completed or under construction, but no later than two

years from the date of C/CAG Board's approval of the financial commitment, the

City of San Carlos must identiff the transportation project(s), in writing to C/CAG.
The transportation project(s) must meet the requirements of the relevant Federal

and"/or State transportation programs. In addition, the final number ofbedrooms and

affordable bedrooms completed or under construction must be provided in writing to
C/CAG.
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CiCAG will attempt to program the transportation project as soon as practical
depending on funding limitations. However, the transportation project will be

programmed for the fiscal year that the housing project is expected to be completed.
The City of San Carlos must follow all appropriate steps in programming and

delivery of the transportation project(s) as required by the relevant Federal and/or

State transportation programs.
This commitment expires if the Wheeler Plaza Project is not "under construction"
and the request for programming a valid San Carlos transportation project has not
been made by 03ll0ll3. "IJnder construction" shall be defined as described in item
#5.3 of the December 9th,2004 C/CAG Board of Directors Meeting.
This commitment is not renewable.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

6.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF MARCH,Z0L7.
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RESOLUTION 11.17

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF

GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY GOMMITTING TO PROGRAM A $l2T,()()() INCENTIVE TO

THE CITY OF SAN BRUNO FOR THE PENINSULAR PLAZA PROJECT AS PART OF THE 2011

TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City/ County Association of Governments (C/CAG) has established a Transit

Oriented Development (TOD) Housing Incentive Program and set aside $3,000,000 to fund the

program; and,

WIIEREAS, the Board of Directors ofthe City/County Association of Governments at its March 10,

2011 meeting determined certain projects were eligible for the Transit Oriented Development

Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, the Cityof SanBruno submittedthePeninsularPlazaProjectconsistingof4S +/-units

for consideration; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that the project or portions thereof met the minimum density

requirement of 40 units per acre and is within one third of amile of arail station or is on a frontage

parcel on the El Camino Real/lvlission Street; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that 93 +/- Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit oriented

Development Housing hcentive Program; and,

WIIEREAS, it was determined that 16 +/- Affordable Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit

Oriented Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

yHEREAS, it has been determined that the City of San Bruno is eligible for an incentive of

$127,000.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the City/County

Association of Governments of San Mateo County that C/CAG will program $127,000 from the

TOD Incentive Ftmds under the following conditions:

1. The PeninsularPlazaProject that qualified for the incentive must be built.

Z. After the housing project is completed or under construction, but no later than two

years from the date of C/CAG Board's approval of the financial commitment, the
-City 

of San Bruno must identiff the transportation project(s), in writing to C/CAG.

Thå transportation project(s) must meet the requirements of the relevant Federal

and/or Státe transportation programs. In addition, the final number ofbedrooms and

affordable bedrooms completed or under construction must be provided in writing to

C/CAG.
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C/CAG will attempt to program the transportation project as soon as practical

depending on funding limitations. However, the transportation project will be

programmed for the fiscal year that the housing project is expected to be completed.

The City of San Bruno must follow all appropriate steps in programming and

delivery of the transportation project(s) as required by the relevant Federal and/or

State transportation programs.
This commitment expires if the Peninsular Plaza Project is not "under construction"
and the request for programming a valid San Bruno transportation project has not
been made by 03ll0ll3. "IJnder construction" shall be defined as described in item

#5.3 of the December g'h,2004 C/CAG Board of Directors Meeting.

This commitment is not renewable.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

6.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS 10TH DAY OF MARCH, 2011..
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RESOLUTION 11.18

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF

GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY COMMITTING TO PROGRAM A $357,000 INCENTIVE TO

THE CITY OF SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO FOR THE MID PENINSIULA HOUSING COALITION PROJECT

AS PART OF THE 2011 TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City/ County Association of Govemments (C/CAG) has established a Transit

Oriented Development (TOD) Housing Incentive Program and set aside $3,000,000 to fund the

program; and,

WHEREAS, the Board ofDirectors ofthe City/CountyAssociation of Governments at its March 10,

2011 meeting determined certain projects were eligible for the Transit Oriented Development

Housing Incentive Program; and,

\ilHEREAS, the city of South San Francisco submitted the Mid Peninsula Housing coalition

Project consisting of 109 +/- units for consideration; and,

\ilIIEREAS, it was determined that the project or portions thereof met the minimum density

requirement of 40 units per acre and is within one third of a mile of a rail station or is on a frontage

parcel on the El Camino Real/lVfission Street; and,

WIIEREAS, it was determined that 235 +/- Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit Oriented

Development Housing lncentive Program; and,

\ilHEREAS, it was determined that 235 +/- Affordable Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit

Oriented Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the City of South San Francisco is eligible for an incentive

of $357,000.

NO\il, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the City/County

Association of Govemments of San Mateo County that C/CAG will program $357,000 from the

TOD Incentive Funds under the following conditions:

1 . The Mid Peninsula Housing Coalition Proj ect that qualified for the incentive must be

built.
2. After the housing project is completed or under construction, but no later than two

years from the date of C/CAG Board's approval of the financial commitment, the
-City 

of South San Francisco must identiffthe transportationproject(s), inwritingto
C/CAG. The transportation project(s) must meet the requirements of the relevant

Federal and.ior State transportation programs. In addition, the final number of
bedrooms and affordable bedrooms completed or under construction must be
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provided in writing to C/CAG.
C/CAG will attempt to program the transportation project as soon as practical

depending on funding limitations. However, the transportation project will be

programmed for the fiscal year that the housing project is expected to be completed.

The City of South San Francisco must follow all appropriate steps in programming

and delivery ofthe transportation proj ect(s) as required by the relevant Federal and/or

State transportation programs.
This commitment expires if the Mid Peninsula Housing Coalition Project is not
"under construction" and the request for programming a valid South San Francisco

transportation project has not been made by 03110113. "Utrder construction" shall be

defined as described in item #5.3 of the December 9tr, 2004 CICAG Board of
Directors Meeting.
This commitment is not renewable.6.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS 10TH DAY OF MARCH, 2011.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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RESOLUTION 11.19

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF

GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY GOMMITTING TO PROGRAM A $49,()()() INCENTIVE TO

THE CITY OF SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO FOR THE CITY OF SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO PROJECT AS

PART OF THE 2011 TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM

yHEREAS, the City/ County Association of Governments (C/CAG) has established a Transit

Oriented Development (TODj Housing Incentive Program and set aside $3,000,000 to fund the

program; and,

\ryHEREAS, the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Govemments at its March 10,

2011 meeting determined certain projects were eligible for the Transit Oriented Development

Housing Incentive Program; and,

yHEREAS, the City of South San Francisco submitted the City of South San Francisco Project

consisting of 25 +l- units for consideration; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that the project or portions thereof met the minimum density

requirement of 40 units per acre and is within one third of a mile of a rail station or is on a frontage

parcel on the El Camino RealAvlission Street; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that 37 +i- Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit oriented

Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the City of South San Francisco is eligible for an incentive

of $49,000.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the city/county

Associationof Governments of SanMateo Countythat C/CAGwillprogram 549,000 fromtheTOD

Incentive Funds under the following conditions:

1 . The City of South San Francisco Proj ect that qualified for the incentive must be built.

Z. After the housing project is completed or under construction, but no later than two

years from the date of C/CAG Board's approval of the financial commitment, the
-City 

of South San Francisco must identify the transportation proj ect(s), in writing to

C/CAG. The transportation project(s) must meet the requirements of the relevant

Federal and/or State transportation programs. In addition, the final number of

bedrooms and affordable bedrooms completed or under construction must be

provided in writing to C/CAG.
3. C/CAG will attempt to program the transportation project as soon as practical

depending on funding limitations. However, the transportation project will be

ptågtu--"d for the frscal year that the housing project is expected to be completed.
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The city of South san Francisco must follow all appropriate steps in programming

and delivery ofthe transportation proj ect(s) as required by the relevant Federal and/or

State transportation Programs.
This commitment "rpl*t 

if the City of South San Francisco Project is not "under

construction" and the request for programming a valid South san Francisco

transportation project hur rrãt br"n *ád. by 03ll0ll-3. "]J*nd¡r construction" shallbe

defined as described in item #5.3 of the December 9tn, 2004 CICAG Board of

Directors Meeting.
This commitment is not renewable.6.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF MARCH' 201L'

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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RESOLUTION 11.20

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF

GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY COMMITTING TO PROGRAM A $61,f)(l() INCENTIVE TO

THE CITY OF SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO FOR THE METRON PROJECT AS PART OF THE 2011

TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City/ County Association of Govemments (C/CAG) has established a Transit
Oriented Development (TOD) Housing Incentive Program and set aside $3,000,000 to fund the
program; and,

WHEREAS, the Board of Directors ofthe City/CountyAssociation of Govemments at its March 10,

2011 meeting determined certain projects were eligible for the Transit Oriented Development
Housing hcentive Program; and,

\ryHEREAS, the Cityof South SanFrancisco submittedtheMetronProjectconsistingof20+/-units
for consideration; and,

\ilHEREAS, it was determined that the project or portions thereof met the minimum density
requirement of 40 units per acre and is within one third of a mile of a rail station or is on a frontage
parcel on the El Camino RealilVlission Street; and,

\ryHEREAS, it was determined that 44 */- Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit Oriented
Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

\ilHEREAS, it was determined that 9 +/- Affordable Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit
Oriented Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the City of South San Francisco is eligible for an incentive
of $61,000.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the City/County
Association of Govemments of SanMateo Countythat C/CAGwillprogram $61,000 fromthe TOD
Incentive Funds under the following conditions:

1. The Metron Project that qualified for the incentive must be built.
2. After the housing project is completed or under construction, but no later than two

years from the date of C/CAG Board's approval of the financial commitment, the
City of South San Francisco must identify the transportation proj ect(s), in writing to
C/CAG. The transportation project(s) must meet the requirements of the relevant
Federal andlor State transportation programs. ln addition, the final number of
bedrooms and affordable bedrooms completed or under construction must be
provided in writing to C/CAG.
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CiCAG will attempt to program the transportation project as soon as practical

depending on funding limitations. However, the transportation project will be

ptógrutn*"d for the fiscal year that the housing project is expected to be completed.

lfrr CitV of South San Francisco must follow all appropriate steps in programming

and delivery of the transportation proj ect(s) as required by the relevant Federal and/or

State transportation Programs.
This commitment expires if the City of South San Francisco Project is not "under

construction" and the request for programming a valid South San Francisco

transportation proj ect has not been made by 03ll0ll3 . "lJ:tder construction" shall be

defined as described in item #5.3 of the December 9'n, 2004 CICAG Board of
Directors Meeting.
This commitment is not renewable.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

6.

PASSED, APPROYED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF MARCH,2011.
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RESOLUTION 1'1.21

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF

GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY COMMITTING TO PROGRAM A $258,000 INCENTIVE TO

THE CITY OF REDWOOD CITY FOR THE MEL'S BOWL SITE / URBAN HOUSING GROUP PROJECT

AS PART OF THE 2011 TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City/ County Association of Governments (C/CAG) has established a Transit

Oriented Development (TOD) Housing Incentive Program and set aside $3,000,000 to fund the

program; and,

\ilHEREAS, the Board ofDirectors ofthe City/CountyAssociation of Governments at its March 10,

20ll meeting determined certain projects were eligible for the Transit Oriented Development

Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, the City of Redwood City submitted the Mel's Bowl Site / Urban Housing Group

Project consisting of 749 +/- units for consideration; and'

WHEREAS, it was determined that the project or portions thereof met the minimum density

requirement of 40 units per acre and is within one third of a mile of a rail station or is on a frontage

parcel on the El Camino Real/lt4ission Street; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that 193 +/- Bedrooms \ryere eligible for the Transit Oriented

Development Housing Incentive Progtam; and,

\ilHEREAS, it has been determined that the City of Redwood City is eligible for an incentive of

$258,000.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the City/County

Association of Governments of San Mateo County that C/CAG will program $258,000 from the

TOD Incentive Funds under the following conditions:

1 . The Mel's Bowl Site i Urban Housing Group Proj ect that qualified for the incentive

must be built.
2. After the housing project is completed or under construction, but no later than two

years from the date of C/CAG Board's approval of the financial commitment, the
-City 

of Redwood City must identiff the transportation project(s), in writing to

C/CAG. The transportation project(s) must meet the requirements of the relevant

Federal and/or State transportation programs. In addition, the final number of
bedrooms and affordable bedrooms completed or under construction must be

provided in writing to C/CAG.
3. C/CAG will attempt to program the transportation project as soon as practical

depending on funding limitations. However, the transportation project will be
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programmed for the fiscal year that the housing project is expected to be completed.

The City of Redwood City must follow all appropriate steps in programming and

delivery of the transportation project(s) as required by the relevant Federal and/or

State transportation pro grams.

This commitment expires if the Mel's Bowl Site / Urban Housing Group Project is

not "under construction" and the request for programming a valid Redwood City

transportation project has not been made by 03/10/13. "Under construction" shall be

defined as described in item #5.3 of the December 9'n, 2004 CICAG Board of
Directors Meeting.
This commitment is not renewable.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

6.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TII DAY OF MARCH,2011.
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RESOLUTION 11-22

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF D¡RECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF

GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY COMMTTTING TO PROGRAM A $494,000 INCENTIVE TO

THE CITY OF REDWOOD CITY FOR THE DODGE DEALERSHIP DEVELOPMENT SITE / BRE

PROPERTIES PROJECT AS PART OF THE 20I1 TRANSIT ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT HOUSING

INCENTIVE PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the City/ County Association of Govemments (C/CAG) has established a Transit

Oriented Development (TOD) Housing Incentive Program and set aside $3,000,000 to fund the

program; and,

\üHEREAS, the Board ofDirectors ofthe City/CountyAssociation of Governments at its March 10,

2071 meeting determined certain projects were eligible for the Transit Oriented Development

Housing Incentive Program; and,

\ryHEREAS, the City of Redwood City submitted the Dodge Dealership Development Site / BRE

Properties Project consisting of 260 */- units for consideration; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that the project or portions thereof met the minimum density

requirement of 40 units per acre and is within one third of a mile of a rail station or is on a frontage

parcel on the El Camino Real/Ivlission Street; and,

WHEREAS, it was determined that 370 f/- Bedrooms were eligible for the Transit Oriented

Development Housing Incentive Program; and,

WHEREAS, it has been determined that the City of Redwood City is eligible for an incentive of
$494,000.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the City/County

Association of Governments of San Mateo County that C/CAG will program $494,000 from the

TOD Incentive Funds under the following conditions:

1. The Dodge Dealership Development Site / BRE Properties Project that qualified for

the incentive must be built.
2. After the housing project is completed or under construction, but no later than two

years from the date of C/CAG Board's approval of the financial commitment, the

City of Redwood City must identify the transportation project(s), in writing to

C/CAG. The transportation project(s) must meet the requirements of the relevant

Federal and/or State transportation programs. In addition, the final number of
bedrooms and affordable bedrooms completed or under construction must be

provided in writing to C/CAG.
3. C/CAG will attempt to program the transportation project as soon as practical
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depending on funding limitations. However, the transportation project will be

prograÍrmed for the fiscal year that the housing project is expected to be completed.
The City of Redwood City must follow all appropriate steps in progamming and

delivery ofthe transportation project(s) as required by the relevant Federal and/or
State transportation programs.
This commitment expires if the Dodge Dealership Development Site i BRE
Properties Project is not "under construction" and the request for programming a

valid Redwood City transportation project has not been made by 03110113. "LJnder

construction" shall be defined as described in item #5.3 of the December 9th , 2004
C/CAG Board of Directors Meeting.
This commitment is not renewable.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair

6.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS 10TH DAY OF MARCH,?0LI.
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT
March 10,2011

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution 11-10 authorizingthe C/CAG Chair to

execute Ownership, Operations, and Maintenance Agreements between Caltrans

District 4,the Countyof SanMateo, CityofBelmont, Cityof Burlingame, Cityof
Millbrae, City of Redwood City, City of San Bruno, City of San Carlos, City of
San Mateo, and C/CAG to outline and define the roles, responsibilities, terms and

conditions for the ownership, operation, and maintenance of equipment and

components of the San Mateo Smart Corridors and further authorizing the C/CAG

Chair to execute, on behalf of C/CAG, minor changes and amendments thereto as

may be agreed upon by the signatory agencies'

(For further information contact Jean Higaki at 599-1462)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution 11-10 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to

execute Ownership, Operations, and Maintenance Agreements between Caltrans District 4,the
County of San Mateo, City of Belmont, City of Burlingame, City of Millbrae, City of Redwood

City, City of San Bruno, City of San Carlos, City of San Mateo, and C/CAG to outline and

define the roles, responsibilities, terms and conditions for the ownership, operation, and

maintenance of equipment and components of the San Mateo Smart Corridors and further

authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute, on behalf of C/CAG, minor changes and amendments

thereto as may be agreed upon by the signatory agencies'

FISCAL IMPACT

Expected annual maintenance cost to C/CAG is estimated at -$200,000 per year.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funding for maintenance will come from C/CAG County share of Measure M funds for

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS). Staff anticipates that Caltrans and the Metropolitan

Transportation Commission (MTC) will contribute funds.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

The San Mateo County Smart Corridors Project is a cooperative effort by C/CAG, San Mateo

County Transportation Authority (SMCTA), Cities of Belmont, Burlingame, Millbrae, San

Bruno, San Carlos, San Mateo, Redwood City, County of San Mateo, Caltrans, and regional

transportation agencies to implement a traffic management system that can address spill over

traffic due to major incidents on US 101.

ITEM 5.4
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The San Mateo County Smart Corridors Project builds upon the Incident Management -
Alternative Route Plan concepts, developed in 2006, that identified arterial streets that could
serve as alternative routes for moving large amounts of traffic during incidents, minimizing the

impacts of the diverted traffic onto the local street network.

The San Mateo County Smart Corridors Project implements traffic management shategies by
deploying Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) elements along conventional state highway
routes and major local arterials, providing the tools to manage traffic congestion and improve
mobility. C/CAG is funding the design and initial capital installation of the Smart Corridors
Project.

A Stakeholder Committee, made up of technical staff from the member agencies, provides
technical review of the design and provided recommendations to the project consultant. The
Stakeholder committee also communicates local issues to ensure that the project is reflects the
needs of their jurisdiction.

1n200812009, Stakeholder Cities executed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the

City/ County Association of Governments (C/CAG) to acknowledge the Smart Corridors project,
to work cooperatively, and to provide input during the development of the Smart Corridors
project. That MOU defined the vision and goals, general roles, and responsibilities associated

with the development of the Smart Corridor project. There was an understanding that future
agreements wouid be executed which addressed details related to the maintenance and operations
of the Smart Corridors Project.

This Ownership, Operations, and Maintenance Agreement builds upon the previous MOU by
further outlining and defining the roles, responsibilities, terms and conditions for the ownership,
operation, and maintenance of equipment and components of the San Mateo Smart Corridors,
within an agency's right of way.

A draft of the agreement is attached. Minor modifications to individual agreements may be
required to accommodate agencies therefore it is requested that the C/CAG Chair be further
authorized to execute minor changes as may be agreed upon by signatory agencies. All
agreements and modifications will be approved as to form by C/CAG legal counsel prior to
execution.

Agreements that address details between the City and Caltrans and possibly other Cities, may be
developed for operating Smart Corridors equipment during major trafftc incidents.

Financial lmpact

It is expected that Caltrans will maintain or provide the funds to maintain Smart Corridor
equipment located on state right of way. C/CAG will fund the cost of maintaining the new
equipment installed on local right of way. It is also anticipated that regional funds may
contribute to the maintenance of the Smart Corridors.

It is anticipated that the cost to maintain the Smart Corridors equipment will be minimal for a

few years following construction and that the cost will increase with the age of the equipment. It
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is also expected that the cost will fluctuate in any given year but will average out to
approximately $200,000 per year for elements installed on local arterials.

ATTACHMENT

. Resolution 11-10

. Sample Ownership, Operations, and Maintenance Agreement Between the City/ County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG), and the County of San Mateo,
and the Cities for the San Mateo County Smart Corridors.
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RESOLUTION 11.10

****tr?k:k*****

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY AND/COUNTY
ASSOCTATTON OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (CiCAG) AUTHORTZTNG
THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE OWNERSHIP, OPERATIONS, AND MAINTENANCE
AGREEMENTS BETWEEN CALTRANS DISTRICT 4, THE COUNTY OF SA}[ MATEO,

CITY OF BELMONT, CITY OF BURLINGAME, CITY OF MILLBRAE, CITY OF

REDWOOD CrTy, CITY OF SAN BRUNO, CITY OF SAN CARLOS, CITY OF SAN MATEO,
AND C/CAG TO OUTLINE AND DEFINE THE ROLES, RESPONSIBILITIES, TERMS AND

CONDITIONS FOR THE OWNERSHIP, OPERATION, AND MAINTENA¡ICE OF
EQUIPMENT AND COMPONENTS OF THE SAN MATEO SMART CORRIDORS AND

FURTHER AUTHORIZTNG THE C/CAG CHArR TO EXECUTE, ON BEHALF OF C/CAG,
MINOR CHANGES AND AMENDMENTS THERETO AS MAY BE AGREED UPON BY THE

SIGN.A.TORY AGENCIES.

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the CityiCounty Association of Govemments

of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, CiCAG is the sponsor agency for the development and implementation of
the Smart Corridors Project in San Mateo County; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG seeks to execute agreements with stakeholder Cities that outlines

and defines the roles, responsibilities, terms, and conditions for the ownership, operation, and

maintenance of equipment and components that are incorporated and integrated into the San

Mateo County Smart Corridors Project; and

WHEREAS, each City will enter into an agreement with C/CAG and the County of San

Mateo for the ownership, maintenance, and operation of Smart Corridors specific equipment

located within their respective jurisdictional boundaries; and

WHEREAS, the City of Belmont, City of San Mateo, City of Burlingame, City of San

Carlos, City of Redwood City, City of Millbrae, and City of San Bruno, County of San Mateo

and C/CAG are currently working to finalize or execute the Ownership, Operations, and

Maintenance Agreement; and

WHEREAS, each final draft of the Ownership, Operations, and Maintenance Agreement

will be reviewed and approved by C/CAG Legal Counsel as to form before being submitted to

the Chair of the Board for execution.

WHEREAS, additional agteements between Cities, and Caltrans, and possibly other

Cities, may be developed as needed for specific operation of the Smart Corridors equipment

located in the City's limits during major traffic incidents; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Chair of the Board of Directors of
C/CAG is hereby authorized to execute the Ownership, Operations, and Maintenance

Agreements.
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Chair of the Board of Directors of C/CAG is
hereby authorized to execute, on behalf of C/CAG, minor changes and amendments to the
Ownership, Operations, and Maintenance Agreement thereto as may be agreed upon by the
signatory agencies. Final agreements will be approved as to form by C/CAG Legal Counsel,
prior to execution by C/CAG Chair.

PASSED, APPROYED, AND ADOPTED THIS 1OTH DAY OF MARCIdIàOTI.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chair
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OWNERSHIP, OPERATION and MAINTENANCE AGREEMENT
Between

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCTATTON OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)
And

THE COUNTY OF SAN MATEO
And

THE CITY OF )OOO(X
For the

SAN MATEO COUNTY SMART CORRIDORS

This Agreement by and between the City/ County Association of Governments of San Mateo
County, hereinafter referred to as "C/CAG", the County of San Mateo, acting by and through its
Department of Public Works, hereinafter referred to as "Count5Ì', and the City of XXXXXX,
hereinafter referred to as "CITY," is for the purpose of outlining and defining the roles,
responsibilities, terms, and conditions for the ownership, operation, and maintenance of
equipment and components that are incorporated and integrated into the San Mateo County
Smart Corridors Project, hereinafter referred to as "Smart Corridors", "Smart Corridors Project"
or "the Project".

RECITALS

A. C/CAG and CITY entered into a prior Memorandum of Understanding (MOU), on
XXXX XX, 2008, acknowledging an agreement to work cooperatively to develop and
implement the Smart Corridors Project.

B. This Agreement is intended to identify the overall commitment and responsibilities
regarding ownership, operations, and maintenance of the Smart Corridors unique
equipment located within the CITY right-oÊway during day-to-day operations and during
major traffic incidents, as applicable.

C. The Smart Corridors Project is located along predefined designated arterial routes,
parallel and perpendicular to the US 101, including and not limited to SR 82 (El Camino
Real) between I-380 and Whipple Avenue in Redwood City

D. The Smart Corridors Project enables the Project stakeholders to implement traffic
management strategies through the deployment of Intelligent Transportation System
(ITS) elements along state routes and major local streets.

E. In addition to CITY, other project stakeholders with access to selective Smart Corridors
specific equipments currently include the City of Belmont, City of Burlingame, City of
Millbrae, City of Redwood City, City of San Bruno, City of San Carlos, and City of San
Mateo. These stakeholders, who are not signatories to this Agreement, will enter into
separate agreements with C/CAG for the maintenance and operation of Smart Corridors
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specific equipment located within their respective jurisdictional boundaries. (Modify to
remove the specific City for which this agreement is betweeÐ

F. Caltrans District 4, who will have fuIl access to Smart Corridors equipment throughout
the Project limits, who is not a signatory to this Agreement, will enter into a separate
agreement with C/CAG for the maintenance and operations of the Smarl Corridors.

G. Caltrans will enter into a separate agreement with CITY regarding the detailed operations
of the Smart Corridors.

H. The County will enter into a separate agreement with C/CAG with regard to the
construction of portions of the Smart Corridors Project on local arterials (the "C/CAG-
County Agreement").

AGREEMENT

The parties hereto agree as follows:

The new Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) elements to be installed for the Smart Corridors
Project, referred to as "New" equipment, include the following equipment and components:

. Directional signs (trailblazers and other)

. Fixed or pan-tilt-zoom (PTZ) closed-circuit television cameras (CCTV)

. Communications (conduit, fiber, copper, wireless, software, and associated
equipment)

. Arterial changeable message signs (Arterial Dynamic Message Signs - ADMS)

. Vehicle detection systems

. Center-to-center communications between San Mateo County Hub (SMCHub) and
District  Traffic Management Center (D4TMC)

. Porver supply line and equipment

The following elements, located within CITY right-oÊway, are considered existing CITY owned
equipment that is being upgraded to meet the operational needs of the Smart Corridors, referred
to as "Upgraded" equipment:

. Traffic signal controllers, cabinets, signal interconnect equipment, and signal
operating software systems

C/CAG agrees to seek and secure the necessary funding required for maintaining the Smart
Corridors "New" equipment located within CITY's right-of-way.

When a major incident occtlrs on the US 101 such that capacity is severely reduced, Caltrans will
take over operations and control of the Smart Corridor traffic signals and ITS equipment. This
duration will be referred to as "during major traffic incidents" in this Agreement. Normal
operations, without incidents, will be referred to as "during daily operations" in this Agreement.
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"Exhibit A" includes a sunmary of the Smart Corridors equipment and devices and general
agreement as to ownership, maintenance and operations responsibilities.

Caltrans will advertise, award, and administer the construction contract for portions of the Smart
Corridor Project located on State right of way. Pursuant to the C/CAG-County Agreement, the
County will advertise, award, and administer the construction contract for portions of the Smart
Corridors Project located on local arterials. During the term of the C/CAG-County Agreement

The County will own the Smart Corridor equipment added or constructed pursuant to that
agreement (the "Newly Constructed Equipment"). As stated below, the County will relinquish
all interest it might have in any and of all Newly Constructed Equipment and Smart Corridors
equipment to CITY, and other cities, respectively, upon completion of construction. Upon
completion of construction and said transfer of interest, County shall have no further obligations,
rights or interests in the Newly Constructed Equipment.

Ownership

1. CITY shall continue to own the traffic signal system located within CITY right-of-way,
which were "IJpgraded" by the Smart Corridor Project.

2. Upon termination of the C/CAG-County Agreement, CITY shall own and accept from
the County anüor C/CAG, ownership and all of C/CAG's and County's interest in the
"New" Smart Corridors equipment, including all Newly Constructed Equipment and

which includes directional signs, CCTV cameras, communications (conduit, fiber,
equipment), and vehicle detection system, and the electrical costs located within CITY
right-of-way.

Operations

1. CITY shall continue to operate the Smart Corridor "upgraded" City-owned traffic signal
controllers ,trafftc signals, and operational software system located within City right-of-
way at CITY's expense, during daily operations.

2. CITY shall have the rights to view full system CCTV camera images, during both daily
operations and during incidents. During daily operations cities and Caltrans may control
PTZ(s) with priority given to the owning jurisdiction. A framework to establish priority,
rules, and defaults will be developed in a separate agreement with Caltrans.

3. CITY shall have access to view full system vehicle detection data, during both daily
operations and during incidents. Control of the vehicle detection system will remain with
Caltrans.

4. CITY shall have the opportunity of shared control of the directional signs during daily
operations under a separate agreement with Caltrans.
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5. CITY shall relinquish all control of signals, control of aIPTZ cameras, and control of
directional signs to Caltrans during incidents. If Caltrans is unable to assume control of
these systems due to technical reasons control will remain with the CITY.

6. Additional agreements between CITY and Caltrans and possibly other Cities, maybe
developed as needed for operating Smart Corridors equipment located in the CITY limits
during major traffic incidents.

Maintenance

l. CITY shall maintain the Smart Corridor upgraded CITY-owned traffic signal controllers,
trafftc signals, signal interconnect equipment, and operational software system located
within CITY's right-oÊway at CITY's expense.

2. CITY shall assume the associated electrical costs of the Smart Corridor devices located
within CITY' s right-of-way.

3. Except for communication lines, C/CAG shall maintain the'1.{ew" Smart Corridor
equipment, including directional signs, CCTV cameras, and vehicle detection system and
the ADMS signs located within CITY's right-oÊway to the extent that funding is
available. Except for communication lines, CITY will not be held responsible for
maintenance of this "New" equipment.

4. C/CAG will not pay for graffiti removal on smart corridor equipment. CITY shall be
responsible for graffiti removal on devices located within CITY's right-oÊway.

5. C/CAG agrees to obtain a maintenance contractor that specializes in ITS equipment.
C/CAG or its maintenance contractor will obtain an encroachment permit from the CITY
for work within the CITY's right-oÊway.

6. C/CAG or its assignee, shall serye as lead agency to administer the maintenance service' contract or to oversee administration of the maintenance service contract for its Smart
Corridor maintenance responsibility.

7 . If CITY is aware of smart corridor equipment damage caused by a third party, CITY will
notify and assist C/CAG in pursuing a claim against the offending party.

8. Maintenance activities of the Smart Corridor equipment shall include but are not limited
to the following tasks: adopt a performance-based approach, establish a proactive annual
maintenance program, perform regular maintenance, repairs, and replacements; assure
equipment is functioning properly.

Maintenance programs established for the Smart Corridor equipment shall in no way be a
standard of maintenance higher that that required by law.

9. Maintenance service shall be scheduled on an annual basis.
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10. For fiber conduits that do not interconnect signals, the City is responsible to protect the
communication lines by marking the location of these lines on construction plans and by
marking the locations in the field during construction. The City will be responsible to
repair any damage to the communication lines caused by City Staff and contractors
working for the City. The City is also required to include the following language in any
encroachment permits granted to any third party working in the City's right of way.

"Fiber optic communication lines are present in the City right of way. It is the
responsibility of the contractor to protect the integrity of those communication
lines during construction. The contractor will be liablefor all damages to the
communication lines. Through the application and granting of the encroacltment
permit, the City/ County Association of Governments (C/CAG) is specifically
authorized to pursue any claims against the contractor for the cost to repair any
damage caused to thefiber optic communication lines."

11. For all fiber conduits not covered byParagraph 10 above, the City is responsible to
protect the communications lines by marking the location of these lines on construction
plans and by marking the locations in the field during construction. The City will be
responsible to repair any damage to the communication lines caused by City staff,
contractors working for the City, or any third party working under an encroachment
permit issued by the City.

l2.For communication line damage caused by construction activities not under permit, as

owner, the City will maintain this facility in a similar manner to that of other City owned
utilities. C/CAG will be responsible for repair and maintenance of any malfunction of
the communication lines not related to construction and maintenance activities.

Funding for Maintenance Activities

1. C/CAG shall seek to secure the necessary funding required for maintaining the Smart
Corridors "New" equipment located within CITY's right-of-way.

This agreement shall be effective as of January I,2017 and continue until 2060, unless sooner
terminated, or otherwise extended, by the agreement of the parties.

This agreement may be modified only in writing and by mutual consent of both Agencies.
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Hold Harmless/ Indemnity

CITY shall indemnify and save harmless C/CAG and County, their agents, officers, and

employees from all claims, suits or actions to the extent caused by the negligence, error, acts or
omissions of CITY, its agents officers or employees related to or resulting from performance, or
non-performance under this Agreement.

IN WITNESS \ /HEREOF, the Parties have executed this Agreement on the date set forth above

AGREED AND EXECUTED BY:

CITYOFffi

By:
Name, Title

Date:

By:
Counsel for City XXX

Date:

COUNTY OF SAN MATEO
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC \ryORKS

By:
James C. Porter,
County of San Mateo Director of Public'Works

Date:

By:
Counsel County of San Mateo
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CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS OF SA¡I MATEO COUNTY

By:

Date:

By:

Date:

Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair

Counsel for C/CAG
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EXHIBIT A

SMART CORRIDOR EQTIIPMENT / DEVICES

Revised I l/02/09

Notes:

D ,qÑ.r operational cost is the responsibility of agency operating equipment during day-to-day and incidents

2j Communications include: conduit, fìber,twisted wire, equipment, etc. (mayrequire separating equipment)

3) Each city owns equipment located within each respective city limits

4) Allow City a ages, but not control PTZ'

5) Caltrans and ity may operate signs under certain restrictions to be outlined in future agreements.

6) The Smart C ' VDS at all times. Shared access at all times. Need to identify how the equipment will be used by cities for day-to-day operations

7) Includes signals, controllers, conduits, software, power, etc

8j Option, To be split proprotionately based on 7o of equipment (applies to equipment within State ROW)

9) Preference for combining funds from all agencies and funding one maintenance contract

l0) City may negotiate w/ Caltrans for special events or messages

1l) Shared operation with priority/rules to be determined in future agreements. City to provide guidelines for default views'

SMART CORRIDORS EQUIPMENT OPERATIONSI MAINTENANCE9

Description Location Ownership3 Qtv Unit Daily Incident
Financial

Resnonsibilitv 7o Sptits

SignalsT
stare Row Caltrans 60 EA Caltrans Caltrans Caltrans t00%

City Cities 30 EA ffi Caltrans Cìty lOÙV.

FixediPTZ CCTV Cameras
srate Row Caltrans tzs I ^jA

/ !caltrans Caltrans t00%

City Cities ^¡ e, A Caltransa ffi 100%

Directional Signs
State RQfl -EA Caltrans Caltrqy 1l t00%

c\íut J+s EA Calt4ns/çþs ffi l00o/o

ADMS statefl Caltrans 4 11^.t ailÐ Caltrans l00o/o

Vehicle Detection System
State ROV/ Caltrans <?(.--' tlr; tht# Caltrans Caltrans 100Y"

City tst ÁY Caltrans6 Caltrans6 C/CAG l00o/o

Communication
(conduit&wiring)' a I

Stat4o.'r ãoþoo LF nla nla Caltrans t00%

r illr 55,000 LF nla nla City 100%

?,ä#:::#ept' !st"lnñ Caltrans I EA nla nla Caltrans 100%

Cify Cities I EA nla nla C/CAG 100%

SMC Hub ! San Mateo Caltrans I LS Caltrans Caltrans C/CAG / Caltrans 50/50
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT
March 10, 2011

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Review and approval of the process for "Call for Projects" of the Regional
Transp ortation Plan/Sustainable Communiti es Strate gy (RTP/S C S)

(For further information contact Sandy Wong at 599-1409 or Jean Higaki at 599-1462)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve the process for "Call for Projects" of the Regional
Transp ortation Plan/S ustainab le C ommunities Strate gy (RTP/S C S ).

FTSCAL IMPACT
None.

SOURCE OF FUNDS
NA

BACKGROUND/DIS CUS SION

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) issued a"call for projects" on February 14,20Il
for development of its long-range Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
(RTP/SCS). MTC has requested that project sponsorc submit projects through their respective
Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for each county. The county level "call for projects" process

was reviewed by the Congestion Management Program Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) on
February 15,2011 and Congestion Management Program and Environmental Quality Committee
(CMEO on February 28,2071.

Unlike the previous updates of the RTP, the RTP/SCS must align transportation and land use planning
to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Specifically the SCS part adds three new elements to the RTP: (1)
a land use component that identifies how the region could house the entire population of the region
over the next eight and25 years; (2) a discussion of resolrce and farmland areas to be protected; and
(3) a demonstration of how the development pattern and the transportation network can work together
to reduce GHG emissions.

C/CAG staff is working with the San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans) and the San Mateo
County Transportation Authority (SMCTA) on the "call for projects". A county level "call for
projects" was issued to all jurisdictions and potential project sponsors on February 18, 201 1. (See

attached call for projects.) Staff encourages project sponsors to submit projects that can support the
specific RTP/SCS goals and performance targets adopted by MTC on January 26,2011. (Attached to
the call for projects.)

-49-

ITEM 5.5



MTC has assigned each CMA afargel budget, for each county, as an upper financial limit for projects.
This budget is based on population and is only used to set a "reasonable" limit on project submittals.
Project estimates will be required as part of a project submittal.

Programmatic category projects are groups of similar projects, programs, and strategies that are
included under a single group for ease of listing in the RTP/SCS. Projects within programmatic
categories must be exempt from regional air quality conformity. Projects that add capacity or expand
the network are not included in a programmatic category. A iist of eligible programmatic categories is
attached.

MTC will make a web-based prq ect application form available on March I , 2011 . C/CAG anticipates
using this application form to develop the draft list. All projects should be submitted to us through this
online application process.

The following "call for projects" schedule was developed by MTC and augmented with C/CAG
processes (shaded tasks).

Schedule Task Date
Review and Solicit Input on Draft Call for Projects Guidance MTC PTAC: January 3l,20Il

Regional RAWG: February 1,2071
MTC Policy Advisory Council: February 9,
2OII

MTC Planning Committee for Information February 9.2011
MTC Issues Call for Proiects Guidance Letter to CMAs February 10, 2011

C/CAG staff coordination meeting with
SMCTA/SamTrans/JBP

February 10, 201 I

CMP TAC - Process Review February 17,20ll
C/CAG issues a call for projects to all identified project
sponsors

February 18,2011

ClvtEQ - Process Review February 28,2011
Open Web-Based Project Application Form for Use by
CMAs/ Proiect SÞonsors

March 7,2011

Proiect Sponsor submits initial proiect list to C/CAG March 15,20Ll
C/CAG staff develops preliminary draft list of projects based
on sponsor submittals :

March 16,2011

CMP TAC - Review of draft st March 17,20lt .

CMEQ - Review of the draft st March 28,2011
Proiect Sponsors to complete web based application April 8. 2011

C/CAG Board - Review of the draft list April 14. 2011

CMP TAC -Review of the Final List Apnl2l.20ll
CMEQ -Review of the Final List ApnI25.2011
Proiect Submittals Due to MTC Apnl29.2011
C/CAG Board -Approval of the Final List (C/CAG will
submit a draft list and request an extension from MTC for
Board approved frnal list.)

May 12,20ll

MTC Conducts Proj ect-Level Performance Assessment May - July 201 1
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After the close of the project submittal process MTC will conduct'þroject-level perfoÍnance
assessments" from May-July 2011. MTC will also conduct a selection process for projects to include
in "detailed scenarios assessment". The "project-level performance assessment" is designed to identi$
projects and programs that advance the SCSIRTP goals, support the SCS land use strategy, and are
cost-effective. The assessment will be similar to that performed as part of Transportation 2035.
Methodologies for quantitatively and qualitatively comparing the merits of various transportation
projects are in development. The "detailed scenario assessment", performed after the'þroject-level
performance assessment," will capture the interactions among transportation projects and land use.

A schedule for the overall RTP/SCS development is attached and scheduled for adoption during November
2012 - April 2013. See attached memo. It is anticipated that the RTP/SCS will continue to be updated
every four (4) years with no mid term amendment.

ATTACHMENTS

1. C/CAG RTP/SCS Call for Projects with attachments.
2. Programmatic Categories list
3. General SCS Schedule
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Attachment I

C/CAG
Cnv/Cour'ny AssocrATrox or GoveRxMENTs

oF SAN M¡rro Cou¡'¡ry

Alherlon.Belmonl .Brisbone.Burl¡ngamecColmatDalyCify.EaslPaloAltooFosterCitytÍ¡oy¡noonBøyc¡¡¡¡¡t6ororghtMenlopark
Millbrae¡PacilicacPorlolalolleyops¿vl6tdCitytSonBrunocsonCarloscsanMaleocsanMateoCountytsouthsanFranciscoolltoodside

February 18,2011

To: DISTRIBUTIO¡{ LIST (See Below)

Subject: Call for Projects - Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities
Strategy (RTP/SCS)

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) has issued a "call for projects" to Bay Area
Congestion Management Agencies (CMA) on February 74,2011 for development of its long-
range Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS 2040), MTC
has requested that CMAs to coordinate project submittals for their respective counties. CiCAG
is the CMA for San Mateo County.

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is a long range planning document blueprint of the
region's transportation system. Projects included in the RTP are for planning purposes only.
Projects not listed in the RTP/ SCS cannot compete for Federal, State of Califomi4 or regional
discretionary funding. In addition, projects that are 100% locally funded and have regional
significance must be included in the RTP for air quality conformity purposes.

Chanees from last RTP update

In 2008, the California State Legislature passed Senate Bill (SB) 375 (Steinberg). SB 375
requires that the existing framework of regional planning to tie together the regional housing
needs allocation (RHNA) and regional transportation planning in an effort to reduce greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions from motor vehicle trips. It requires that Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) now contain a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) element resulting in an RTP/SCS.

Unlike the previous updates of the RTP, the RTP/SCS must align hansportation and land use
planning to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Specifically the SCS part adds three new elements
to the RTP: (1) a land use component that identifies how the regíon could house the entire
population of the region over the next eight ard25 yeaß; (2) a discussion of resource and
farmland areas to be protected; and (3) a demonstration of how the development pattem and the
transportation network can work together to reduce GHG emissions.

555 Counry Center, 5'h Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 Pno¡¡E: 650.599.1406 F¡¿r.: 65O.361.8227
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Project Submittal to C/CAG

In order to meet the MTC deadlines, project sponsors must submit the initial list of projects to
C/CAG, attention Jean Higaki at jhigals@co.sanmateo.ca.us, by March 15. 2011 using the*2040 RTP Preliminary Project List" as shown in Attachm*t t. ttt aaaitøtt, pro¡ect sponsors
must complete the MTC detail "on-line" applícation by April 8. 2011. The MTC web-based
application will be available on March 7,2011 . For further detail regarding schedule, please
refer to Attachment 2.

To assist project sponsors in their selection of projects for submittal, the current RTp 2035 would
be a good starting point. Project sponsoru should review and update information for projects in
the existing RTP 2035 and submit new projects as applicable. Proiects included in the current
RTP 2035 will be removed if not re-submitted durine this nrocess. Proþcts inclu¿e¿ ltt tt e
current RTP 2035 can be found at:

htt p :l/www. nl tc.ca, qov/¡lanni n p/2 03 5 olan/F (San
Mateo Countyprojects are listed on pages 116-l l8).

General Proiect Criteria

Project sporu¡oË are encouraged to submit projects which meet one or more of the general
criteria listed below, keeping in consideration that projects should support SCS principals
promulgated by SB 375:

o Supports the goals and performance targets of the RTP/SCS (see Attachment 3).
o Serves as a regionally significant component of the regional transportation network. A

regionally signifìcant transportation project seryes regional transportation needs (such as
access to and from the a¡ea outside of the region, major activity centers in the region,
major planned developments such as new retail malls, sports complexes, etc., ot
transportation terminals as wellas most terminals themserves).

o Supports focused growth by serving existing housing and employment centers FOCUS
. Priority Development Areas

o Derives from an adopted plan, corridor study, or project study report (e.g., community-
based transportation plans, countywide transportation plan, regional bicycle plan, climate
action plans, etc.).

By April 8,2011 online project application information should be completed. Project sponsors
should be prepared to include the following information in their submittal:

o How the project meets the RTP/SCS Goals and Performance Targets. (See Attachment 3)o Estimated Project cost - Sponsors are to use established guidelines for estimating project
cost such as:

o Federal: National Cooperative Highway Research Program's Guidance for Cost
Estimation and Management for Highway Projects During Planning, Programming, and
Preconstruction (httÞ;//onlincpubs.trb.orqlonlinenubs/nchmlnchm_w9g.ndf)
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o State: Caltrans' Project Development Procedures Manual Chapter 20, Project
Development Cost Estimates' (http://www.dot.ca.eov/hq/oppdipdpn/chapJdflchapt20.pdÐ

o Project schedule; including start and completion dates for planning, design and/or
conskuction phases

Further details and guideline from MTC will be posted as information becomes available at:

http ://www.onebayarea.orglcþ.htm

Elieible P¡oiect Sponsors:

Eligible project sponsors must be a public agency such as a city, the county, transit operator, a
transportation agency in San Mateo Count¡ or Caltrans. Members of the public are eligible to
submit projects, but must secure a public agency sponsor.

Pro erammatic Cate sories

Projects that are exempt from regional air quality conformity and do not add capacity or expand
the transportation network, may be grouped into broader programmatic categories rather than
submitting them as individual projects for consideration in the RTP/SCS. C/CAG will submit
the following programmatic categories of projects for the entire County of San Mateo:

¡ Bicycle and pedestrian facilities and enhancement
o Lifelinetransportation
¡ Local road safety
o Highway safety
r Local streets and roads O&M
o Non-capacity increasing local road intersection modifications and channelization
o lntelligent transportation system (ITS)
o Shuttles
o TlC/Streetscape
o Transportation Oriented Development (TOD)
o Transportation environmental enhancements
¡ Non-capacity increasing traffic operaiion improvements

Anticip_ated Future Steps:

Starting in May 2011, MTC will select projects to undergo project-level performance evaluations
(see Attachment 4). The results of the project performance assessment will inform the upcoming
detailed alternatives analysis and investment trade-off discussions, ultimately leading to a
preferred RTP/SCS early next year with adoption occurring a year later.
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Deadlines

It is extremely important to meet the submittal deadlines.

r Deadline for preliminaryproject information to be included in the RTP/SCS is due on
March 15,2011.

o Deadline for completing input of the on-line application is April 8,2011.

Please notifo C/CAG staff Jean Higaki at ihigaki@co.sanmateo.ca.us or Sandy Wong at

Slwong(Dco.sanmateo.ca.us when your on-line project application information is complete and

submitted to MTC. Failure to submit an application will be viewed as the sponsor having no

further interest in the project during the upcoming RTPi SCS period.

Ifyou have any questions about this process please contact Jean Higaki at (650) 599-1462

ihisaki@co.sanmateo.ca.us or Sandy Wong at (650) 599-1409 Slwong@co.sanmateo.ca.us.

Executive Director of C/CAG

DISTRIBUTION LIST:
County of San Mateo - Jim Porter, Director of Public Works
Atherton - Duncan Jones, Director of Public Works
Belmont - Leticia Alvarez,, Acting Director of Public'Works
Brisbane - Randy Breault, Director of Public Works
Burlingame - Syed Murturza, Director of Public'Works
Colma- Rick Mao, Director of Public Works
Daly City- John Fuller, Director of Public Works
East Palo Alto - Anthony Docto, Director of Public'Works
Foster City - Ramon Towne, Director of Public Works
Half Moon Bay- Mo Sharma, Director of Public Works
Hillsborough - Martha DeBry, Director of Public Works
Menlo Park - Kent Steffens, Director of Public Works
Millbrae - Ron Popp, Director of Public Works
Pacifica - Van Ocampo, Director of Public Works
Portola Valley - Howard Young Director of Public V/orks
Redwood City- Chu Chang, Director of Public Works
San Bruno - Klara Fabry, Director of Public Works
San Carlos - Robert Weil, Directot of Public Works
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San Mateo 
-Larry 

Patterson, Director of Public Works
South San Francisco - Ray Razavi, City Engineer
Woodside - Paul Nagengast, Director of Public Works
SamTrans - April Chan, Director of Budgets and Grants

CalTrain - Marian Lee, Executive Officer of Planning and Development
SMCTA - Joe Hurley, Director of the Transportation Authority Program
Caltrans - Lee Taubeneck, Deputy Director of Planning
Cathleen Baker - MTC Policy Advisory Council, Mernber
Richard Hedges - MTC Policy Advisory Council, Member
Other Interested Parties

cc:
C/CAG, CMEQ, BPAC, and CMP TAC Members
County of San Mateo - David Bosch, County Manager
Atherton - John Danielson, City Manager
Belmont - Greg Scoles, , City Manager
Brisbane - Clayton Holstein, City Manager
Burlingame - James Nantell, City Manager
Colma - Laura Allen, City Manager
Daly City - Pat Martel, City Manager
East Palo Alto - ML Gordon, City Manager
Foster City - Jim Hardy, City Manager
Half Moon Bay - Laura Snideman, City Manager
Hillsborough - Tony Constantouros, City Manager
Menlo Park - Glen Rojas, City Manager
Millb¡ae - Marcia Raines, City Manager
Pacifica - Steve Rhodes, City Manager
Portola Valley - Angela Howard, City Manager
Redwood City- Peter Ingram, City Manager
San Bruno -- Connie Jackson, City Manager
San Carlos - Jeff Maltbie, City Manager
San Mateo - Susan Loftus, City Manager
South San Francis Barry Nagel, City Manager
Woodside - Susan George, City Manager

Attachments:
L Spreadsheet for Required Preliminary Project List Inforrnation
2. C/CAG RTP Call For Projects Schedule

3. MTC Goals and Performance Targets

4. MTC Draft Transportation Projeðt Performance Assessment Methodology
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San Mateo County Attachment I
Dnft 2040 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP/SCS) Projects

(Costs are shown in $ millions)

I 2048-8 lPjIelilt¡sD,-qrgject!

New or Ref# of
Existing Profect

Sponsor Project Tltle ProJect Descriptlon
Constructlon I

capltal cost I

lln mllllon¡) |

Total Gosf (ln
millions)

Funding Source

f üBO'w'Ëétfl ffir r;r"{,li*il tf ü.¡liBBSkËF,ltôrÈf ß'slñ-Ëfltölv"isrÈË Itffi;,ffifiii

I

ul{
I

Attachment 1 RTP Preliminary Project List

2t18t2011

Page 1



Attachment 2

C/CAG RTP Call For Projects Schedule

Thc following "call for projects" schedule was developed by MTC and augmented with CiCAG
processes (shaded tasks).

Review and Solicit Input on Draft Call for Projects

Guidance

MTC PTAC: January 31, 2011
Regional RAWG; February 1,2011
MTC Policy Advisory Council: February 9,
201 l
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Attachment 3

-AttaelrrnenfA;F
RTP/SCS Goals and Performance Targets

I(¡
\o

I

Goal Performance Target lfroin 2005leiels rinléss noted)

Climate Protection
Dealing effectively with the challenge of climate change involves communities fär beyond
the shores of San Francisco Bay. indeed, Senate Bill 375 requires metropolitan areas

throughout California to reduce greenhouse gas emissions from cars and trucks.

Furthermore. our region must safeguard the shoreline due to sea-level rise through

adaption strategies. By combining aggressive policies with innovative techuologies, the

Bav Area can act as a model for other regions around the state and nationrvide.

Reduce per-capita CO2 emissions from cars and lightduty
trucks by 15%

Adequate Housing
A diverse and sufficient housing supply is essential to maximize livability for all Bay Area

residents. The region aspires not only to ensure affordability and supply ofhousing for
peoples of all income levels and in all nine counties, but also to reduce the concentration of
novertv in lorv-income communities of concern.

House 100% of the region's projected 25-year growth by

income level (very-low, low, moderate, above-moderate)
without displacing current low-income resident

Healthy & Safe Communities
Promoting healthy and safe communities includes improving air quality, reducing

collisions and encouraging more bicycle and pedestrian travel. While policy choices by

regional agencies can help influence land-use decisions and the operation and design of
transportation infrastructure, local governments have the biggest role to play, Cities' and

counties' larrd-use authoritl' directly shapes the development pattems that guide

individuals' travel choices.

Reduce premature deaths from exposure to particular
emissions:

. Reduce premature deaths from exposure to fine
particulates (PM2.5) bY 10%

. Reduce coarse particulate emissions (PMl0) by

3jy:o
. Achieve greater reductions in highly irnpacted

afeas

Associated Indicators
. Incidence of asthma attributable to particulate

emissions
. Diesel particulate emissions

Reduce by 50% the nnmber of injuries and fatalities from
all collisions (including bike and pedestrian)
Increase the average time walking or biking per person

per day for transportation by 60%' (for an average of I 5

minutes Der Derson per day)

Open Space & Agricultt
Limiting urban sprawl w
habitat, in addition to mai

As open space and farm.

rral Preservation
ill help preserve productive agricultural lands and prime natural

ntaining public access to shorelines, mountains, lakes and rivers.

alds are essential to the Bay Area's qualily of life' the region

Direct all non-agricultural development within the urban

fooþrint (existing urban development and urban growlh
boundaries)

. Scenarios will be compared to 2010 urban footprint



Attachment 3
-A;teeffi RTP/SCS Goals and Performance Targets

January 31,2011
Page 2 of 2

I

oìo
I

Goal Perforniah ce. Ta rÊet (frôm' 20051'ièVels, uiT less n oted)

should focus growth in existing urban areas rather than pursue additional development in

outlvins areas.

for analytical purposes onlY

Equitable Access
A trtgh qt*ltty "f 

life is not a privilege reserved only for the wealthy' Regional agencies

rurt *ort to ensrue that high-quaiity hor"rsing is available for people of all incomes; that

essential destinations may be reached at a minimal cost of time or money; that mobility

options are available not only to those who can transport themselves but also to our

giowing populations of senior and disabled residents; that the benefìts and burdens alike

ãr t'un'på.tãtion invesrm:T::':::::y":i::::::*.1"ï:r'lfitr 
i"1T",,lilk,ifr|";i,"fli:ii:"^

Decrease by 10Vo the share of low-income and lower-middle
income residents' householcl inco¡ne consumed by

transportation and housing

Increase gross regional product (GRP) by 87% - an average

of2.lY' per year (in current dollars)Economic VitaliW
Á--rttot1g ".ono*y 

is imperative to ensure continued qualrty of life for all Bay Area

residents. This includes a healthy clìmate for business and growth, and plentiful

employment opportunities for individuals of all skill levels and industries' Sarwy

tra'spártatlon uù l*¿-use policies in pursuit of this goal will not only reduce travel times
,- o^^^c<ìhilifr¡ and honct reliahilitv-

o De"teas" average per-trip travel time by l0% fo¡ non-

auto modes
o Decrease automobile vehicle miles traveled per capita by

r0%
o Maintain the transportation system in a state of good

repair:
. Increase local road pavement condition index (PCI)

to 75 or better
. I)ecrease distressed lane-miles of state highways to

less than 10% of total lane-miles
. Reduce avera.q,e transit asset age to 50% of qseful rc

portation system requires preserving existing assets

in a state of good repair as rvell as leveraging assets that are not fully utilized and making

targeted, coJ-effectìve inrprovernents. Continued maintenalce is necessary to protect

,ufity, *ini-ir. vehicle dårnage, support inhll development in existing urban areas and

promote economic growth regionwide'

Infrastructure Security

@fromnatura1ormanmadedisastersisathreattotheS9curityof
Bay Area infrastructure]To preserve the region's economic vitality and quality of life, Bay

Áráu gou.rrrment official -- in cooperation with federal and state agencies - 
¡¡1u5f 'w6¡k

to preîent damage to infrastructure systems and to minimizeihe potential impacts of any

future disasters. Funding priorities must reflect the need to ensule infrastructure security

and to avoid anY preventable loss oflife-



Attachment 4

-&tfæù ent-d"S - MTC's Draft Transportation Project Performauce Assessment Methodology

I

Or
H

I

Transportation 2035 SCS/RTP Approach - lnitial Thoughts

Goals
Assessment
(largely
qualitative)

¡ All projects (700+¡ assessed, grouped into 13 project
type

¡ How well projects address each goal/number of goals
addressed

. Conducted by panel of MTC staff and stakeholders

. Same as for Transpoftation 2035 - but reflecting new goals/targets
and with added emphasis on:

¡ support for focused growth
e statutory goals to reduce carbon dioxide and

accommodate future housing demand
. For larger projects, use quantitative information where available,

such as projected CO2 and particulate emissions reduction

Benefit-Cost
Assessment
(quantitative)

o 60 large-scale uncommitted projects as well as
uncommitted regional programs

. MTC modelanalysis

1. B/C ratio in 2035 including
o DefaY
o CO2
o PM10 and PM2.5
o lnjuries & fatalities
o Direct user costs (vehicle operating/ownership)
o Cost savings for on-time maintenance

Cost per reduction on CO2
Cost per reduction in VMT
Cost per low-income household served by new transit

Goals not reflected in B/C are captured through the
qualitative assessment

2
3
4

¡ Same types of projects but potentially more (perhaps 100) - subject
to final policy on committed projects

. MTG modelanalysis

1. B/C ratio - over 25 yrs instead of horizon year (if time allows)
o Travel time (see notes below)
o CO2
o PM10 and PM2.5
o Health costs associated with changes in active

transportation levels
o lnjuries & fatalities
o Direct user costs (vehicle operating/ownership)
o Cost savings for on-time malntenance

Goals not reflected in B/C are captured through the goals assessment
in a qualitative fashion

Synthesis &
Use of
lnformation

. Bubble chart mapping B/C and number of goals
addressed

. Sponsors "justify" projects with low-B/C before inclusion
in the draft plan

. Bubbte chart mapping B/C and number of goals addressed

. Sponsors must "justify" projects with
(a) low B/C or meeting few goals
(b) increase in CO2 emissions
(c) that do not support draft land use

Consideration
s

Four quantitative measures was information overload for
the decision makers; prefer to have a single quantitative
result

. consider approaches to address to concern that current B/C model

is dominated by travel time
o Sensitivity iests of impact of travel time on relative ratings of

projects
o Review emerging practices for travel time valuation (e'g',

discounting small time savings, different values of time based

on trip purpose, value of reliability )
o Assess significance of B/C results for each project



Attachment 2

*tffir{c.}
Programmatic Categories

Programmatic categories are groups of similar projects, programs, and strategies that are included under a single
group for ease of listing in the RTP/SCS. Projects within programmatic categories must be exempt from regional
air quality conformity. Projects that add capacity or expand the network are not included in a programmatic
category. Projects that do not fit within the identified programmatic categories are listed separately in the
RTP/SCS. Programmatic categories are listed below.

1. BicycleÆedestrian Expansion (new facilities, expansion of existing bike/pedestrian network)
2. Lifeline Transportation (Community Based Transporlation Plans projects such as

information/outreach projects, dial-a-ride, guaranteed ride home, paratransit, non-operational transit
capital enhancements (i.e. bus shelters). Does not include fixed route transit projects.)

3. Transit Enhancements (ADA compliance, mobility and access improvements, passenger shelters,
informational kiosks)

4. BicycleÆedestrian Enhancements (enhancements, streetscapes, TODs, ADA compliance, mobility
and access improvements)

5. Transit Management Systems (Translink@, Transit GPS tracking systems (i.e. Next Bus))
6. Local Road Safety (shoulder widening, realignment, non-coordinated signals)
7. Highway Safety (implementation of Highway Safety Improvement Program, shoulder improvements,

guardrails, medians, barriers, crash cushions, lighting improvements, fencing, increasing sight distance,
emergency truck pullovers)

8. Transit Safety and Security Improvements (Installation of security cameras)

9. Regional Air Quality and Climate Protection Strategies (outreach programs and non-capacity
projects specifically targeting regional air quality and climate protection strategies)

10. Local Air Quality and Climate Protection Strategies (outreach programs and non-capacity projects
specif,rcally targeting local air quality and climate protection strategies)

11. Regional Planning and Outreach (regionwide planning, marketing, and outreach)
12. Transportation I)emand Management (continuation of ridesharing, shuttle, or vanpooling at current

levels)
13. Non-Capacity Increasing Local Road Intersection Modifications and Channelization
14. Non-Capacity Increasing State Highway Enhancements (noise attenuation, landscaping, roadside

rest areas, sign removal, directional and informational signs)
15. FreewayÆxpressway Incident Management (freeway service patrol, call boxes)
16. Non-Capacity Increasing FreewayÆxpressway Interchange Modifications (signal coordination,

signal retiming, synchronization)
17. Freeway/Expressway Performance Management (Non-ITS Elements, performance monitoring,

cor¡idor studies)
1 8. BicycleÆedestrian Facilities Rehabilitation
19. Non-Capacity Increasing Local Road Rehabilitation (Pavement resurfacing, skid treatments)
20. Non-Capacity Increasing Local Bridge Rehabilitation/Replacement/Retrofit
21. Transit Guideway Rehabilitation
22. T ransit Station Reh abilitation
23. Transit Vehicle Rehabilitation/Replacement/Retroñt
24. State Highway Preselryation (Caltrans SHOPP, excluding system management)
25. Toll B rid ge Rehabilitation/Replacement/Retrofit
26. Local Streets and Roads O&M (Ongoing non-capital costs, róutine maintenance)
27. Transit O&M (Ongoing non-capital costs, preventive maintenance)
28. Transit Operations Support (purchase of operating equipment such as fareboxes, lifts, radios, office

and shop equipment, support vehicles)
29. State Highway O&M (Caltrans non-SHOPP maintenance, minor 'A' and 'B' programs)
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Attechment 3
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Date:

To:

From:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

March l0,20ll

C/CAG Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 11-l lAuthorizing the C/CAG Chair to

Execute a Contract Work Authorization, Adding $125,000 of PG&E Green

Communities Funding for Countywide Climate Action Planning, to the Master

Service Agreement between CiCAG and PG&E'

(For further information please contact Kim Springer at 650-599-1412 or Richard Napier at 650-

s99-1420)

Recommendation:

Review and approve Resolution 11-11 authorizing the C/CAG chair to execute a Contract Work

Authorizatio¡,ã¿ding $125,000 of PG&E Green Communities Funding for countywide climate

action planning, to the Master Service Agreement between C/CAG and PG&E, per staff

recommendation.

Fiscal Impact:

All funding for development of this project is funded by Public Goods Charges under the

auspices oith" Califomia public Utilities Commission (CPUC) through Pacif,rc Gas and Electric

CoÀpany GGAE). C/CAG adopted an Agreement, December 9, 2008, with the County of San

Mateo to manage and staff the San Mateo County Energy V/atch (SMCEW)' The County

invoices C/CAG for work performed by its staff and contractors, C/CAG invoices PG&E for

these costs, pG&E pays C/CAG for work performed, and C/CAG pays the County. SMCEW

program funding essentially "passes through" C/CAG to pay for the staff and contractor cost'

V/ith this contract, CiCAG is agreeing to match up to $125,000 of funding designated for climate

action activities between fiscal years 2010-2011 and 2011-2012 C/CAG, from Congestion Relief

funds.

Background/ Discussion:

The C/CAG Board adopted resolution 08-46 at its October 2008 meeting authorizing the C/CAG

Chair to execute an Agieement between C/CAG and PG&E, establishing a new PG&E Local

Government Partnership (LGP) in San Mateo County; the SMCEV/. This Agreement was for
.,bridge period" funding while the CPUC and PG&E negotiated filings in anticipation of
adoptìon of a Proposed Decision on the part on the CPUC for a2009 through 2010 program

cycle.

Once pG&E and the CpUC completed negotiations, deciding that a new program cycle would be.-

for 20l}-20]2,the C/CAG Board adopted Resolution 09-55 authorizing it. c¡caC Chair to ITEM 5'6
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execute an Agreement between C/CAG and PG&E for the 2010 through2}l2 program cycle of

the SMCEW for up to $5 Million dollars.

This new Resolution, 1 1- I l, authorizes the C/CAG Chair to execute, what PG&E calls a

Contract Work Authorization (CWA) addition to the existing Master Service Agreement

between C/CAG and pG&E for an additional $125,000 of funding. This resolution further

authorizes the c/cAG Executive Director and c/cAG Counsel to implement minor changes to

the contract during the completion of negotiations, and to match up to $125,000 for this project

from the Congestion Relief fund.

This CWA scope of work is related to climate action planning activities and is funded by, what

pG&E and the CPUC call Green Communities Funding, and is complementary to a scope of

work already committed to, under an existing $50,000 grant funded by the Bay Area Air Quality

Management District (BAAQMD).

The existing BAAQMD grant scope of work is for the creation of a climate action planning

(CAp) temflate dor'rr*"tit, and grãenhouse gas (GHG) emissions forecasting and calculation

tools. The following are deliverables for that grant and their status:

o Establishment of a working group (completed)

o procurement of a contractor to write the template document, to support the establishment

of a list of GHG reduction measures and corresponding calculation methodologies

(completed)
o Draft and final CAp template document, list of GHG reduction measures, calculation

methodologies (in Process)
o Draft and final forecasting and calculation tools (not yet started)

. completion of two (2) cAPs by cities in San Mateo County

This pG&E CWA compliments the above BAAQMD scope of work by funding the completion

of the following additional deliverables:
o Creation of not only forecasting and calculation tools, but also a GHG emission tracking

tool for use by all the cities in San Mateo County

o Development of a user's manual for the template and the tools

o Delivery of two workshops on how to use the template and tools

o Technical assistance to aid in the completion of five (5) city CAPs and one countywide

(c/cAG) CAP.

Resolution i 1-l I and the pG&E CWA, which includes the scope of work, are attached for your

review.

Attachments:

Resolution 1i-11
pG&E Contract Work Authorization (CV/A) for $125,000 of funding for climate action planning
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RESOLUTION NO. 11-1I

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE CITY/COUNTY
ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG)
AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE A CONTRACT \ilORK

AUTHORIZATTON, ADDING $125,000 OF PG&E GREEN COMMIINITIES FUNDING
FOR COUNTYWIDE CLIMATE ACTION PLANNING, TO THE MASTER SERVICE

AGREEMENT BETWEEN C/CAG AND PG&E

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments of
San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, the C/CAG Board adopted resolution 08-46 at its October 2008 meeting,

authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute an Agreement between C/CAG and Pacific Gas & Electric
(PG&E) for a2009-2010 program cycle of the San Mateo County Energy Watch (SMCEW); and

WHEREAS, the CPUC adopted a proposed decision to establish a new 201 0 -2012 progam
cycle of funding for the SMCEW, leaving the 2009 program year as a stand alone, bridge funded

year; and

\ilHEREAS, the C/CAG Board adopted Resolution 09-55 at its November 2009 meeting

authorizing the C/CAG Chair to execute a Master Service Agreement between C/CAG and PG&E

for the 2010 through20l2 progr¿rm cycle of the SMCEW for up to $5 Million dollars; and

\ilHEREAS, County and C/CAG staff wish to provide all the cities in San Mateo County

with the tools and technical support to forecast, calculate and track greenhouse gas emissions and

complete climate action plans; and

WHEREAS, County and C/CAG staff have negotiated with PG&E for a Contract Work
Authorization, adding additional funding for an expanded set of deliverables, complimentary to an

existing grant project with the Bay Area Air Quality Management District for climate action

planning;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the Chair is authorized to

execute a Contract V/ork Authorization, adding $125,000 of PG&E Green Communities Funding

for countywide climate action planning, to the Master Service Agreement between C/CAG and

PG&E and that the Executive Director and Counsel are authorized to make minor changes to said

Agreement during completion of negotiations.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS 10TH DAY OF MARCH 2011.

Thomas M. Køsten, Chair
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Contract Work Authorization

Contract Work Authorization (cWA)
This Gontract Work Authorization ("CWA") No. 2500458103 is issued under and pursuant to the Blanket Agrcement or
Master Service Agreement No.44ffi004093 dated 1ll3Ol2OOg (the "MSA") between the below-named Gontractor
("Contractor''), City/County Assoclation of Governments {GCAG}, and Paclfic Gas and Electric Company ("PG&E"}, a
Califomia corporation with ¡ts headquarter located at 77 Beale Street, San Francisco, Califomia 94105, Contractor

Contracto/s
Legal Name:

Cont¡acto/s
Address:

City/County Association of Govern ments (CCAG)

555 Gounty Center, 5h Floor

Redwood City, CA 94063

Total Number of Pages: 4l

Projeet Name:

Job Location:

San Mateo County Energy Watch

San Mateo County

WORK: Contractor shall, at its own risk and expense, pelorm the Work described in this Contract Work Authorization and
fumish all labor, equipment, and malerials necessary to complete the Work as summarized below and as more fully descdbed in
Attachment 1, Scope of Work.

The City and County Association of Govemments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) has set a goal to have every city in San Mateo
County and the Counly of San Mateo complete a climate action plan (CAP) or greenhouse gas reduc{ion sùategy. C/CAG
intends to provide the cities in San Maleo County, the CounÇ and Cupertino with a template, forecasting and calculalion tools,
and technical support to help achieve that goal. This ContractWork Authorization (CWA) is focused on the technical support
aspecl of the project goal. This will include materials for and delivery of a workshop on the new template and lool "padrage', a
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions dala management system, technical assistance for individual cities, and a goal of six (6)
completed CAPs.

ATTACHMENTS: Each of the followlng documenÈ are attached to this CwA and are ¡ncorpo?ated herein by this rcference:
Attachment 1: Scope of Work, 3-41

CWA TERM: This CWA is efiective upon signature by both parties and expires on 1/312013. Time is of the essence-

CWA Contraclor shall commence performance hereof when directed to do so by PG&E and Work shall be
COMPLETION: completed by the completion date ol1l31f2}13.

CONSIDERATION: As full consideration for satisfadory performance of the Work under this CWA by Contractor, PG&E's total
obligation to Contractor shall nol exceed the following amount. This amount is inclusive of all laxes incurred in the performance
of lhe Work. Any change to lhis amount shall only be aulhorized in writing by a PG&E CWA Change Order, fully executed by
both PG&E and Conlractor.

TOTAL:$125,000

Sourcing
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THE PARTIES, BY SIGNATURE OF THEIR AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVES, HEREBY AGREE TO THE TERMS OF
THIS GONTFACT

PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY CONTRACTOR: G ity/CounÇ Association of Governm ents
(ccAG)

Signature Signature

Name Kerynn Gianotti Name

Title Sr.- Program Manager i Title
i

Date Date

624229 CWA (12-1-08)



Contracl Work Authorization

CWA No, 2500458103
Page2 ol 41

PG&E Maria LoGonto I Coni¡eclor

Fhonc Fhonc

Erngll i mllü@pgE-mÍn Emell

Accounting Rolo¡enco

PGåE WorÌ Suporvleon

INVOICE
INSTRUCTIONS:
Conbactor shall send
inwiræs for each payment
when due, showing the
CWA number, to;

PACIFIC GAS AND
ELECTRIC COMPANY

Kerynn GHnþtU

Send ORIGINAL lnvoice to;

Phone: 415,973.4473

PG&E Accounts Payable*
PO Box 7760
San Francisco, CA %120-7760

Send COPY of lnvoice to: Kerynn Gianotti
245 Market Stteet, N6G
San Francisco, CA 94105

For ¡nfomat¡on regarding invoice stalus, call PG&E's Paid Help Line at (800) 75ÈPAID (12431 o¡ 90 to AP
Web Reporting site et www.poe.coñy'actoav

'Note: Contractors using the XIGN System do not need to mail a copy of the invoice to PG&E.

Distribution of Copies:
E Document Servic¿s
(Signed OrþinalGopy)
Mail Code N5D
245 MARKET ST., SAN FRANCISCO

il Conlrsctor

{SqnorJ Ortgtnal toP¡r¡

il Manager

Ü Supsrvreol

fl Soutcing/ Purchaelog

Sourcing
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Date:

To:

X'rom:

Subject:

CICAG AGENDA REPORT

March l0,20ll

CitylCounty Association of Govemments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Review and approval of Resolution 11-12 authorizing the Executive Director to

execute Right-of-Way Certifications for State and Federal-Aid Transportation

Projects

(For further information or questions contact John Hoang at 363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve Resolution 11-12 authorizing the Executive Director

to execute Rightof-Way Certifications for State and Federal-Aid Transportation Projects.

SOURCE OF FT]NDS

Not applicable.

FISCAL IMPACT

None.

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

For C/CAG sponsored projects that receives state and federal funding, C/CAG is required to

submit to Caltrans requests for authorizationto receive funds. Along with the request for
authorization ate various supporting forms that are required to be submitted, one of which is the

Right-of-Way Certification. The sponsoring agency, C/CAG, is responsible for ensuring that all

right-of-way activities are in compliance with the federal requirements. The Right-of-Way
Certification for each C/CAG sponsored projects would require a separate resolution by the

Board.

As an alternative to generating a separate Board resolution for each project, Caltrans allows

agencies to adopt a single resolution giving a responsible agency official blanket authority to

execute all Right-of-V/ay Certifications. The intent of such blanket authority is to streamline the

process and avoid the necessity of having to execute each individual certification with a separate

resolution. Typically, for city-sponsored projects, the blanket authority to execute the

certification would be given to the Public Works Director.

This resolution would provide the C/CAG Executive Director a blanket authority to execute

Right-of-Way certifications for CiCAG sponsored projects that receive state or federal funding.

ATTACHMENTS

. Resolution 11-12
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RESOLUTION II.I2
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE

CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERI\MENTS OF SAN MATEO
COUNTY AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR TO EXECUTE
RIGHT.OF.\ilAY CERTIFICATIONS FOR STATE AND FEDERAL.AID

TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the City/County Association of Governments
of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the designated Congestion Management Agency responsible for
the development and implementation of the Congestion Management Program for San Mateo
County; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the recipient of State and Federal-aid grants for the design and

construction of local transportation projects; an

\ilHEREAS, the State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) requires as

part of the project approval process the execution of a Right-of-V/ay Certification prior to '

releasing funds; and

WHEREAS, authorizing the Executive Director to execute these certifications each time
will streamline project delivery.

NO\ry, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED bythe Board of Directors of the City/County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County that the Executive Director is authorized to
execute Right-of-V/ay Certif,rcations for state and federal-aid transportation projects.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THrS 10TH DAY OF MARCH 2011.

Thomas M. Kasten, Chøir
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DATE:

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

March 10,2011

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG)
Board of Directors

David F. Carbone, C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff
TEL: 650136304477 ; email: dcarbone@co.sanmateo.ca.us

Consideration/Approval of a Recommendation from the C/CAG Airport Land Use
committee (ALUC), Re: comprehensive Airport Land use compatibility plan
(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco,
R:e: Oyster Point Specific Plan and Phase I Project

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE C/CAG AIRPORT LAND USE COMMITTEE (ALUC)

That the C/CAG Board of Directors, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, take action to
determine that the relevant content of the Oyster Point Specffic PIan and Phase I Project
documents is consistent with (1) the recommended guidance from the Caliþrnia Airport Land Use
Planning Handbook January 2002, (2) the text in the relevant Sections of California Public Utilities
Code Division 9, Part 1, Chapter 4, Article 3.5, and (3) the applicable airporlland use compatibility
criteria contained in the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land (Jse Plan, as amended, for
the environs of San Francisco International Airport, based on the following conditions:.

l. Add appropriate text in the Oyster Point Specific Plan and Phase I Project related documents
to: (1) identifu all of the FAR Part 77 heighïlairspace protection parameters (imaginary
surfaces) for San Francisco International Airport that affect the Specific PIan area and include
a graphic that illustrates the configuration of the FAR Part 77 surfaces over the planning area;
(2) indicate all future development in the Specific Plan areais subject to (a) the limitations of
the applicable FAR Part77 airspace parameters and (b) the formal federal notification process,
via FAA Form 7460-1, "Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration" and (3) indicate that
the findings of all aeronautical studies conducted by the FAA, per the federal notification
process, will be incorporated into the City Council approval of all new development in the
planning area.

2. Add appropriate text in The Oyster Point Specffic Plan and Phase I Project related documents
to indicate the proposed hotel use shall be designed to achieve an interior noise level of 45 dB
CNEL or less in all habitable rooms based on aircraft noise events related to aircraft
operations at San Francisco International Airport.

3. Add appropriate text in ttre Oyster Point Specffic Plan and Phase lProject relateddocuments
to indicate all future development in the Specific Plan area (all phases) shall comply with all
relevant FAA standards and criteria for safety, regarding flashing lights, reflective material,
land uses which may attract large concentrations of birds, HVAC exhaust vents, and uses
which may generate electrical/electronic interference with aircraft communications and/or
instrumentation (see list on p. 5 of attached ALUC Staff Report, dated February 17,2011).
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C/CAG Board Agenda Report, Re: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibilify Plan
(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco, Re: Oyster
Point Specílïc Pløn øncl Phase I Project
March 10,,2011
Page 2 of 4

RECOMMENDATION FROM THE C/CAG AIRPORT LAND USE COMMITTEE
(ALUC) - continued

4. Add appropriate text in the Oyster Point Specffic Plqn and Phase I Project related
documents to indicate all of the planning area is located within the proposed airport
influence area (AIA) boundary (Area B) for San Francisco Intemational Airport and that all
property for sale or lease in the planning area will be subject to the real estate disclosure
requirements of Chapter 496, Statutes 2002.

5. Include the following text in the Oyster Point Specific Plan and Phase I Project related
documents or in the South San Francisco City Council resolution to adopt the Oyster Point
Specffic Plan qnd Phase I Project documents to address compliance with the relevant
airporlland use compatibility criteria for the environs of San Francisco Intemational
Airport, per Califomia Government Code 65302.3 General Plan Consistency With
Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP):

"The goals, polices, and other relevant content contained herein do not conflict with the
guidance from the California Airport Land Use Plqnning Handbook January 2002, (2)
the text in the relevant Sections of California Public Utilities Code Division 9, Part l,
Chapter 4, Article 3.5 Airport Land Use Commission, and (3) the applicable airport/land
use compatibility criteria for the environs of San Francisco International Airport, as

contained in the Draft Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) for
the environs of San Francisco International Airport August 2010, as amended and in the
adopted San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan 1996, as amended for
the environs of San Francisco Intemational Airport."

FISCAL IMPACT

None.

BACKGROUND

The City of South San Francisco has referred its Oyster Point Specific PIan and Phase I Project
document, related General Plan amendment text, and other relevant documents to the C/CAG Board
of Directors, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, for a determination of the consistency of
the content of those documents with the relevant airport/land use compatibility criteria contained in
the San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended for the
environs of San Francisco International Airport (SFO) (see Attachment No. 1 in the attached ALUC
Staff Report). The City of South San Francisco and a private developer are proposing a public-
private redevelopment of approximately 80 acres at the east end of Oyster Pont Boulevard along the
edge of San Francisco Bay (see Attachment No. 2 inthe attached ALUC Staff Report). The site is
located approximately two miles north of San Francisco Intemational Airport.
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C/CAG Board Agenda Report, Re: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan

(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco, Re: Oyster

Poínt SpecíJic Plan and Phase I Proiect
March 10,2011
Page 3 of4

BACKGROUND - continued

These proposed land use policy actions are subject to ALUC/C/CAG review, pursuant to PUC

Section 21676 (b). The 60-day state-mandated review period will expire on April 7,2011. A draft

document prepared for C/CAG by a consultant team entitled, Draft Comprehensive Airport Land
(Ise Compatibitity Ptanfor the Environs of San Francisco International Airport was used by ALUC

staff as a reference in this consistency review. An amended version of that new document will
replace the San Francisco International Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan chapter in the 1996

CLUP document.

The Caliþrnia Airport Land [Jse Planning Handbook January 2002 provides guidance to the

C/CAG Board and C/CAG Staff, regarding the concept of "consistency" between a proposed local

agency land use policy action (i.e. general plan amendment; specific plan) and the relevant content

of a comprehensive airport/land use compatibility plan (CLUP). The Handbook guidance states the

following:

"As widely applied in airport land use planning, consistency does not require being

identical. It means only that the concepts, standards, physical characteristics, and resulting

consequences of a proposed action must not conflict with the intent of the law or the

compatibility plan to which the comparison is being made."

The C/CAG Board has expanded its consistency determination finding (action) to also include

consistency with (a) the relevant guidance from the California Airport Land Use Planning

Handbook January 2002 and(b) the text in the relevant sections of Public Utilities Code Division 9,

Part 1, Chapter 4, Article 3.5 Airport Land Use Commission.

DISCUSSION

I. Airportlland Use Compatibility Issues

Guidance from the Caliþrnia Airport Land Use Planning Handbook January 2002 and the relevant

sections of the California Public Utilities Code Division 9, Part l, Chapter 4, Article 3.5 identify the

scope and content of an airport/land use compatibility plan (CLUP) and the relevant compatibility
issues to be addressed (height of structures, use of airspace, and airspace compatibility; aircraft

noise impacts; and safety criteria). Each of those issues, as it relates to the content of the City of
South San Francisco, Re: Oyster Point Specific Plan and Phase I Project referral is addressed in

the attached ALUC Staff report, dated February 17,2011, with eight attachments.
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C/CAG Board Agenda Report, Re: Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibitity Plan
(CLUP) Consistency Review of a Referral from the City of South San Francisco, Re: Oyster
Poínt SpeciJic Pløn and Phase I Project
March 10,2011
Page 4 of 4

DISCUSSION - continued

II. C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Review/Action

The C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) reviewed the City of South San Francisco
Oyster Point SpecÌfic Plan ond Phase I Project referral at its Regular Meeting on February 24,
2011. Based on a clarification from South San Francisco Planning staff to ALUC staffjust before
the ALUC meeting started, ALUC staff requested the Committee consider a minor wording change
to all five proposed consistency conditions to read as follows:

In the first line of each proposed condition, as shown in the ALUC staff report, add the word
"related" after "Phase 1 Project" and replace the word "document" with the word
"documents."

ALUC staff explained the proposed minor word change would provide the City of South San
Francisco staff with the flexibility it needs to comply with the ALUC conditions by incorporating
the relevant text in the appropÅate Specific Plan related documents. There was no Committee
discussion on the proposed wording change. The Committee unanimously approved a motion to
recoûtmend the action shown on p. 1 of this Agenda Report. The recommended action includes the
minor wording change proposed by ALUC Staff.

ATTACHMENT

C/CAG Airport Land Use Committee (ALUC) Staff Report, dated February 17,271, with eight (8)
attachments.

ccagagendareportsSFOYSTERPOINTSPEF|CPLANO2 I Ldoc
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TO:

FROñfi:

ÞATE:

RE:

C/GAG
City/County Association of Governments

of San Mateo County

Atherton. Belmont. Brisbane. Burlingame.Colma. Daly City. East PaloAlto 'FosterCity 'Half Moon Bay
.Hillsborough .lVienloPark.lúiillbrae "Pacifica.PortolaValley.RedwoodCity.SanBruno'SanCarlos'Sanî'/lateo

. San Mateo County . South San Francisco 'Woodside

c/cAG A¡RPORT LAN[) USE COMI'!¡TTEE (AtUC]

STAFF REFORT
F[ease Gomtaat: Dave Carbone, AL¡JG Staff, 455 es. Center, 2nd Floor., Redwood, City, CA 94063

TE[-: 650-363-4417; FAX: 650-363.4849; email:

C/CAG.Airport Land Use Gomnrittee (ALtJe) Rep¡esentatives and Alternates

'David F. O,arbone, ALUC StaffWg
Fæbruary 47,2011

¡.:þnn No. 5 for'iFebruary;?,4,2ALí: Gomprehens¡ve Airport Land
l' Þ P From the City of South
SáhF FhaselPrcject

STAFF R,ECOTIilIENDATIOìT

That the eieAG A,irport Land !,ise eommittee (ALLJC) recommend that the CICAG Board of
Directors, that the C/CAG Board, acting as the Airport Land Use Commission, determine that
the relevant content of the City of City of South San Francisco Oysfer Point Specific Plan and
Phase I Project and related General Plan arnendment text are consistent with (1) the
recommended guidance from the eafifomia Airyoft Land Use Planning Handbook January
2002, (2) the text in the relevant Sections of California Public Utilities Code Division 9, Part 1,

Chapter 4, Article 3.5, Airport Land Use Commission and (3) the relevant content in the San
Mateo County Comprehensive Airyoft Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for the
environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport, and (4) the relevant content contained in the
Drcft Comprehensive Airyoft Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP) forthe envi¡ons of San
Frcncisca tntemationatAirport August 201011, based on the following conditions:

ofcontentoftheSanMateoCountyComprehensiveAirportLand
Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for the environs of San Francisco lntemational Airport (SFO), lt contains
the most up to date airporVland use compatibÍlity criteria available for the environs of SFO.

ALUC Vice Ghairpemon:
Ann Keighran, Council Member
City of Burlingame, Califomia

C/CAG A¡rport Land Use Gommittee (ALUC) Staff:
David F, CarÞone, Transportation Systems Coordinator/Airport Environs
Planning, County of San Mateo Planning and Building Department.

s5s couNTy cENTER,5tn FLooR, REDWooo ctTY, cA 94063 - 650/599-1406.650/594-9980
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Frameiseo, Re: Oysfer Foint Specafie Plan and Fhase'f Frajeet
Fehruary trT,2A14
Page 2 af 7

STAFF RECOMMENDATIOÞ,! - contlnued

î. Add appropriate text in the Oysfer Point Specfíc Plan and Phase 1 Froject document to:
(1) identify all of the FAR Fart 77 heighVairspace protection parameters (imaginary
surfaces) that affect the Specffic Plan area and include a graphic that illustrates the
configuration of the FAR Par177 surfaces over the planning area; (2) indicate all future
development in the Specffic Plan area is sub,ject to (a) the limitations of the applicable
FAR Fart 77 airspace pa!'ameters and (b) the forrnalfedera! notification process, via FAA
ForEn 7460-1 , "Natice of Propased Canstructian or Alteratian" and (3) indicate that the
findings of all aeronautica! studies conducted by the FAA, pen the federal ¡'¡otification
process, will be incorporated into the City Council approva! of all new developrnent in the
planning a!'ea.

2. Add appropriate text in the Oysfer Point Specific Flan and Fhase I document to indicate
the proposed hotel use shall be designed to achieve an interior noise level of 45 dB CNEL
or less in all habitable rooms based on aircraft noise events.

3. Add appropriate text in the Oysfe r Point Specific Plan and Phase f document to indicate
all futu¡'e development in the Spec/ic Plan area (a!l phases) shall comply with all relevant
FAA standards and criteria for safety, regardinE flashing lights, reflective rnaterial, land
uses which may attract large concentrations of birds, HVAC exhaust vents, and uses
which may generate electrical/electronic interference with aircraft communications and/or
instrumentation (see list herein on p. 5).

4. lldci appropriate text in the Oysfer Point Specific Plan and Phase I document to incjicate
all of the planning area is located within the proposed airport influence area (AtA)
boundary (Area B) for San Francisco lnternationalAirport and that all property for sale or
lease in the planning area will be subject to the real estate disclosure requirements of
Chapter 496, Statutes 2002

5. lnclude the following text in the Oyster Point Specifrc Plan and Phase I Froject document
or in the South San Francisco City Council resolution to adopt the Oysfer Point Specific
Plan and Phase 1 Project documents to address compliance with the relevant airporUland
use compatibility criteria for the environs of San Francisco International Airport, per
California Government Code 65302.3 General Plan Consistency With Comprehensive
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP):

"The goals, polices, and other relevant content contained herein do not conflict with the
guidance from the Califomia Airpoft Land Use Planning Handbook January 2002, (2) the text in
the relevant Sections of California Public Utilities Code Division 9, Part 1, Chapter 4, Article 3.5
Airport Land Use Commission, and (3) the applicable airporUland use compatibility criteria for
the environs of San Francisco lnternationalAirport, as contained in the Draft Comprehensive
Airport Land Use Compatibílity Plan (CLUP) forthe environs of San Francisco lntemational
Airpoft August 2010, as amended and in the adopted San Mateo County Comprehensive Airport
Land Use Plan 1996, as amended for the environs of San Francisco lnternational Airport,"

12
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Land Llse Plan (C¡:uP) eor¡sistency Review of a Referral Fror¡l Êhe Gity of Sor¡th San
Franciseo, Re: Oyster Foint Specifie Plan and Fl¡ase 'l Frojeet
February X7,201'â
Page 3of7

BACKGROUhID

The City of Sor¡th San Francisco has referred its Oysfer Point Specific Plan and Phase 1

Project and related General Plan amendment text to the C/CAG Board of Directors, acting as
the Airport Land t,!se Commission, for a deter¡'nination of the consistency of the content of
those docurnents with the relevant airporUland use cornpatibility criteria contained in the San
Matea Cownty Cornprehensive Aíryort l-and Use Flan December 1996, as a¡nended for the
environs of San Francisco lnternationalAirport (SFO) (see Attachrnent l',,1o. 1). The Gity of
South San Franciseo and a private developer are proposing a publlc-private redevelopment of
approximately 80 acres in the proposed new Oysfer Point Specific Plan area at the east end of
Oyster Pont Boulevard along the edge of San Francisco Bay (see Attachment No. 2). The site
is located approximately two miles north of San Francisco lnternationalAirport.

These proposed land use policy actions are subject to ALUC/C/CAG review, pursuant to PUC
Section 21676 (b). The 60-day state-mandated review period will expire on April 1,2011. A
draft docurnent prepared for C/CAG by a consultant team entitled, Draft Comprehensive
Airpoñ Land Use Compatibility Plan forthe Environs of San Francisca lntemationalAirpodwas
used by ALUC staff as a reference in this consistency review. An arnended version of that
new document will replace the San Francisco lnternational Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
chapter in the 1996 CLUP document.

The Califomia Airpo¡t Land Use Planning Handbook January 2402 provides guidance to the
C/CAG Board and C/CAG Staff, regarding the concept of "consistency" between a proposed
iocai ageney lanel use poliey aetion (i.e. general plan amendment; specific plan) and the
relevant content of a comprehensive airport/land use compatibility plan (CLUP). The
Handbook guidance states the following:

"As widely applied in airport land use planning, consistency does not require being identical. lt
means only that the concepts, standards, physical characteristics, and resulting consequences of a
proposed action must not conflict with the intent of the law or the compatibility plan to which the
comparison is being made."

The C/CAG Board has expanded its consistency determination finding (action) to also include
consistency with (a) the relevant guidance from the Califomia Airport Land Use Planning
Handbook January 2002 and (b) the text in the relevant sections of Public Utilities Code
Division 9, Part 1, Chapter 4, Article 3.5, Airport Land Use Commission.

DrscussroN

l. AirporULand Use Gompatibility lssues

There are three airporUland use compatibility issues addressed in the San Mateo County
Comprchensive Airpoñ Land Use Plan December 1996, as amended, for the environs of San
Francisco lnternational Airport that relate to the relevant content of the Oyster Point Specific
Plan and Phase 1 Project document: (a.) Height of Structures/Airspace Protection, (b.)
Aircraft Noise lmpacts, and (c.) Safety Criteria. The following sections address each issue.

13
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D¡SCLrSSlOh¡ - contln¡¡ed

A. l'0e!ght of Structures/Airspace Froteetion.

The C/CAG Board has adopted the provisions in Federal Aviation Regulations FAR Par777,
"Objects Affecting Navigable Airspace," as amended, to establish restrictions for height of
stnuctures/airspace protection and federal notification nequirennents, related to proposed
developrnent within the federal airspace boundaries fo¡' San Francisco lnternational Airport.
The regulations include: ('1.) standards for determining obstructions in the navigable airspace
and designation of imaginary "surfaces" for airspace protection; (2.) requirements for project
sponsors to provide notice to the FAA of certain proposed construction or alteration of
structures in the airport environs; and (3.) preparation of aeronat¡tica! studies, by F,AA staff, to
determine the potential effect(s), if any, of proposed construction or alteration of structures on
the safe and efficient use of the subject airspace.

The Oysfer Point Specific Plan and Phase I Project area is located within the FAR Part77
airspace protection surfaces for San Francisco lnternationalAirport (see Attachment No.3).
Given this location, the text in the Oysfer Foint Specific Plan and Phase 1 Project documents
should be amended to inciude the following:

" add appropriate text to identify all of the FAR Paft77 heighUairspace protection
parameters (imaginary surfaces) that affect the Spec/?c Plan area and include a graphic
that illustrates the configuration of the FAR Part77 surfaces over the planning area

u acid appropriaie texi io lnciicate allfuture development in the Spectïic FIan area (ail
phases) is subject to (1) the limitations of the applicable FAR Pa¡t77 airspace
parameters, (2) the formal federal notifìcation process, via FAA Form 7460-1, "Notice of
Proposed Construction or Alteration" and further indicate that the findings of all FA,A
aeronautical studies conducted by the FAA, per the federal notification process, will be
incorporated into the final approvalfor all new development in the planning area.

B. Aircraft Noise lmpacts.

The 65 dB CNEL (Community Noise Equivalent Level) aircraft noise contour defines the
federalthreshold for aircraft noise impacts and the boundary on which noise mitigation actions
and related federalfunding are based. This contour boundary is also used by the State of
California as the threshold for airporUland use compatibility for noise-sensitive land uses.

A map of the location of the Oyster Point Specific Plan and Phase 1 Project area in related to
the most recent aircraft noise contours for San Francisco lnternationalAirport is shown in
Attachment No.4. The location of the Specfrc Plan area in relation to the generalized arrival
and departure flight tracks for the Airport are shown in Attachments Nos.S and 6. Note the
Specific Plan area receives substantial aircraft overflight from aircraft operations at San
Francisco lnternational Airport (SFO) but is located outside of the state and federal aircraft
noise threshold boundary (65 dB CNEL aircraft noise contour) for SFO aircraft operations.
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DISCI SS¡Oñü - corctinued

The boundary of the Pliase I Project includes an office/R&D complex and a future recreation

arealhotel site. The office/R&D complex is not a noise-sensitive land use. l-lowever, since a

future hote! (350 rooms) is a noise-sensitive land use and is included in the Phase 1 Praiect
area, ALUC suggests that the text in the Spec/ic Plan dacument address aircraft noise
mitigation for the futu¡'e hote! use. This would include adding appropriate text in the Oyster
Faint Specitic Ftan and Phase f docurnents to indicate the proposeci hote! use shall be

designed to achieve an lnterior noise level of 45 dB CNEL on less in all habltable rooms based

on aircraft noise events.

C. Safety GrEteria.

Runway Safety Zor¡es. -lhe Califomia Airpoft/Land Use Planning l-landbaok January 2002
published by the Caltrans Division of Aeronautics requires comprehensive airporUland use

cornpatibility plans (C!-UPs) to include safety zones for each runway end and related safety
policies and criteria. The current CLUP for the er¡virons of San Francisco lnternational Airport
(1996), however, does not include such policies and criteria. The Draft Comprehensive Airpot-t

Land lJse Cornpatibility Ptan (CLUF) for the environs of San Francisco lntemational Airport
August 2Ol0l document contains proposed safety zones for each runway end, as shown in
Attachment No,7.and related draft policies for safety compatibility. The graphic in Attachment
No. 7 also shows that the Specific Plan area is located far outside of any proposed runway
safety zane and therefore compat¡bil¡ty with proposed safety zones is not relevant to this
proposec! land use policy action.

Hazards to Air Navigation Related to Land Uses Characteristles. Certain types of land

use characteristics are recognized by the Airport Land Use Commission (C/CAG Board) as

hazards to air navigation and are to be prohibited within the C/C'AG land use policy review
area. These characteristics include the following:

o Sources of glare, such as highly reflective buildings, building features, or blight lights including

search lights, or laser displays, which would interfere with the vision of pilots in command of an

aircraft in flight

" Distracting lights that could be mistaken for airport identification lightings, runway edge lighting,
runway end identification lighting, or runway approach lighting

. Sources of dust, smoke, water vapor, or steam that may impair the visibility of a pilot in
command of and aircraft in flight

. Sources of electrical/electronic interference with aircraft communications/navigation equipment

o Any use that would creates in increased attraction for wildlife, particularly large flocks of birds,

that is inconsistent with FAA rules and regulations, including but not limited lo FAA Order
5200.5A, Waste Disposal Site On or Near Airporfs and FAA Advisory Circular 150/520G338,
Hazardous W¡tdl¡fe Attractants On of Near Airports and any successor or replacement orders or

t5advisory circulars.
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D¡SCUSSIOñ$ - continued

ALUC staff suggests that the Oysfe r Paint Specific Plan and Phase I documents address the
issue of land use cha¡'acteristics that may create hazards to airc¡'aft in flight as building design
elements that are prohibited in the Specific Plan area. This would include adding appropriate
text in the Speclfrc Plan to include the above list of land use characteristics to be prohibited.

ü8" Ðåsctosure of Potemtia[ AirBorUAireraft ånrpaets

T'he Oysfer Foint Specífic Plan and Phase I Praject area is located wlthin the proposed Airport
ünfluence Area (,AlA) B boundary for San Francisco lnterr¡ationalAinport (see Attachment Ê{o.
8). Chapter 496, Statutes of 2AAZ affects al! real estate transactions tËrat occur within an
identified airport influence area (AlA) boundary, either for oale or fon lease. lt requires a
statement to be included in the propelry transfen docurnents that (1) indicates the subject
pnoperty is located within an airport influence area (A!A) boundary and (2) that the property
rnay be subject to certain irnpacts from airport/aircraft operations. The statement reads as
follows: 

"Notice of Airport in vicinity

This propefty is presently located in the vicinity of an airport, within what is know as an airport
influence area. For that reason, the property rnay be subject to some of the annoyances or
inconveniences associated with proximity to airport operations (for example: noise, vibration,
odors), lndividual sensitivities to those annoyances can vary from person to person. You rnay
wish to consider what airport annoyances, if any area associated with the property before you
ce¡rnnlete \rñr rr rìr rrnhac.r: ¡nri r.icfarmin¡:. if fhar¡ .arc anncniahla in rrn¡ ¡ "

'v 
¡v , ve.

ALUC staff suggests that the Oysfer Point Specific Plan and Phase 1 Project documents
address real estate disclosure of potential airporUaircraft annoyances that may affect real
property within the Specffic Plan area. This would include adding appropriate text to the
Specific Plan and Phase 1 Project documents to refer to the real estate disclosure
requirements of Chapter 496, Statutes of 2002.

l¡¡. Gompliance with California Government Code 65302.3

California Government Code Section 65302.3 states that a local agency general plan and/or
any affected specific plan must be consistent with the applicable airporUland use compatibility
criteria contained in the relevant adopted airport land use compatibility plan (CLUP). ALUC
staff suggests that the Oysfer Point Specific Plan and Phase 1 Prcject document or the South
San Francisco City Council resolution to adopt the Oysfer Point Specific Plan and Phase 1

Project documents address compliance with the relevant airporUland use compatibility criteria
for the environs of San Francisco lnternationalAirport, per California Government Code
65302.3 General Plan Consistency With Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
(CLUP). This would include adding the text shown in Condition No.5 on p. 2 of this Staff
Report to the Specific Plan document or to the City Council.resolution to adopt the Oyster
Point Specific Plan and Phase 1 Project.
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DISCUSSIOñü - eontinued

lV" Gt¡ida¡ree Fnom thc eaiifornia Airpo¡X Land Use Planning Handbook Janaary 2002

ALUC Staff reviewed the nelevant content of the Califamia Airport Land Use Planning
Handbaok January 2002 to prepare this Repori. The staff analysis and reconnrîendation
contained herein are eonsistent with and guided by the relevant recomrnerìdations and
guidelines eo¡'¡tained in the Handbook.

ATTAGßdMEhJTS

Attaehnment Nc. l: Letter to Dave Carbone, C/CAG - Airpofi Land lJse Committee, from Gerry
Beaudin, Senior Planner, City of South San Francisco, dated February 1,2Q11i
re: Airport Land Use Commission review of Oyster Point Redevelopment, w/o
attachments.

Á.ttaeh¡'r¡ent No. 2: Oyster Point Specific Plan and Phase 1 Praject Draft Environmental lmpact
Repoft (DEIR) January 20'Í'Í, Chapter 3 Froject Ðescription, pp, 3-1 to 3-5,
Figure 3.3 Oyster Point Specific Plan (DEIR p. 3-19), Figure 3.4 Fhase 1 Project
Site Plan (DEIR p.3-21), Figure 3,6 Elevations Fhase 1 Office/R&D (DEIR,
p, 3-25), and Figure 3.7, Elevations Phase 1 tsuilding !A (DEIR p.3-27).

Attachrnent P.do. 3: Location of Oyster Foint Specific Plan and Phase I Froject in Relation to the
FAR Part 77 Civil lmaginary Surfaces for San Francisco lnternationalAirport.

Attae Eu¡r¡e¡lt Ê'üo. 4; !-oeation of CIyster Foint Speeifie Plan anei Fhase î Projeet in Reiatiorr to Âirerafl¿
Noise Contours for San Francisco lnternationalAirport.

Attaehment No. 5: Location of Oyster Point Specific Plan and Phase 1 Project in Relation to
Generalized Arrival Flight Tracks for San Francisco lnternational Airport.

Attachrnent No. 6: Location of Oyster Point Specific Plan and Phase 1 Project in Relation to
Generalized Departure Flight Tracks for San Francisco lnternationalAirport.

Attachme¡rt No. 7: Location of Oyster Point Specific Plan and Phase 1 Project in Relation to
Proposed Runway Safety Zones for San Francisco lnternationalAirport.

Attachment No. 8: Location of Oyster Point Specific Plan and Phase 1 Froject in Relation to
Proposed Airport lnfluence Area B - Project Referral Boundary for San Francisco
lnternational Airport.

NOTE: Graphic source Attachments Nos. 3-8: Draft Comprehensive Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (CLUP)
forthe Environs of San Francisco lnternationalAirpoft August 20101 prepared by Jacobs Consultancy in
cooperation with Ricondo and Associates, lnc. and Clarion Associates.

17alucstaff TptSSFOYSTERPOINTS PECIFICPI-4N02 1 1 .doc
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crTY COUNCtLztll

KEVIN MULLIN, MAYOR
RICHARD A. GARBARINO, VICE MAYOR
MARK ADDIEGO. COUNCILMEMBER
PEDRO GONZALEZ, COUNCILMEMBER
I(ARYL MATSUMOTO. COUNCITMEMBER

BARRY M. }TAGEL. CITY MANAGER

DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMIC
AND COMMUNIry DEVELOPMENT

PLANNING DIVISION
(6s0) 877-8535

FAX (650) 829-6639

Februaryi 1" 20f I

Dave Ca¡bone
CICAG - Airport n-and Use Cornr¡nittee
555 County Center, sth Floor
Redwood City, CA 94A63

Subject: Airport Land Use Comrnittee - Oyster Foint Redevelopment Pro.iect

Dear Mr, Carbone,

Thank you for your tirne and insight regarding the Airport Land Use Comrnittee's (ALIJC) review
of the Oyster Point Redevelopment Project, proposed in the East of 101 area in South San
Franeisco. As we discussed, to fac¡litate the Oystei"Foint R.edevelopn'¡ent Proiect, the apnlicært has
requested changes to the City's policies and regulations, necessitating a determination by the ALUC
as to consistency with the Airport Land Use Plan.

Staff believes the changes of interest to the ALUC are minor in nature. The changes to the General
Flan include: an increase in the allowable floor area ratio (FAR) frorn 1.0 to 1.25 across the
office/research and development (R&D) portions of the proposed Specific Plan District, and a
rnodification to include R&D in the list of uses permitted in the Coastal Commercial land use
designation. The City's Tnningregulations will also be updated - the existing Oyster Point Marina
Specific Flan District regulations will be repealed, and be replaced by the proposed "Oyster Point
Specific Flan District" (OPSP), The proposed OPSP district will be larger and contain a wider mix
of land uses. Draft text changes to the General Plan and Specific Plan (overstrike/underscore format
to highlight the changes) are attached for reference.

The City has prepared a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the Project, which analyzes
the Oyster Point Specific Plan (OPSP) and Phase I Project. The DEIR public comment period
opened on January 25th and runs until March lOth, 201l. m" DEIR,l"tti"h has been included as an
attachrnent to this letter, is also available for review on the City's website and at the Planning
Division counter. A comprehensive Project Description is included in the DEIR, and a summary
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description is attached to this lctter. A vieinity map, er¡rrent aerial photo, and proposed project site
plan are also attached to this email for context ar¡d reference.

I appreeia-te your willingness to schedule this nnatter for considera.tion at the March ALUC meeting.
Please contaet me at 650-877-8535 if you have additional questions regarding this matter.

Attachrnents:
L Drafr Ge¡reral Flær Arnendment - TexÉ, .Ïanuary, 28, 201 I
2. Draft Speeific Flar¡ - Text, Janr.lary,28,2tl1
3. Drafr Environmental Impaet Report (DEIR.), Jæuary, 2ûtr I
4, Strmrnary Froject Deseription
5. Vicinity map
6. Aerial photo
7. Draft site plan

cc: Marty Van Duyn, Assistant City Manager
Susri K.alkin Chief FIærnæv seJ âEE¡¡ièà¡, '

Steve Mattas, City Attomey
Brian Crossman, Assistant City Attorney
Steve Shanks, SKS lnvestments
file

t582709.1
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/Ôentral RedeveloPment Project'

This chapter describes tfue OFSF location, site conditions and existing uses, specific elaments cf the

OPSP *-o¡ ttu* Phase I Pe'oject, 0PSP objeetives, and intendecl uses ef the EIF(
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TnbEe 3.f : Elevelopsreøt .4ssurwptt*xls:

Remaln
Õvster Pcint Bait and Taakle 1.&0
Õvster Cove Ma*na 23å berths

Ovster Foint Marina 6t0 berths

Phsaa I
OfficelR&S Eli¡ildins 508.00t te 68û.Ð0t

Auxiliarv Cor¡'¡mercia! f 0,00G

Cvster Ft tvlarina Beach aPProxr rçarþ!A¡[;! ?qæË-

Recreatior¡ Area
Addltional Phases
ÌrlEur l-lotel{s) 35$ rooms

Cornnrercial/Reiail/Resteum*t in l-lotei 4û,00c

OfficelR&D Buildinq (Phase Fl 7GG,t00

Office/R&D Buildins (Phase llE 525,000

Office/R&D tsuildins iPhase lV¡ 5't7,000

Usss tö Remain until Hotet Constr¡Lq$on' tften be RebüiltQn Slte
tvster Foint Yacht Club 4,t00
Ovster Point Maintenance 2.5tt

Note that a split at 40oÄ Offtce and 60% Research & Ðeveiopment uEes

was assr¡med úor all office/R&D buildings" No offtcelresearch &
developrnent has been assumed on the proposed ci$owned portìon,

however, such devetopment would be allored under the proposed

changes ta the General Plan and zoning. Any potentiai office/research &

deveioprnent on Gity-owrred portion would be subject to subsequent
! 

---^-!-¡ ----i^.-.eilvlf oÉìlrlër !till t Ëvtgvl¡"

. cledication and oonsêruction cf an approximately 3.1 acre parce} fur use as waterÊont pteblicr open

space.

. Site preparation and/or constructíon on the forrner lendñtl site will involve disturbanee and

relocãtion of trandfiii refuse on-site {or off-site if,the material is hazardous} end rnodifioations to thc

tandfil! cgp, as more fully described under thc Fha.se I Project description below"

including public ope& space, recreetion fields, marina irnprovements' and a

l¡oteï:

o onÊ or rrvo hotetrs with a totat of 35G rooms alrd 4S,000 squs¡e feet of retaiVrestaurant, as well as

replacernent of the Yacht Club (4,00t square f'eet) and maintenance buitding (2,500 Square feet),

e ¡€w road and utiiþ infrastn¡cture Éô serve ttre fr¡ture Êrotel site and @ster Point Ma¡ine aEøL

" a flexible-use recreatËon are4

c f,eoonfiguration of parking adjaoenÉ to tl¡e new f,erry' termina! and shutÉle bus turna¡ound proposed

with the ferrY temlinaJ.,

" irnprovements tc the Bay Trail and surrounding open space ftruoughout @ster Foint Ma¡ina asrd

the proposed offlcelR&D Project (subject to tsCÐC Gi¡ideli$es and appraval),

flwcrrp $)nrrlr Gocc¡ctr Þt a rt 
^ 

¡ln Pu AcE E pÞatsçr-i
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" posslbÉ* charqes Êri f,¡r¡6 of thc drJôIis iz Êke G-t'st*r Pair* Nlanwa= rviric|¿ ec*uXd iø¿:åucie ceüìevøl ætd
replacement.

" erthÊ:Èçeffi.enr. {kzre#E*ap* and ert}rer celsrx¿tre impr*vernentr} aí exis?i*g Ëse$ at the eastenrl end of
$ysÉr, F*int in c*njunciion rvith requirccf. læ¡clfilÏ eap repairs, and

ú roãdnê;v cocme#io$.s tø tke So¿¡Éh Søn Þ-ranclsa.o Feury Tevrninal, whieh is curre*tl5' undec
coasF*ction.

o' siie rrrc;?araiicxl ærzåtor rl*¡¿sãru€Êi*n a& th.Ê few*e,; Ia¡¡dfill siÊe w!trI snvaive dis+"urt¡axeç a¡'¡d

relocatio¡r of landfi]T rcfuse <¡gl-site (err off-site tf lhe uwterial ís hazerdarus], as raore fraïl¡"' described
¿:rder fie Fh¿sc T Frojeef eleeerip,ricn belelc".

Fr*Á,sË t FËcllECr
-fbe fnst pn*ne {"Fhase\Prcjeet:'} of &e {.}PSF wi}! ixrcÊ'u¡Æe îhe developme¡rf *fla mi¡iimrun of 5(}8,úC}ú

sq?.¡¿rc. feet up to a r¡ra:.*ir¡ium ef 6û&,$úü squsr€ feet of offiiee¡R&Ð spaee atûæched to a parlcing garêger

strseture cn approxirnately lü ae!'Ès? creati<y¡r of waterfronË open spâcô, ce¡nstnretiorr of fhe flexibie
reerEafion erca grading of rnosÊ of the future hoteÏ site, and constluction ef new road.ç serving Oyster
Fofut Marina. The specifie details cf ?Ë¡e Fhase tr Projee? work are or¡ttined be[erv ænd i* the attached
Fhase ã Site FIan, Fþure S"4"

Ðemoiitior¡

" Pha"se I will ir¡clude dernolition cf the fo¡¡¡ existicg buíldings totaling 66,42* square feet, incTuding
the Oyster Foint Inn at 425 Mari¡a Ðrive, tn'o Offiee buildings at 36û ûyster Point Boulevard and
401 Marina Boulevard a¡rd the boat and meitor mart at 671 Marina Bouleva¡d.

f _-- J-A7i fi ^-^- ^i: f -,-: - - -.,- i 
-'-- 

_ -l:-,-LU {¡{¿ ¡ ¿ i ¿ t U v¿É tt ¿ l,{ÅtÅ ¿ ¿, U ii U réU W ! U{a ¿ {¿H.

" ,n* preperaticn and buiidin* *rrr*.rion in Phase I will involve exeavation and relocaiion of up
to approximately 100,000 to i20,00t subic yards of uncompacted landfill materials" ,A.knosf all of
this rnateriai is antícipated to be non-haza¡dous and will be relocated on-site in accorda¡rce with an

approved gmding ptran" Approximafely 10,00û cubic yards of potentially hazardous materiat is
antieipated. Any excavafed hazardous rnaterial will be relosated oÊsite f<rr appropriaie disposal.
The Fhase I Grading and Ðrainage Plan is insluded as Figure 3.5"

Site anri luîassing (see Figure 3.4: Fhase I Site Ftan and Fìgures 3"6 ønd 3.7: Etevatiottsi:

* The Ofi"rcelR&Ð buitdings will occupy a siÈe of approximately 10 acres Éo the south of O-vsÉer

Foint tsoc¡levard direeËÉy east of Gull Ðrive.

. Fhase I wilt include the construction of, between 508,00t to 60t,û00 sqüare f,eet of officelR&Ð
space.

" Office,iR&Ð cornplex rvi!ã include th¡ee office/iab buildings, the westeræ-mosÉ of wliich ceuld
reach up to 10 stories, the other twe¡ of,*"Ërich could reack up to 5 stories"

' tsuildings will be iocated on a plaze, wliicli will atÊached to a parking gerage stucture"

t A 11 ?,-Á

26
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ill-:,'ieË rc -r": : PI<ûJËçT Drscx¡ rlreil':

.j,..n^¡cç'

" Tke bnilding êft¿tan{re.ç æad Íobblr-=s 'l,vi!l be Ëocated at gråaza letrei.

!' =L--¿¿t-- -.1-.- --.:\ ,¡-^-, ^êr"r¡ilX l¡a l+enr'a¡f çe *.Xço.-¡¡ !es,'ei nfîflvefer Fniät Et¡igågr¡a".d"o ¡L s¿Àut¿¡g ÞtE [] r.¿¿u. jJa;JùÇrtë,úl urú$J ciu w¡tr arÇ ÃirírÁÍ,liJra õLt. i)Læi ¡ú\ ú¡ iiii-!îùLLt Å u]

n éleEess t* thc parkinÊ gerêge r4'ilj b€ thr*ugh a$ eftÉranteiaxzt at. tlre rrorËheasÊerr¡ ecfir¡er *f the

gar&åie off of þ{a.rir¡¿ B¿:uEevar<f.

" Serviüe entries end Éoading docks far eacFr 'næiÊding rvål? 
-i:e 

aceessed zÍ.1ke s*'¿th-Naçt¿ *c¡rrlreî c¡f th*
site E¡fi *f¡ Guli Ðrive.

ijr¡qtr S*êår.ì +nd lnf¡ësrrt+ehÉe'nglpl'oçe¡-rÅ€:gr'ús; o$ üi'¿.v"s La$'l l3s-biiû R.edsl'eicl?HÞrJt?qi

Raads:

" Fhe.çe n wili furciucle '.1¡e reconfirytaiLûrt ef Marina Boulet'æ'd '¿g¡ú a Lllætzafr' øf -3y'ster Foizt
tso¡¡levarci.

" Tf¡e nen' roadway eo*struetioe¡ rn'itl aåsc incXr¡de bicycle-lenes, sådewalks ælcÍ street tyees.

, '¿'tiiitåes rvifl be provided i¡t the øew roads and wilÌ be stz.eó f,or the fq¡Ël build-o¿* of, alE phases

inc;åuding sewer, water? fire u¡ater, and a joint trench for PG&Ë and teiecom, as shown on Figure
3.9: UtiHties PIan.

" The parhing lot adjacent to the west basin of @ster Foint Marina will be reconstructed after

la¡rdfill oover improvements have been compÍeted to access the i¡ew h4a¡ina tsouievarct

configguration {see Figure 3.4: Phcse I Site PIan)-

LanrÌfiií Cover:

. Imprcvernents will be coestruoted to update the landfill oover to surrer¡t regutratory requilements

(Title 27), as shoun on Figure 3.10: Landfill Improvement Plan-

Ap en Sp ac e/ R e c r e at ian :

. An approxirnately 3-acre site to the east of the tffice/R.&Ð buitdings rvilÏ læ graded and

constructed as a fÍexible-¡¡se reereation area, which a¡e te be programmed by the Cif¡' of South San

Francisco. (See Figure 3.4i

" ,A,¡tr approxirnately 3.l-acre ç'aterÉont site to the eorth and East oËthe OysÉer Foint Boutrevard ærd

Marina Boulevard interseotion wítrÏ be graded and landscaped a-e æ public park per Ciff
Speciflications (See Figure 3.4) and BCDC design guidelines'

" Off,-street pedestrian paths (inctuding new portions of the Eay Trail) wiËl con¡rect Èhe fen-"t' termina!

to the existing Bay Trai!

Future Ílotel Site:

. The approxirnately 4.7-acre site to the East of the recreatio¡t a¡ea wiåT be graded to aliow for a
future-hotetr and retaåtr cornplex. To the east of this area, Éhe Yaeht Ciub struoÉure md the Ha¡bor

Ðistrict Eæege,-vard and access rvor.EÊd recnein ri:rtfrÐëtlrrougheuË Phase I. (See FÍgnne 3.4i

27
fìwcr¡p Ðñttrrr CD=-tE¡r å)¡ ¡ r¡ * ¡tn Þu ¿cr 5 ÞPn¡grr
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Fìgure 3" l: Sife Locatíon and Vicinity
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Fìgtre 3.3: Oyster Poinf Speciflc PIan and Phase I PrcJecf
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I)ate:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGEI{DA REPORT
March l0,20ll

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Approval of c/cAG Legislative priorities, positions, and legislative update.
(A position may be taken on any legislation, including legislation not previously
identified.)

(For further information or questions contact Joseph Kott at 599-1453)

RECOMMENDATIONS

Receive, review, and discuss reports on State budget and legislation received from C/CAG's
Sacramento legislative advocates.

LEGISLATIVE PRIORITY

The C/CAG staff and State legislative lobbyist is guided by Legislative Priorities as established
by the C/CAG Board.

BACKGROUNDIDISCUSSION

The C/CAG Board receives monthly written reports and oral briefings from the C/CAG State
legislative advocates. For this month, our State legislative advocates have also provided a report
from the Legislature's Budget Conference Committee on Major State budget issues (Attachment
A), and material on the Mayors' Redevelopment proposals (Attachment B).

ATTACHMENTS

A. Budget Conference Committee: Major Conference Issues
B. Mayor' Redevelopment Proposal

555 county center, 5th Floor, Redwood ciry, cA94063 pHoxs: 6s0.5gg.1406 F/J(: 650.361.g221
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ATTACHMENT A

555 County Center, 5th Floor, Redwood City, CA 94063 Psoms: 650.599.1406 Ftx: 650'361'8227
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APVOCATIOI.I
March 1,2011

TO:
FROM:

S Hav / Yo n gR /ANÏuør H, in..
LE6ISLATTVE ADYOCACY . ÂSSOC¡ATIOì TIAìâGEIIEIII

Board Members, City/County Association of Governments, San Mateo County
Advocation, lnc. - Shaw / Yoder / Antwih, lnc.

RE: STATE LEGISLATIVE UPDATE. FEBRUARY

The legislature has been making steady progress in addressing a state budget deficit of
$25.4 billion. Ongoing efforts to reenact the gas tax swap seem to be progressing well, as
the Budget Committees in both houses took conforming actions to approve the retention of
$2.5 billion gas tax revenue stream that essentially is a replacement'source for Proposition
42. As a result, the item does not need to be considered during the Budget Conference
Committee hearings which commenced on February 23'd. Therefore, the next step is to have
the gas tax swap considered in the context of a deal on the entirety of the state budget on
the Floor of each house. The Governor is pushing for the legislature to send him the budget
by March lOth in order to comply with the Proposition 58 Session (60-day emergency Session
that the Governor called on January 1Oth to address the budget), and to provide the Secretary
of State with time to prepare materials for consideration of the tax extension on the June
ballot. The Governor proposes extending existing tax rates for the next five years upon voter
approval on the June ballot for the following items:

. Personal lncome Tax (PlT) Rate Surcharge: Effective for tax years on or after
January 1, 2011 but before January 1,2016, maintains the .25% surcharge for PIT
tax rate and the Alternative Minimum Tax Rate. lf extended, this proposal is expected
to generate revenues of $1.187 billion in FY 10-11 and$2.077 billion inFY 11-12.

¡ PIT Dependent Exemption Gredit: Maintain the dependent exemption credit in
effect in 2009 until 2015. lf extended, this proposal is expected to generate revenues
of $725 million in FY 10-1 1 and $1 .248 billion in FY 11-12.

. Sales & Use Tax: Effective July 1,2011, the 6-cent sales and use tax would continue
for 5 years. The rate would sunset on June 30th to S-cents without voter approval. lf
extended, the proposal is expected to generate $4.549 billion in FY 11-12 and $5.5
billion in FY 14-15.

. Vehicle License Fee (VLF): Effective July 1 , the 1 .15% VLF rate would continue for
five years. Of the 1.15o/o rate, 0.5% would be used to fund local programs including
public safety. lf extended, this proposal is expected to generate $1.382 billion in FY
11-12 and nearly $1 .7 billion in FY 14-15.

These tax extensions are the linchpin to funding the Governor's realignment proposal and
staving off additional cuts in June. lf the ballot measures fail, the legislature will need to make
$12.5 O¡tt¡on worth of cuts and pass a budget by June 15th as required by Proposition 25. Tax
receipts for the month of January were up $1.6 billion more than anticipated, which could be
a good sign of things to come, yet the state accumulated $3.4 billion in additional receipts
last year before that total fizzled by the time the May Revision was released.
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Redevelopment
ln an attempt torclose a $25.4 billion deficit, the Governor has proposed to eliminate

redevelopment agencies to save $1.7 billion and help fund schools and public safety

progr4.. The Lðague of Cities, which is adamantly opposed, suggests that the $1'7 billion

is am5¡t¡ous and is ihreatening litigation to retain the funds. A coalition referred to as the "Big

g Cities" states that only $861-million could be made available for General Fund relief due to

current debt obligations. The Legislative Analyst's Office (LAO) however has challenged the

Big 8's assertion-that only $AOt m¡llion can be scored because the methodology ignores all

otñer sources of revenuei that redevelopment agencies (or their successor agencies) could

use to pay redevelopment debt, such as revenues from land sales, rent payments,

assessmènts, reseÑes, and interest earnings. Furthermore, the l-AO states that the Big 8's

approach implicitly assumes that property tax increment revenues would be the only source

oi revenues to pay redevelopmeni debt. The same concern is expressed with the Governor's

approach. The'Budget Conference Committee is in the process of deliberating what to do on

the issue.
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Senate and Assembly Action: Both houses took conceptual action to adopt the
framework of the Governor's Public Safety Realignment proposal and sent the issue to
conference. The Governor's proposal envisioned that the ballot measure adopted as

part of the March budget package would include certain provisions to begin the process

of realignment, but recognizes that many of the details would be worked out in an

implementation process that would commence after the measure was placed on the
ballot.

Gomment: There are six key elements of the ballot initiative:

1. List of Public Safety Programs to be Realigned to Locals

The Administration has stated that the ballot measure should reference the state
programs to be realigned to local governments. Below is the list of programs proposed

in the January budget:

Program 2011-12 2012-13 2013'14

Fire and Emergency Response $250.0 $250'0 $250.0

Court Security 530.0 530.0 530.0

Vehicle License Fee Public Safety 506.4 506.4 506.4

Lower-level Offenders/Parole Violators 1,802.0 656'2 898.1

Realign Adult Parole 741.1 2æ.3 379'2

Realign Remaining Juvenile Justice 257.6 156'0 234-0

Mental Health Services

EPSDT 0.0 579.0 579.0

Mental Health Managed Care 0.0 183.6 183.6

AB 3632 Services 0.0 104.0 104.0

Existing Community Mental Health 0.0 1,077 '0 1,077 '0

Substance Abuse Treatment 184.0 184.0 184.0

Foster Care and Child Welfare Services 1,604.9 1,604'9 1,604.9

Adult Protective Services 55.0 55.0 55.0

Growth* 352.6 307'8

Total $5,931.0 $6,503.0 $6,893.0

2014-15

$250.0

530.0

506.4

908.1

409.9

242.0

579.0

183.6

104.0

1,077.0

184.0

1,604.9

55.0

621.1

$7,255.0

The Administration proposes a realignment of 100 percent of state costs for these
programs br costs to counties.

2

PUBLIC SAFETY REALIGNMENT

Bu dgel Conference Commíflee
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2. Realignment of Revenues to Locals

The Governor's proposal realigns $5.9 billion in state revenues achieved by maintaining

existing Sales and Use Tax and Vehicle License Fee tax rates for five years. The detail

of these taxes is below:

Revenue Source 2011-12 2012'13 2013'14 2014'15

1% Sales Tax 4,549.0 4,913.0 5,254'0 5,567.0

0.5% vLF 1,382.0 1,590.0 1,639.0 1,688.0

Total Revenues $5,931.0 $6,503'0 $6,893.0 $7,255.0

3. Guarantee of Ongoing Revenues

The Administration has committed to include language to guarantee the state will

provide ongoing revenue beyond the five-year extension of tax rates provided for in the

ballot measure.

4. lmplementation/Next Steps

The ballot measure could include provisions that would structure the implementation

timeline and process.

5. Other lssues

Below are some questions that have been raised that could be included in the ballot

measure or left for a future implementation process:

o How willthis realignment interact with our current mandate process?

o What happens if the State enacts legislation to increase costs in these areas?

o Who pays for costs generated by court or federal mandates/actions/sanctions?

o Will counties have any Maintenance of Effort for their current expenditures on

these programs?

o What happens if revenue dramatically under-performs or costs unexpectedly

increase?

o How much flexibility will counties have to move funding between programs and

will funding be placed in separate accounts or funds?

Bu dgel Conference Commíflee
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Senate and Assembly Action: The Senate and the Assembly both adopted the

Governor's revenue proposal.

Comment: The Governor's revenue proposal has four main revenue proposals that
generate $13.8 billion in additional General Fund revenues, $1 1.8 billion after

ãccounting for the additional Proposition 98 spending driven by the increase in
revenues. The Governor has suggested that two of the proposals be put before the

voters in a constitutional amendment at a special election in June. The four revenue
proposals are as follows:

1. Maintain Gurrent Tax Rates for Local Public Safety Realignment for Five Years

The Governor has proposed a constitutional amendment for the vote of the people that
maintains the current Sales and Use Tax and Vehicle License Fee (VLF) tax rates for
five additional years. The current tax rates were increased in April 2009 and the

maintenance of this increase would be dedicated to local governments to fund $5.9
billion in public safety programs that would be realigned from the State to local

governments. These revenues are outlined in the chart below:

Proposal 2010-11 201',1-12 2-Year
TotalMillions

Sales and Use Tax:7.ClYo
Vehicle License Fee-0.5%

Subtotat

,549
1,382

931

The state Sales and Use Tax is currently approximately 8.25% and can be up to 2
percent higher depending on the local jurisdiction. Currently the Sales and Use Tax is
made up of the following components:

. 6.0% to the General Fund;

. 0.5% to local governments;

. 0.5o/o to local public safety services;
c 1.Oo/o is Bradley-Burns Local Sales and Use Tax (0.25Yo dedicated to county

transportation and 0.75% dedicated to city and county operations); and,
. 0.25o/o to pay costs associated with the Economic Recovery Bond Act.

Under the Governor's proposal 1.O% of the 6.0% state Sales and Use Tax currently
dedicated to the General fund would be dedicated to local governments to support the
realigned public safety programs.

The VLF has historically been al2.O percent of the market price of a vehicle. lt was 2.0
percent from 1948 until 2004. ln 2005 it was reduced to 0.65% and in 2009 it was

iemporarily increased to 1.15o/o. The increase in 2009 was dedicated both to the

General Fund (0.35%)and local law enforcement programs (0.15%)'

REVENUES

Budge| Conference CommÍffee
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The VLF has historically been a local revenue source and when the state lowered the

rate in 2004 the State also backfilled local governments by shifting over $4 billion in

property tax from schools. This backfill has grown to over $6 billion.

2. Maintain 2010 Tax Rates for Education for Five Years

The Govemor has proposed a constitutional amendment for the vote of the people that

maintains 2010 Personal lncome Tax rates forfive additional years. The income tax

rates were increased in the 2009 tax year and the maintenance of this tax increase

would be dedicated to education for the next fìve years. These revenues are outlined in

the chart below:

Proposal 2010-11 2011-12 2-Year
Totaln Millions

Personal lncome T ax4 -25% Surcharge
Personal lncome Tax-Dependent Credit at $99

Subtotal

$1,197 $2,077 $3,264
725 1,248 1,973

$1,912 $3,325 $5,237

The Personal lncome Tax rates for 2010 range from 1 .25% to 9.55% for income below

$1 million. There is an additional L0% rate for income over $1 million that is dedicated
to mental health programs.

The dependent exemption credit is currently $99, which is consistent with the personal

exemption credit. The dependent exemption credit was reduced from $309 in 2009.

This credit was increased significantly from its historic level of under $100 in 1998 and

1999 and was annually indexed by the consumer price index starting in 2000.

3. Tax Policy Ghanges

The Governor has proposed statutory changes that would amend cunent law to make

the single-sales factor multistate corporate income apportionment method mandatory
instead of elective, require market sourcing of intangibles, and eliminate all state tax

benefìts in all four kinds of geographically targeted economic development areas
(commonly referred to as enterprise zones). These revenues are outlined in the chart
below:

Proposal 2010-11 2011-12 2-Yea¡
Totalln Millions

Corporation Tax-Single Sales Factor and Market
Sourcing of lntangibles
Enterprise Zones-Repeal of Tax Preferences

Subtotal $811 $1,523 ' '$2,334

ln 1g93, California adopted a "double-weighted" apportionment formula. Under the

double weighted formula income is apportioned 50% on sales in the state, 257o on

payroll in tñe state, and 25o/o on property tax in the state. ln 2009 the Legislature

B udgef Conference Commiflee
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enacted a new policy that allowed firms, starting in 2011, to choose or "elect" to
apportion income either by the "double-weighted" formula or by sales only.

The "cost of performance" rule allows firms to apportion no revenue from the sales of
intangibles in California if a firm incurs a plurality of costs associated with developing
intangibles in another state. Under the Governor's proposal "cost of peformance;'
would no longer be allowed and a market-based rule for sourcing intangibles would be
mandated.

Enterprise Zones were originally formed to help draw economic investment into
depressed rural and urban areas. The state's current fiscal crisis has required the state
to reevaluate whether it is a core responsibility of State government to move business
investment from one part of the state to another. The LAO and others have found that
enterprise zone tax benefits have little, if any, impact on the creation of economic
activity or employment in California overall.

4. Tax Enforcement

The Governor has proposed two tax enforcement measures, including a targeted tax
amnesty referred to as a Voluntary Compliance lnitiative and the implementation of a
Financial lnstitutions Records Match system. These revenues are outlined in the chart
below:

Proposal
(ln Millions)

2010-11 2011-12 2-Yea¡
Total

Ta rgeted Am nesty-yel u nta ry Comp I ia nce I n itiative
Financial lnstitutions Records Match

Subtotal

$270
10

$280

$220
40

The Voluntary Compliance Initiative would begin on August 1, 2011 and end on October
31,2011. lt would apply to taxable years before January 1,2011. Specifically the
proposal would create a narrow amnesty for certain taxpayers that have abusive tax
avoidance transactions that are currently under audit, in protest, or are currently
unknown to the Franchise Tax Board (FTB). This proposal would also apply to
taxpayers with other unreported income from the use of an offshore financial
arrangement.

The Financial lnstitutions Records Match (FIRM) system is an information technology
project that would require financial institutions doing business in California to match FTB
information on delinquent tax and non-tax debtors against their customer records on a
quarterly basis. The FIRM is patterned after the FTB's Financial lnstitutions Data Match
system, which is a project implemented as a result of federal legislation to identify the
assets of delinquent child support debtors.

ln addition to the Governor's tax enforcement proposals, the Senate and Assembly also
adopted a "look-up" table to assist taxpayers in complying with current law related to the
use Tax. This is expected to generate $6.5 million General Fund in 2011-12.

Bu dgel Conference Commiflee
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Senate and Assembly Action: The Senate and the Assembly took similar actions -
both accepting the $t.7 Oill¡on savings number, but acknowledging that the detail would

need to be wolked out and that other alternatives would be considered.

Comment: The Governor proposes to eliminate redevelopment agencies (RDAs). This

elimination would provide a State General Fund solution of $1.7 billion tn2O11-12by

shifting a portion of RDA tax increment to offset General Fund costs for trial courts

($8OO million) and Medi-Cal ($840 million).

ln 2012-13 and thereafter, the non-obligated portion of RDA tax increment - that

revenue not needed for outstanding debt and contractual obligations - would flow

instead to K-14 schools ($1.0 billion), cities ($¿gO million), counties ($2gO million), and

non-enterprise special districts ($1OO million). To facilitate replacement reve.nue for

local economic development, the Governor proposes to lower the vote threshold to 55

percent for certain local taxes if the revenue is directed to infrastructure.

proposition 22, approved by voters in November 2010, prohibits the Legislature from

"n""ting 
statute that would'redirect RDA funds to benefit the State. The Governofs

plan woìrlO eliminate RDAs, and in doing so, the Administration believes the proposal is

not in conflict with Proposition 22 or olher constitutional provisions.

A counterproposal from large cities has been floated that could result in $1'7 billion for

the State without eliminatiñg RDAs. A constitutional amendment, which would go to

voters, may be needed for [nis proposal. Tò obtain the revenue, the state would sell

bonds to generate $1.7 billion. 
'The 

bonds would be repaid over 2S-years with about

$200 millión per year of RDA increment. Existing RDAs would receive 1O-year "life"

extensions. The-proposal would provide additional pass-through revenue to schools

and counties beginning in 2018-19'

* proposal may or may not include a constitutional amendment that would go to voters.
*" some new revenusfor schools and counties beginning in 2018-19.

lssue Govemor's
Prooosal

City Gounter
Prooosal

Status of existins RDAs Eliminated Retained

General Fund relief $1.7 billion $1.7 billion-

t lew ZOt Z-1 3 and ongoing funding for schools About $1 billion None**

Ñew 2012-13 and ongoing funding for cities,
counties and soecial districts

About $900 million None"*

New budqetary borrowing thlqlg¡ ig¡ds.- No Yes

Ongoing state subsidY for local
redevelopment

No Yes

1O-vear extension of some RDAs Not applicable Yes

Budgef Conference Commiflee
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Senate and Assembly Action: The Assembly and Senate took conforming actions on
the majority of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection issues. There were,
however, the following 6 issues where the two houses had differences, as detailed
below:

1. Gas Gonsumption Surcharge Fund Transfer (Galifornia Public Utilities
Commission)

The Senate approved a transfer of roughly $162 million from the Gas Consumption
Surcharge Fund. This reduction equals a transfer of all2011-12 funds from the Gas
Consumption Surcharge Fund, less any funding for the Energy Low lncome Program
(CARE) and low income energy efficiency programs (about $338 million of a $500
million annual budget). The cuts related to energy efficiency programs supported by
the fund are modest in comparison to the energy efficiency programs (both gas and
electricity) that will continue to be supported through the CPUC's ratemaking
process (over $1 billion annually). Senate also approved Trailer Bill Language (TBL)
to ensure that programs suspended in the budget year due to funding are not
mandated to continue during that time period.

The Assembly did not hear this issue.

2. Fire Protection Permanent Funding (Department of Forestry and Fire
Protection)

The Governor proposes $42.7 million for permanent General Fund and position
authority following a legislative direction to shift Emergency-Fund (E-Fund)
expenditures to the base budget, and to submit a zero-based budget. The CalFlRE
E-Fund was originally intended to pay for large incident firefÏghting costs. Over time,
the department expanded the use of the E-Fund to include the practice of charging
day-to-day operating costs not related to large fire incidents.

The Senate denied the entire proposal without prejudice so that it could be heard in
the spring.

The Assembly approved all proposed baseline fire protection funding for CalFlRE
except funding for the Very Large Air Tanker Program which was denied without
prejudice.

3. Off Highway Vehicle Trust Fund (Department of Parks and Recreation)

The Senate did not hear the issue.

The Assembly approved a reduction of $27 million from the Off Highway Vehicle
Trust Fund for the Off Highway Vehicle support program. When approved, the
agenda cited that this reduction was a 20 percent reduction to the program.
However, because the reduction was calculated for the wrong fund amount, this cut
represents a 40 percent reduction for the support program. This amount will be
transferred to the General Fund (ongoing).

I

NATURAL RESOURCES AND ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
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4. Water Rights Program - Sh¡ft GF Supported Program to Fees (State Water
Resources Control Board)

Governor requested a $3.6 million shift from GF to the Water Rights Fund in the
Water Rights Program. This proposal would result in an increase in Water Rights
fees.

The Senate denied the proposal.

The Assembly approved this proposal.

5. Renewable Electricity Standards Activities (Air Resources Board)

The Senate reduced $2 million (Air Pollution Control Account) specifically for
activities related to the 33-percent Renewable Electric Standard/ Renewable
Portfolio Standard rulemakings and proceedings at the Air Resources Board

Assembly did not hear the issue.

6. FloodSAFE Program (Department of Water Resources)

The Governor proposed, as part of a larger proposal to fund California's FloodSAFE
program, $Z million for Delta Knowledge lmprovement Program (DKIP) and
$575,000 and 3 positions for FloodSAFE Conservation Strategy (Proposition 1E).

Senate rejected funding for DKIP and the Conservation Strategy and additionally,
reverted $2,000 approved in 2010 for DKIP.

Assembly approved all FloodSAFE proposals as budgeted.

Gomment: The chart below summarizes the six issues discussed above:

I

Proposal Senate Assembly Difference
1 Gas Gonsumption Surcharge: Transfer

$162 million Gas Consumption Surcharge to
the GF.

-$162,000
(transfer to

GFì

No
proposal

$162,000

2 Fire Protection Permanent Funding:
Permanent General Fund and position
authority ($42,760) baseline appropriation.

-$42,760
(deny

without
nrcir rdicnì

-$3,500 $39,260

3 Off Highway Vehicle Park Program
Reduction and Fund Sh¡ft - Transfer $27
million Off Highway Vehicle Fund to General
Fund (onooino).

No proposal -$27,000
(transfer to

GF)

$27,000

4 Water Rights Program: $3.6 million shift
from Water Riqhts Fund to GF.

$3,s70 0 $3,570

5 Renewable Electricity Program: Reduction
to Air Resources Board Proqram.

$-2,000 No
Pronosal

$-2,000

6 FloodSAFE: Reduce funding for DKIP and
Conservation Strateov.

$-2,575 No
Prooosal

$-2,575

Bu dgel Conference Commíffee
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Senate and Assembly Action. Both houses achieved the Governo/s level of savings
in child care though different approaches.
Senate Action. The Senate action included $425 million in total reductions to the child
care program and used other one-time and the ongoing reduction of the refundable
child and dependent care credit to backfill the remaining program.
Assembly Action. The Assembly action included $272 million in total reductions to the
child care program and used other one-time and ongoing solutions to backfill the
remaining program.
The chart below details the differences between the houses:

CHILD CARE & DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS

Proposal Assembly Senate

34.6 Percent Subsidy Reduction. Governor proposed $577
million in savings from reducing child care subsidies by 35 percent
across-the-board. Rejected the Governor's subsidy reduction.

Across-the-Board Reductions. Approved the reduction to all
contractors by 13 percent (excluding CaIWORKs Stage 1 and
Stage 2, and Pre-School), for a savings of $165 million.

Across-the-Board Reductions. Approved the reduction to all
contractors by 10 percent (excluding CaIWORKs Stage 1 and
Stage 2), for a savings of $178 million.

Efiminate Eligibility 1o¡ 11-12 Year€lds. Approved Governor's
proposalto eliminate state subsidized child care servicesfo¡ 11-12
year old children, but exempt children in non-traditional hours of
care, for a savings of $41 million.

lncome Eligibility Geiling Reduction. Adopted the Governor's
Proposal to reduce the income eligibility ceiling for child care
programs from 75 percent of SMlto 60 percent of SMI (Govemor's
proposal provided savings of $79 million). Senate extended the
proposal to cover preschool, for a total savings of $150 million.

lncome Eligibility Geiling Reduction. Adopted a reduction of the
income eligibility ceiling for child care programs from 75 percent of
SMI to 70 percent of SMl, for a savings of $40 million.

Reduced Administrative Gosts. Approved to reduce the
Alternative Payment Programs' administrative cap from 17.5
percent to 15 percent, for a savings of $15 million.

Child Gare Deferral. Approved $150 million in ongoing inter-year
defenals.
Child and Dependent Gare Expense Gredit. Approved
elimination of the refundable portion of the Child and Dependent
Care Expense Credit and allocated the savings from this proposal
($100 million) to Stage ll child care. The Senate only proposes to
eliminate the refundable portion of the credit and does not make
anv chanoes to the core tax credit Drooram.

Budget Conference Commíffee
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Gomment: The Governor's budget proposes $1.077 billion General Fund for child care
in 2011-12. The Governor's budget proposes a combined General Fund reduction of
$716 million associated with various policy changes and service reductions.

Under current law, the state makes subsidized child care services available to: (1)
families on public assistance and participating in work or job readiness programs; (2)
families transitioning off public assistance programs; and, (3) other families with
exceptional financial need.

Budget Conference Commíffee
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Senate and Assembly Action: Both the Senate and Assembly provide the same level
of ongoing Proposition 98 funding as the Governor's budget: $49.3 billion. The
following table shows the major differences in Proposition 98 funding between the
Senate and Assembly. These issues should be considered as part of the total
Proposition 98 package.

61 1 0-128-0001 381

Restore Budget Year
Funding for the Economic
lmoact Aid Prooram 0 56.000 56.000

6110-220-OOO1 276

Reduce Funding for the
Charter School Facility
Grant Prooram -25.000 0 -25.000

61 10-295-0001 384
Defer K-14 Mandates for
2011-12 0 -89.857 -89.857

Economic lmpact Aid (lssue 381). The Economic lmpact Aid (ElA) program is a state
categorical program that provides funding for programs and services for English
learners and educationally disadvantaged students in grades K-12.

. Governor: Provides a total funding level of $888.4 million for this program for
2011-12.

. Senate: Approved as budgeted.

. Assembly: Restored $56 million to the program based on updated workload
estimates to provide a total funding level of $944.4 million.

Gharter School Facility Grant Program (lssue 276). The Charter School Facility
Grant Program provides assistance with facilities rent and lease expenditures for
charter schools that meet specific eligibility criteria. The 2O10-11 Budget Act
transitioned funding for this program from reimbursement to grant funding.

. Governor: Provides a total funding level of $95.4 million for this program.

. Senate: Reduced funding Oy SZS r¡ll¡on to reflect anticipated savings for the
program in 2011-12. This provides $70.4 million for the program in 2011-12.

. Assembly: Approved as budgeted.

PROPOSITION 98

Bu dgel Conference Commiflee
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K-14 Mandates (lssue 384). Prior to the 2010-11 Budget Act, for nearly 10 years, the
state has deferred the annual cost of education mandates but still required local
education agencies to perform the mandated activity by providing a nominal amount of
funding for each activity. The 2010-11 Budget Act implemented several mandate
reforms and funded annual ongoing mandate costs at roughly $90 million.

. Governor: Provides $89.9 million to fund the 2011-12 ongoing cost of K-14 state
mandated local programs.

. Senate: Approved as budgeted.

o Assembly: Provided a total of $43.000 ($1,000 per mandate) and defers the
remaining ongoing cost.

Budgef Conference Commlflee
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Senate and Assembly Action: Both the Assembly and Senate approved of the $1

billion shift for 2011-12 and rejected the 50 percent on-going transfer from the Local

Commissions. The Assembly also approved of eliminating the State Commission for

additional savings of approximately $89 million per year on-going, which was not part of
the Governor's proposal.

Comment: The Governor's Budget proposes to use $1 billion in Proposition 10 Fund

reserves ($50 million from State reserves and $950 million from local reserves) to

support Medi-Gal services for children (aged 5 and under) in lieu of General Fund in
20;11-12, and to shift 50 percent of the local allocation to the state on an ongoing basis.

This proposal requires voter approval and a June 2011 ballot initiative is assumed-

The California Children and Families Program (also known as "First 5") was created in

lgg3 upon voter approval of Proposition 10, the California Children and Families First

Act (Act), which increased tobacco taxes by 50 cents per pack of cigarettes'
Approximately 80 percent of the Prop 10 revenue is allocated directly to 58 county First

S commissions. The remaining 20 percent stays at the state level with the State

Children and Families Commission (State Commission), which will be discussed below.

County commissions implement programs in accordance with local plans to support and

imprwe early childhood development in their counties. While programs vary from

county to county, each county commission provides services in three main areas: 1)

Family Functioning; 2) Child Development; and 3) Ch¡ld Health.

Reserves: Unspent funds are carried over for use in subsequent fiscal years'

According to the DOF, over time, both the State and local fund balances have grown,

and as of ¡une 30, 2009, county commissions held more than $2 billion in reserves.

County commissions state that the amount of reserve assumed by the DOF is too high

since some County commissions have maintained prudent reserves for their future

obligations. They note that any redirection could create job loss and disruption, and

eliminate vital services that are provided at the local level.

State Gommission: Pursuant to the Act, the State Commission uses its funding

allocation to support administration, public education and outreach, research and

evaluation, and statewide programs. Specifically, the Act directs the Commission to:

conduct independent research, including the evaluation of relevant programs; identify

the best standards and practices for optimal early childhood development; and establish

and monitor demonstration projects. The Commission oversees a public education

campaign that includes advertising, public relations, and grassroots outreach. The

Commiðsion creates an educational "Kit for New Parents" which has been distributed to
more than 3 million California residents. The Kit is available in six languages and

independent evaluations have shown the Kit to have positive impacts on new parents.

PROPOSITION 1O

Budgei Conference Commíffee
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IN HOME SUPPORTIVE SERVICES

Senate and Assembly Action: Both houses took actions that maintained the
Governo/s level oï IHSS as detailed below:

IHSS Actions Taken By Both Houses Assembly Senate
Health Gare Certification. Approved a requirement for IHSS
recipients to have certification that personal care services are
necessary to prevent out-of-home care, with savings of $152
million GF (savings are estimated by DOF to be higher than in the
Govemor's budget because of interactions between proposals
when taken together).

Caseload Adjustment. Reduced caseload estimates based on
more recent, actual data, for savings of $83.2 million GF from the
program in 2010-1 1 and 201'l -12

Community First Ghoice Option. Adopted 912'l.1 million GF
savings due to expected approval of six percent increase in federal
financial participation as a result of IHSS qualifying under the new
federal Communíty First Choice Option.

Advisory Gommittees. Reduced GF spending by $1.4 million for
IHSS Advisory Committees and eliminated the mandate, while
retaining $3,000 for each of the 56 Public Authorities.

Additional IHSS Actions Taken By Senate

Domestic & Related Services Reduction. Adopted a modified
version of the Governor's proposal on domestic and related
services that included additional exceptions. More specifically,
excluded: i) households where the only occupants are all IHSS
recipients; ii) individuals whose housemates are neither their family
members nor their IHSS providers; iii) domestic and related tasks
that require the use of universal precautions; and iv) individuals
whose housemates are not both able and available to meet the
recipient's specified needs.

Across-the-Board Reduction As Needed. Adopted an across-
the-board reduction to correspond to any remaining amount of
savings needed to reach a total $486.1 million GF savings. Later
estimates from DOF indicated that no across-the-board reduction
was needed to reach the total savings adopted.

Additional IHSS Actions Taken By Assembly
Adopted an additional savings target of $160 million (which
becomes $128.4 given the above-mentioned change to estimates
for the health care certification action) to reach a total $486.1
million GF savings and placeholder trailer bill on proposals to be
determined, which may include, but are not limited to, proposals
regarding medication compliance, nursing home intervention and
diversion, and expanded goals for the Community Transitions
Program.

Budget Conference Commíflee
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Gomment: The IHSS program provides various services to eligible aged, blind, and
disabled persons who are unable to remain safely in their own homes without such
a-ssistance. IHSS providers assist recipients with tasks such as bathing, housework,
feeding, and dressing. Recipients are eligible to receive up to 283 hours of IHSS per
month. When a potential IHSS recipient applies for the program through a county
office, the determination of their eligibility includes a process that takes into account the
applicant's income and need for IHSS services. About 99 percent of IHSS recipients
receive IHSS services as a Medicaid benefit.

The Governor's budget proposes a combined General Fund savings of $486.1 million
from the following proposals:

1) Elimination of domestic and related services (e.9., meal preparation and clean-up;
laundry, shopping and errands) to recipients who live in shared housing and who do not
receive an exception based on their own or their housemate's specified conditions
($236.6 million);

2) An across-the-board reduction of 8.4 percent in the hours of service provided to
individuals who do not apply for and receive supplemental care (which would result in a
reduction of 12 percent when combined with an existing reduction in the budget year of
3.6 percent) ($tZZ.S million);and

3) A new requirement that individuals receive certification from a health professional of
their need for IHSS services ($120.¿ million).

The Governor's budget does not include any increase in nursing home costs as a result
of these proposals.

Bu dgel Conference Commiffee
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Senate and Assembly Action: Both house adopted alternatives to the Governo/s
proposal to eliminate the Multi-Purpose Senior Services Program (MSSP) and Adult
Day Health Care (ADHC) programs.

MSSP
Senate Action. a $5 million reduction to MSSP and rejected the remainder of the
proposed reduction. The Senate also adopted budget bill language directing the
Departments of Aging and Health Care Services to consult with the federal government
about how to achieve the savings operationally and to minimize any impacts on the
number of clients served.

Assembly Action. The Assembly rejected the Govemor's proposal and fully restored
the funding for MSSP.

ADHC
Senate Action. ln lieu of maintaining the ADHC Benefit, Senate recast services and
took the following actions:

. $25 million (GF) Appropriation. Appropriates $25 million (GF), with potential federal
fund match, to assist with transitioning individuals to other Medi-Cal health services
and social service and respite programs.

. Budqet Bill Lanquaqe for Appropriation. Budget Bill Language states: "Of the
amount appropriated in this ltem, $25 million (GF) shall be allocated to grants to
provide social activities and respite assistance for individuals who otherwise may
have been receiving Adult Day Health Care Services. The purpose of this funding is
to facilitate, as applicable and needed, transitions from ADHC services.

. Placeholder Trailer Bill Lanouaqe. Placeholder trailer bill language was adopted for
the DHCS to provide assistance with transitioning individuals from ADHC services to
other Medi-Cal provided health and medical services as offered under the Medi-Cal
Program.

. Reduces General Fund. This action reduces Medi-Cal by a net $151.6 million (GF).

LONG TERM CARE PROGRAMS

Bu dgel Conference Commiffee
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Assembly Action. Assembly maintained ADHC benefit and reduced by $Zg.Z million

(GF). The reduction is to be achíeved as follows:

Comment:

Multi-Purpose Senior Services Program (MSSP): The Governor's budget proposes

to eliminate MSSP, for 2011-12 savings of $19.9 million GF. This would also result in

the state losing $19.9 million in federalfunds. The Governor's budget does not include

any increase in nursing home costs as a result of this proposal.

MSSP assists elderly Medi-Cal recipients to remain in their homes. Clients must be at

least 65 years old and must be certified as eligible to enter a nursing home. MSSP

provides mostly care management services, connecting individuals to necessary

services. The program can also purchase specified services if the client's informal

support and other sôurces of private and public services are exhausted. MSSP-funded

services may include adult day care, housing assistance, personal care assistance,
protective súpervision, care management, respite, transportation, meal services, and

ôther serv¡ces. MSSP operates under a federal Medicaid waiver and has 41 sites

statewide. The program serves approximately 11,789 clients per month'

Description of Reduction Proposal Estimated
General Fund Savings

1. Stakeholder Process. Create stakeholder process with DHCS

to identify chronically non-compliant ADHC facilities and
implement a new ADHC Medical Necessity and
Documentation Self-Audit tool for a 10 percent reduction in
beneficiaries based on tighter elígíbility criteria. Some field

testing has already been completed.

-$21.2 million

Streamline Administration. Move ADHC unit from Department
of Aging to DHCS and streamline administration'

2. -$1.7 million

Consolidate Licensinq & Certification. Consolidate licensing
and certification at DHCS and replace GF with federal funds'

3. -$1.2 million

Carry-Over Days. Eliminate reimbursement for "carry-ove/'

days. This eliminates the ability for beneficiaries to make-up
absences during the last week of one month into the first week

of the next month.

4. -$400,000

Non-Billable Holidavs. Mandate 10 non-billable "holidays" for
allADHC entities.

5. -$3.7 million

Total Reduction 528.2 million

Bu d get Conference CommÍftee
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Adult Day Health Gare (ADHC). ADHC services are considered an "Optional" Benefit
under Medi-Cal. AHDC services are a "bundled" service and provide health,
therapeutic, and social services designed to serve those "at-risk" of being in a nursing
home. California is one of few States that currently offers this service. Total funding for
ADHC is $369.8 million ($176.6 million GF). There are 325 active ADHC providers in
Medi-Cal who serve about 27,000 average monthly users. The DHCS estimated cost
per ADHC beneficiary is $1,128 per month, or $13,538 annually.

The Medi-Cal Error Report has raised issues regarding ADHC eligibility for services
based on medical acuity, as well as billing errors. Additional DHCS audit staff has been
provided in past years to address some of these concerns.

Prior ADHC Gost Containment. Previous cost-containment efforts have included the
following:

o Moratorium. ln 2OO4, a statutory moratorium was placed on the expansion of new
ADHC providers. This remains today.

o Treatment Authorization Reviews. ln 2009, on-site treatment authorization reviews
were implemented and are anticipated to reduce expenditures by $824,000 (GF) in
2011-12.

. Medical Acuitv Eliqibilitv Criteria-Enjoined bv Court. ln 2009, the Legislature
enacted medical acuity eligibility criteria to focus ADHC services on most medically
acute individuals. This was to reduce program costs by 20 percent but was enjoined
by the courts.

. Limit AHDC Benefit to Three Davs. ln 2009, the Legislature enacted statute to limit
services for an individual to three days per week. However this was enjoined.

The budget eliminates the MSSP and ADHC Benefits effective June 1, 2011. The
Administration states other Medi-Cal services are available in lieu of MSSP and ADHC
services. These services other medical services include:

. Home Health Services;

o ln-Home Supportive Services;

. Physicaland OccupationalTherapy;

. Clinic services that include dietitian, physician, social worker, and nursing services;
and,

. Physician Services through the individual's Medi-Cal health care provider.

Budget Conference CommÍflee
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MAYORS' REDEVELOPMENT PRO POSAL

Summary of Reforms

Commencing in 2O1l-12, provide an annual payment equal to 5% of allocated gross tax

increment (less existing pass throughslto the State. The cumulative payment from all

agencies is estimated to be S20O million annually, sufficient to leverage $t.Z billion plus.

Annual surplus from the 5% above the State's debt service (+/-$SO million) would go to

schools and other taxing entit¡es.

Commencing in 2018-2019, growth in tax increment above the 2008-09 levelwould be

subject to an additional annual pass-through payment of 75o/o (on top of existing pass-

through payments and the new 5% payment to the State). Existing project areas would

be extended by ten years to help agencies in meeting these new financial obligations.

Cities with incremental taxable value in project areas exceeding20o/o of the taxable

value of the city could not adopt any new project area or expand any existing project

area until this percentage was reduced.

lncreased transparency in Agency operations by expanding disclosure requirements to

cover substant¡al expenditures to or for the benefit of a private entity'

Reduce the time Agencies have to spend affordable housing dollars before they lose

them and allow small agencies to poolfunds with adjacent agencies

Page 1 of 4
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MAYORS' REDEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL

1) Proposal to Address Contribution to State Budget Crisis

a) All agencies will be required to pledge an amount equal to 5% of gross allocated tax increment

(less existing pass-through payments to localtaxing entities), starting in FY 20L1-2012' Assuming

tax increment is $5.0 billion and pass-through payments are St.0 b¡ll¡on, combined annual

pledge would be 5200 million.

b) State may pledge these funds to securitize a borrowing that could raise S1.7 billion with a 25%

coverage factor (30 years, 7% interest), or use them for any State purpose.

c) Remaining annual coverage of 550 million (estimated) would be available for education or any

other purpose determined by the State, as would excess occurring as a result of future growth

of tax increment.

d) To assíst agencies that do not have funds available to make the full 5% payment based on

current financial conditions, agencies may reduce the cash payment to no less than 2% of gross

allocated Tl during the first three years (after existing pass-throughs), upon giving a separate

promissory note to the State for the balance, with interest (above RDA borrowing rates), and

negotiated installments of principal paid so that the full amount of the note - principal and

interest -is paid by the 7th Year.

e) Any agency that could not meet its full 5% obligation would be prohibited from entering into

any additional obligations until it had made up any payments to the State, other than

obligations for affordable housing from Low-Moderate housing funds.

f) To support agencies in committing the flow of funds required above, and to assist agencies in

completing existing Plans while making this additional payment, Redevelopment Plan limitations

for existing Project Areas (Plans approved by the Legislative Body as of June 30, 2011) will be

adjusted as follows:

i) The current deadlines in existing Plans will be extended for 10 years, without the obligation

to make additional blight findings, including:

(1) deadline for incurring debU

(2) deadline for collecting tax increment and repaying debt; and

(3) period for Plan effectiveness'

¡¡) ln addition, the period for collecting tax increment in existing Project Areas will be further

extended to 30 years (FY 2042) only for the purposes of funding a Plan's proportionate

share ofthe 5% State pass-through.

g) Agencies that meet this obligation will not be subject to future State-mandated termination, or

to make additional payments to the state except as provided below.

Page 2 of 4
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MAYORS' REDEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL

2l Proposal to Reduce the lmpact of Tax lncrement Allocations on Taxing Ent¡t¡es and Redirect

Redevelopment Act¡v¡t¡es

a) Commencing after five years fonlrrard (201-3-19), growth in tax increment above that received in

each project area in 2008-09 will be subject to an additional annual pass-through payment to

taxing entities (in addition to existing annual pass-through payment requirements and the new

5% annual State payment requirement), of L5% (for an annual pass-through obligation of 35%

plus the new 5% annual State payment requirement ) , subordinated to the annual payments

required for existing obligations in that project area as of the effective date of the legislation.

An agency may, with approval of the local legislative body and the county board of supervisors,

allocate all or a portion of the county share of the additional L5% pass-through for

redevelopment purposes. This new L5% pass-through tier exceeds and replaces the "tier 2" and

"tier 3" pass-throughs currently required under the CRL by AB L290, and applies to new and

existing project areas. Any amounts paid pursuant to existing contractual pass-through

payments to other taxing entities shall be credited toward this addition al t5% pass-through

requirement.

b) Agencies could not adopt any new redevelopment project areas or expand existing

redevelopment project areas if the aggregate percentage of incremental assessed value within

all redevelopment project areas in the jurisdiction exceeds 20% of the jurisdiction's gross

taxable property value untilthis percentage is reduced. Amendments to the law would provide a

mechanism for agencies to terminate existing project areas or portions of project areas prior to

their expiration date as a means of reducing the total percentage of the jurisdiction's

incremental assessed valuation located within redevelopment project areas.

c) Additionaljob-generating authority would be granted to agencies within redevelopment project

areas, including tools targeted to direct business assistance for job-creation or retention, such

as:

(¡) Direct loans and loan guarantees;

(ii) Equipment and tenant improvement financing;

(iii) Payment of local fees;

(iv) Participating in small business administration loan programs to leverage such

dollars;

(v) Assist community colleges and local non-profit providers in targeted job-training

proErams;

(vi) Participating in industry councils and similar organizations.

3) Proposal to Address Transparency in Operations

a) Expand the application of CRL Section 33433 to any transactions involving an expenditure by

an agency in excess of 5250,000 to or for benefit of a private entity'

Page 3 of 4
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MAYORS' REDEVELOPMENT PRO POSAL

4) Proposal to Address the Production of Affordable Housing

a) Limit the general administrative and planning expenses (not including expenses incurred in

connection with any specific affordable housing project or program) to no more than 15% of the

actual annual deposits into the low and moderating income housing fund

b) Cap the percentage of Low and Moderate lncome Housing funds used on moderate income

housing to no more than 30%, agency-wide, within any 5 year period

c) Reduce the period an Agency has to encumber annual amounts of tax increment required by law

to be deposited in the Low and Moderate lncome Housing Fund to 3 years with 120% of any

excess surplus transferred to the County or the Department of Housing and Community

Development for distribution to eligible projects, inside or outside the territorialjurisdiction of

the contributing agency, within 15 miles of the redevelopment project area generating the funds

The additional2O% shallcome from agency resources otherthan low and moderate income

deposits. The 3-year period shall be extended for not more than one additionalyear, to the

extent that the agency has formally designated Low and Moderate lncome Housing Funds to a

specific eligible project or program, and has initiated and is actively taking all steps necessary to

implement that project or program.

d) Allow Agencies with annual housing deposits of less than 5600,000 annually to pool such funds

with redevelopment agencies in adjacent communities, or transfer such funds to the County or

HCD, for distribution to eligible affordable housing projects, inside or outside the territorial

jurisdiction of the contributing agency, within 1.5 miles of the redevelopment project area that

generated the funds

e) Any excess surplus low and moderate income housing funds distributed to eligible projects

located outside the territorialjurisdiction of a contributing Agency pursuant to (c) or (d) above

shall not reduce the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) of thê municipaljurisdiction in

which the Agency is located

Page 4 of 4
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CICAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: March 10,2011

To: CitylCounty Association of Govemments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 1l-08 authoizingthe C/CAG Chair to

execute an agreement with the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools to
administer and manage the Countywide Safe Routes to School Program in an

amount not to exceed $2,000,000

(For further information contact John Hoang363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve of Resolution l1-08 authorizing the C/CAG Chair to

execute an agreement with the San Mateo County Superintendent of School to administer and

manage the Countywide Safe Routes to Schools Program in an amount not to exceed $2,000,000

FISCAL IMPACT

Up to $2,000,000

SOURCE OF FT]NDS

$1,429,000 in Surface Transportation Program/Congestion Management and Air Quality
(STP/CMAQ) funds is available to San Mateo County jurisdictions for the FY 09/10 to FY
Illl2. Local match up to $571,000 to be provided from Measure M ($10 Vehicle Registration
Fee)

BACKGROUND/DIS S CUSION

The Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) program for San Mateo County is an element of the

Metropolitan Transportation Commissions' (MTC) Climate Initiatives Program. The overall goal

of the SR2S program is to enable and encourage children to walk or bicycle to schools by
implementing projects and activities to improve health and safety, and also reduce traffrc
congestion due to school-related travels.

C/CAG, as the congestion management agency, is the designated agency for San Mateo County
that receives the STP/CMAQ funds from MTC will administer the SR2S funding for the county,

serving as the fiscal agent for the Program. C/CAG, in partnership with the San Mateo County
Health System, took the lead in facilitating the development and preparation of the San Mateo

ITEM 6.2
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County SR2S Strategic Plan. The development of the program, which began in February 2010

and continued through October 2010,has been performed by a rù/orking Group and overseen by a

Task Force consisting of schools, PTAs, law enforcement, public works, cities, and health

officials. Among the participants in the Task Force has been the San Mateo County Offrce of
Education, also referred to as the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools.

In Novemb er 2010,the Superintendent of Schools presented C/CAG a proposal to serve as the

lead for implementing the San Mateo County SR2S Program. The SR2S Task Force was

presented with the draft scope of work describing the implementation approach, strategies and

tudget, which includes providing the SR2S Toolkit of Programs (currently in development) to

schools as a resource to apply best practices focusing on education, encouragement, enforcement,

and evaluation components. The proposal includes the establishment of a County SR2S Project

Coordinator, SR2S Specialists, and the formation of two Advisory Committees (Policy and

Operations) to guide the Superintendent of Schools.

The general input from the Task Force was that it was logical for the Superintendent of Schools

to be the lead agency for the SR2S Program since the Superintendent has established

relationships with the school districts and individual schools within the County that would help

facilitate the program implementation. In addition, Task Force members also stressed the

importance that the majority of the funds be distributed to the schools for programs and projects

identified in the Toolkit and related services that could be provided by the network of SR2S

Specialists. It was also recognizedthatin addition to providing funds to the schools, the success

of the program would require that the SR2S Specialist and local volunteer effOrts at the schools

work closely together.

The development and implementation of the San Mateo County SR2S Program is estimated for a

3g-month period, beginning approximately in JanuaryÆebruary 2011 and ending approximately

in June/Juþ 2013. This initial countywide SR2S Program for San Mateo County would be

considered a pilot program and would be evaluated annually with a comprehensive review at the

end of the 3O-month period.

Follow-up to the February 10. 2011 Board Meeting

This item was initially presented at the February 10,2011 Board. After an extensive discussion,

the Board moved this item to the March meeting and requested that San Mateo County

Superintendent of Schools, Anne Campbell, be present to address questions from the Board

members. Staffhas compiled a list of questions and answers that frames some key points

conveyed by the Board in FebruarY.

ATTACHMENT

. Safe Routes to School Program: Follow-up Questions and Answers

' Resolution I l-08
. Agreement between C/CAG and the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools
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Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program: Follow-up Questions and Answers

March 2011

' Why are Ìye spending $2 million on this program?

Through the MTC Climate lnitiative Program, San Mateo County was allocated

Sl.429 million to specifically fund Safe Routes to School Programs within the

County. C/CAG is the fiscal agent in charge of administering the program and is

providing matching funds for this federal grant up to the $2M total to fund the initial
phur. of the countywide SR2S Program. The matching funds come from Measure M.

The overall goal of the countywide SR2S Program is to enable and encourage

children to walk or bicycle to schools by implementing projects and programs to

improve health, well-being, and safety. The program will focus on the education,

encoruagement, enforcement, and evaluation activities.

The County Office of Education will be the lead agency and link among the local

schools and cities. It will facilitate and coordinate the development of school site

projects in a target of 50 schools across the county, and provide a menu of resources

and services from which schools can choose; schools can also create their own

progr¿ìm activities.

' What is C/CAG's role?

C/CAG is the designated agency to receive the funds and, therefore, is the project

sponsor acting as the fiscal agent that will administer the funds. However, C/CAG

primarily would have an oversight role in overseeing the development of the SR2S

program and assuring that program meets its objectives.

C/CAG will also monitor the implementation of program activities, to ensure that

services have been provided before payment is made for expenditures' Finally,

C/CAG will receive the program evaluations'

. \ilhat is the County Office of Education and what is its role in SRÌIIS?

The County Office of Education is an Intermediate Educational Agency that provides

a link between the State Department of Education and the local school districts. The

main functions of the County Office of Education (COE) are to provide leadership,

support, service and coordination to the 23local school districts in the county that

educate the vast majority of students. It provides a variety of instructional, business,

and consulting services that enhance the ability of districts to provide quality

education. The office serves as an intermediate link between the California
Department of Education and local districts, demonstrating educational leadership in

the County and State, and working with public and private agencies for the benefit of
public education.
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The coE will serve as the Lead Educational Agency for implementing of the sR2s

Program. The County Office of Education will provide the following types of

services/activities:

' Hire a Coordinator who will manage the project'
, Create a web site that lists the ,..o*."t and services of SR2S (English and

Spanish).
. Inform all districts, schools and cities in the county about the program.

: 
¿;;;" 

" 
iirrr.* of contact persons (one person "'-"li:jij#:Ji:.Ï:

' . r r 1 --1-^L:r^^^ ^^L^^r- r 
what are the priority

concerns, lssues and needs, and what ideas schools have for program activities

that will address their needs'
. Create and disseminate toolkits and resources for local sites'

' Provide training workshops at the County, district, city and school levels for

project ParticiPants.

' Create an appiication process schools can use to apply for funds to support

site level projects.

' Upon r.q.r".i from schools, hire consultants who can go to schools sites to

piovide parent education programs, student education programs, and other

activities such as Bicycle Safety events, etc'

. Conduct public information programs'

. Collect feedback from schools aboutthe success of the program and make

adjustments as needed.
. Monitor school implementation to ensure that schools are carrying out the site

projects for which they have been funded'

' Conduct evaluations of the program's success'

. other activities as needed to support the participating schools.

How would c/cAG and the coE work together in administering this program?

c/cAG would contract with the coE to implement the SR2S program and would

hold the COE accountable for achieving the goals and outcomes, meeting timelines

and operating within the budget. The artnership is to ensure

that the SR2S project is administered that integrates it

effectively and smoothly with schools and thus enabling them

to use the-funds produciively on behalf of students and the community'

A Policy Advisory committee would be formed to advise both ccAG and the coE

on the program activities related to and to create a

community-wide, holistic approach sustainable San Mateo

County. Membership ott tttit Committee sed' including C/CAG

and COE staff and representatives of cities, health agencies, law enforcement,

schools, and other organizations.

Staff from the county office can also invite c/cAG staff to visit project sites and

will also make reports to C/CAG as requested'
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How are we assured that another level of bureaucracy will not be created?

The San Mateo County Ofüce of Education, consisting of the Superintendent of
Schools, Anne Campbell, and the Board of Education, provides leadership and

support to public schools. The COE structure is already in place and has established

*d prou.tt experience in administering programs that benefits schools'

This new countywide SR2S Program will require a dedicated project coordinator and

a number of specialists that provides the technical assistance at the schools. These

necessary positions do not constitute another level of bureauclacy.

The State Preschool Program that the County Offrce of Education administers

provides a good model of how the County Office of Education plans to operate.

lwenty years ago the State Depratment of Education made available funding to

conduót preschòol programs for low-income students ages 3 and 4. Local districts did

not have the staff or the experience needed to apply individually for what would have

been relatively small grants. The County Office submitted a County-wide

applicationand received a large grant. It hired a State Preschool Coordinator and

sùbcontracted with a variety of existing agencies, funding them to enroll low-income

students in their programs. That State Preschool Program still operates in an

effective, efficient manner, bringing millions of dollars into the county each year that

serve hundreds of students in 16 different Centers across the county. There is still

only one Coordinator and one part-time administrative assistant. The Coordinator

manages the budget, assures legal compliance, maintains licensing standards,

provides technical assistance to site Directors, etc. This has remained a very lean

operation the a very high return on investment.

The County Office of Education also has a critical mass of staff whose functions are

to serve and support all the schools in the County. For example, IT staff can be called

upon to help dwelop web pages and the County Office can host the pages on its web

siìe. Bilingual staff can provide Spanish translation services. A data analyst is

available to assist with survey design and tabulation of results, etc'

Any staff hired from project funds will spend 100% of the time paid by the project on

project activities.

Can the COE make a commitment to the program considering the resources

required and other demands on their limited resources?

The COE is committed and has factored in the project resources þroject coordinator

and specialists) required to effectively implement the program in the budget.

How many school districts and schoots will benefÏt from this program?

The program will focus on elementary schools and all schools are eligible to

participãte in the program. Outreach will be made to all23 school districts and all

schooli within each district that could potentially benefit from the program. The
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project has set a target of serving 50 schools, in as many as possible of the

that have elementary schools. (Note: three districts serve only high school
grades 9-12.)

How do we engâge the various school district boards of education and
cities?

20 districts
students in

individual

Local schools sites, through engagement with PTAs, Site Councils and similar
groups, will design and implement the strategies, objectives and activities that meet

the needs of their students and families and help to achieve the overall goals of the
project.

Regional partnerships will be developed with agencies such as city governments, the

County Health System and community collaboratives that have existing networks to
local school sites. The COE will coordinate and support this effort by contacting the

stakeholders including schools and cities.

Have performance measures been developed to determine how effective the
program will be?

Some specific measurable outcomes of the project are indicated in the Scope of Work
under "Outcomes". More detailed performance measures will be developed by
C/CAG and COE under the guidance of the Policy Advisory Committee during the

initial Start-up phase of the project. The County Ofüce has stated its intent of
working collaboratively with C/CAG

' Why are there aspects of the SR2S Program that have not been defined?

This is a new program for San Mateo County; therefore, additional work will need to
be performed during the start-up and planning phases, as described in the Scope of
'Work. County Office of Education will create the program details in the start-up
phase, but will do so in consultation with the schools to ensure that program activities
address school priorities.

Past programs administered by COE were passed on to the schools. Why will
this not happen again?

One major program that was returned in large part to the local districts in the past few
years was the Special Education program. The districts felt that it would be better to

have these students educated as close to their home communities as possible, and that

they could do it more cost effectively - in part due to the savings on transportation if
students were not transported long distances.

The County Office's commitment is to provide the best possible services to local
districts. The County Office believes it will maintain and operate this program for
many years. In cases in which the County Office can best provide the services and

districts want to receive it from the County Office, it continues to provide those
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RESOLUTION 11-08

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CITY/COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO

COUNTY AUTHORIZING THE C/CAG CHAIR TO EXECUTE AN
AGREEMENT \ryITH THE SAN MATEO COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT
OF SCHOOL TO ADMINISTER AND MANAGE THE COUNTYWIDE
SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOLS PROGRAM IN AN AMOTINT NOT TO

EXCEED $2,000,000

RESOLVED, by the Board of Directors of the CitylCounty Association of Governments

of San Mateo County (C/CAG), that

WHEREAS, C/CAG is the designated Congestion Management Agency (CMA)
responsible for the development and implementation of the Congestion Management Program for

San Mateo County; and

WIIEREAS, C/CAG was providedLl,429,000 in funding from the federal Surface

Transportation Program (STP) and/or Congestion Mitigation and Air Qualtty Improvement

(CMAQ) program by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for the San Mateo

County Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program; and

WHEREAS, the overall goal of the SR2S Program is to enable and encourage children to

walk or bicycle to schools by implementing projects and activities to improve health and safety;

and

WHEREAS, as the CMA for San Mateo County, C/CAG will administer the SR2S

funding for the county, serving as the fiscal agent for the Program; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that the San Mateo County Superintendent of
Schools will serve as the lead agency to implement the SR2S program for San Mateo County.

NOIV, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the city/county
Association of Govemments of San Mateo County that the Chair is authorized to execute a funding

agreement with the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools in the amount not to exceed

$2,000,000. This agreement is attached hereto and is in a form that has been approved by C/CAG

Legal Counsel.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAY OF MARCH 2011.

Thomus M. Kasten, Chøir
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FT]NDING AGREEMENT
BETWEEN

CITY/COUNTY A.SSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COI]NTY
AND

SANMATEOCOUNTYSUPERINTENDENToFSCHOOLS
FOR

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL PROGRAM

THIS AGREEMENT, entered into this day of 2011, by and between the

City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County, a Joint Powers Agency'

hereinafter called "C/CAG" and the San Mateo County Superintendent of Schools, hereinafter

called "SUPERINTENDENT".

WITNESSETH

\ilHEREAS, C/CAG is a joint powers agency formed for the purpose of preparation,

adoption and monitoring of a variety of county-wide state-mandated plans; and

WHEREAS, the SUPERINTENDENT provides leadership and support to public schools

in San Mateo County through its three Divisions: Instructional Services, Fiscal and Operational

Services, and Student Services.

WIIEREAS, C/CAG received $1,429,000 in Surface Transportation Program /

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (STP/CMAQ) funds from the Metropolitan

Transportation Commission Climate Initiative Program for the development and implementation

of a safe Routes to school Program (sR2S) in San Mateo county (the "Program); and

WHEREAS, the tot¿l cost of the Program is estimated to be $2,000,000, including the

C/CAG matching funds in the amount of $571,000; and

WHEREAS, the overall goal of the Program is to enable and encourage children to walk

or bicycle to schools by implementing projects and activities to improve health and safety, and

also reduce traffic congestion due to school-related travels; and

WHEREAS, C/CAG has determined that the SUPERINTENDENT will serve as the

Lead Educational Agency (LEA) to implement the Program; and

WIIEREAS, C/CAG and SUPERINTENDENT desire to enter into a formal agreement

to specif, the work scope for the SR2S Program that agree that C/CAG shall provide funds for

the development of the Program.

NOW, THEREFORE,IT IS HEREBY AGREED by the parties hereto, as follows:
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1. SCOPE OF SERVICES

SUPERINTENDENT shall serve as the lead agency for implementation of the Program in
San Mateo County. The Scope of V/ork to be performed by the SUPERINTENDENT is

described in Exhibit A attached hereto.

2. TIME OF PERFORMANCE

The services funded by this agreement shall commence on or after full execution of this

agreement and after C/CAG receive an "Authorizationto Proceed", a federal authorization of
funds, and shall be terminated by October 1,2013. Either parly may terminate the Agreement

without cause by providing sixty (60) days advance written notice to the other party.

3. FI.]NDING AND METHOD OF PAYÀ4ENT

a) C/CAG agrees to reimburse SUPERINTENDENT up to $2,000,000 for the

development and implementation of the SR2S Program in San Mateo County.

b) SUPERINTENDENT shall submit billings, on a monthly basis, accompanied by the

activity reports and paid invoices issued by consultants or progress payments as proof
that services were incurred or rendered and paid for by the SUPERINTENDENT.
Upon receipt of the invoice and its accompanying documentation, C/CAG shall pay

the amount claimed under each invoice, up to the maximum amount described by this
agreement, within thirty (30) days of receipt of the invoice, delivered or mailed to

C/CAG as follows:

City/County Association of Governments
555 County Center, 5th Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063
Attention: John Hoang

c) Subject to duly executed amendments, it is expressly understood and agreed that in no

event will the total funding commitment under this agreement exceed $2,000,000,
unless revised in writing and approved by C/CAG and SUPERINTENDENT.

4. AMENDMENTS

Any changes in the services to be performed under this Agreement shall be incorporated

in written amendments, which shall speci$ the changes in work performed and any adjustments

in compensation and schedule. All amendments shall be executed by C/CAG and

SUPERINTENDENT. No claim for additional compensation or extension of time shall be

recognized unless contained in a duly executed amendment.

5. NOTICES

All notices or other communications to either party by the other shall be deemed given
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when made in writing and delivered or mailed to such party attheir respective addresses as

follows:

To C/CAG: Attention: John Hoang, Program Manager
City/County Association of Governments
555 County Center, 5ft Floor
Redwood City, CA 94063

To SUPERINTENDENT: Attention:PeterBurchyns,
Special Advisor to the Board and Superintendent
San Mateo County Office of Education
l0l TwinDolphinDrive
Redwood City, CA 94065-1064

6. INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR

SUPERINTENDENT and its employees, agents and consultants shall be deemed
independent contractors of C/CAG. Nothing herein shall be deemed to create any joint venture
or partnership arrangement between the C/CAG and SUPERINTENDENT.

7. HOLD HARMLESS

SUPERINTENDENT agrees to indemniû and defend C/CAG from any and all claims,
damages and liability in any way occasioned by or arising out of the negligence of
SUPERINTENDENT, or its employees, contractors, consultants or agents in the performance of
this Agreement.

IN \ryITNESS \ilHEREOF, the Agreement has been executed by the parties hereto as of
the day and year first written above.

SAN MATEO COUNTY CITY/COI-]NTY ASSOCIATION OF
SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS GOVERNMENT OF SAN MATEO COUNTY

Anne E. Campbell, Thomas M. Kasten, C/CAG Chair

County Superintendent of Schools

Approved as to form:

SUPERINTENDENT Attorney Counsel for C/CAG
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EXHIBIT A

SCOPE OF WORK

Purpose of the Partnership

The San Mateo County Office of Education (SMCOE), also referred to as the San Mateo County

Superintendent of Schools, will serve as the Lead Educational Agency (LEA) for the
implementation of a Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) Program in San Mateo County.

The CitylCounty Association of Governments (C/CAG) of San Mateo will provide the funding
for the project and will hold the San Mateo County Offrce of Education accountable for carrying
out the activities described in this Scope of V/ork.

C/CAG and SMCOE have a joint interest in ensuring that the project integrates effectively and

smoothly with schools and community agencies, thus enabling them to use the Federal Surface

Transportation Program and Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality Improvement (STP/CMAQ)
Program funds productively on behalf of students and the community.

Goal

The overall goal of the project will be to make San Mateo County a healthier, safer, more
sustainable, environmentally sound community with better air quality, less traffic congestion,
more physically frt students and adults who are well-served by schools and other agencies

working collaboratively.

Guiding Principles

In carrying out its responsibilities, the County Office of Education will adhere to the following
guiding principles:

. The SMCOE will work collaboratively with C/CAG, schools, cities and all parürer

agencies.
. The project will recognízethe important role of volunteers (such as PTA members and

others) in SR2S and will support and promote their involvement.
. The project will build upon existing successful models and programs and provide

schools with a range of alternatives they can implement, based on their needs and

interests.

' Schools will be provided with sufficient resources and support to implement site-based

progrcms successfully.

' Participating schools will be provided clear directions and parameters so that they can

operate their programs according to the funding regulations.
. The SMCOE will use data to guide program planning and evaluation.
. The SMCOE will maintain on-going communication and outreach, to ensure that
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interested parties have the opportunity to be involved and to have their voices heard

during implementation.

Outcomes

The specific measurable outcomes of the project will include but are not limited to:

. Improved knowledge about and more positive attitudes toward walking and biking to

school, on the part ofstudents, parents and volunteers.
. Increased numbers of students walking and biking to school.
. High levels of student, parent and volunteer participation in educational activities related

to healthy and environmentally sound lifestyles.
. Decreased traffrc and congestion around schools, one byproduct of which will be

increased air quality.
. Reduced obesity and better health habits among students'
. Increased partnerships among schools, community agencies, parents and volunteers'

' Improved community safety.

Implementation Approach

The County Offrce of Education's approach is to combine three elements: centralized leadership

and technical assistance; networks of collaboration and support; and services delivered to school

sites in support of program activities that meet local needs and priorities.

Centralized Leadership and Technical Assistance

The SMCOE will provide overall direction, timelines and implementation regulations; be

responsible for fiscal management and monitoring; and conduct the project evaluation. It will
use its existing relationships with school district personnel and its established administrative

systems to establish and implement the SR2S project. In addition, it will also use its regional and

statewide contacts with other County Offices of Education to share resources and best practices

with other agencies that are implementing county SR2S projects.

Networks of Collaboration and Support
Networks of collaboration will be developed among school sites and other agencies such as city

governments, the County Health System and community organizations and volunteers. The

networks could be based upon either schools in geographic proximity to each other or upon

groups of schools with a conìmon interest in a particular programmatic approach, such as
'Walking 

School Buses, Bicycle Safety, etc. These partners will be encouraged to build "learning

communities" that: share common values, cultures and norms; engage in common professional

development and technical training; and share successful practices.

The SMCOE plans to create 5-7 networks that would each have 5 to 10 schools; these will be

supported by SR2S Specialists þart-time) who deliver technical assistance and other services to

school sites.

The SR2S Specialists' would provide communications, information, trainings, meetings,
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workshops, technical support, planning assistance, and other resources in support of SR2S to
promote the development of successful school site-based SR2S progr¿Ims; provide corisultation

and technical assistance to principals, teachers, parents, trainers and others concerning SR2S;

enhance interagency cooperation with cities, the San Mateo County Health System and other

agencies to promote healthy environments and active walking and biking behaviors that reduce

the likelihood of illness and injury, increase the probability of personal fitness and safety for
students and adults and support the development of environmentally sustainable communities.

Each school participating in the project will have a Site Team that plans and carries out the

implementation activities. These Site Teams would include representatives from the school

community and other agencies. The assumption is that volunteers from organizations such as

Site Councils and PTAs will have large roles in site activities.

Local Services
Local school sites, through engagement with staff, Site Councils, PTAs and similar groups, will
design, schedule and implement the specific activities that meet the needs of their students and

families and help to achieve the overall goals of the project. Site support services will be

delivered either by project staff (SR2S Specialists) or by school staff or consultants, funded by

the project.

Governance

The SMCOE will be accountable to C/CAG for achieving the goals and outcomes of the project,

developing deøited annual action plans and line item budgets, meeting timelines and operating

within the budget.

The SMCOE will hire staff to manage the project and its budget, be responsible for
implementation and submit timely reports. The SMCOE will also subcontract with schools to
provide them the resources to carry out their action plans.

Alternatively, at the request of schools, the SMCOE could hire consultants or other staff who

would provide specific services at the site that had been requested by the school; it could also

purchase training and other materials for the school's use.

The SMCOE will convene two Advisory Committees (Policy and Operations) to help ensure that

the SMCOE receives guidance, input and feedback from a cross-section of the entire community

on whose behalf the initiative is being implemented.

The Policy Advisory Committee will advise C/CAG and the SMCOE on the direction of the

project and on related infrastructure grants and strategic issues, thus helping to create a

community-wide, holistic approach to a healthier, safer, more sustainable San Mateo County.

Members of the Policy Advisory Committee will include elected officials; people who have

leadership positions with various partner agencies, such as: C/CAG; the San Mateo Health

System; the Metropolitan Transportation Commission; municipal government; law enforcement;

other community leaders; etc.
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The SR2S Operations Committee will provide a means of internal communication among service

providers and the clients served at school sites and to offer input and feedback on program

activities. Members of the Operations Committee will be individuals close to local school sites

who are involved with local activities, such as: school staff; PTA members and other school

volunteers; local police officers; staff members from city departments such as Planning or

Recreation; and other community agencies such as Boys and Girls Clubs.

Staffrng

The SMCOE will staff the project with a County SR2S Project Coordinator, a part-time

administrative assistant and part-time SR2S Specialists whose responsibilities will be to deliver

services to the Networks and school sites. The budget will also include funds for program

consultants who work on specialized tasks or provides services to schools at their request, and an

evaluator.

Implementation Strategies

Outlined below are the implementation strategies that the SMCOE will use in the various phases

ofthe project.

Start-Up Phase: January-June 20ll

. Execute formal agreement between CCAG-SMCOE.

. Complete detailed action plan and budget for the start-up phase.

. Work with C/CAG consultant to complete and distribute the SR2S Toolkit.

' Develop job descriptions, recruit and hire the Project Coordinator and assistant.

. Begin marketing/outreach/orientation via activities such as E-letters to schools and

PTAs; presentations at local and regional sites; orientation and technical assistance

meetings for interested parties.
. Make contacts with schools that have existing Safe Routes or similar programs to

develop acadre of "early implementers."
. Conduct public information activities that involve media releases and the development of

a Safe Routes web page on the County Office's Web site.

. Develop collaborative networks.

. Develop measurable outcomes upon which evaluations will be based.

. Make progress reports to CCAG'

Planning Phase: Jultt 201I - December 201l

. Hire SR2S Specialists.

' Develop detailed action plan and for FY 2071.
. Conduct needs assessments, using a variety of techniques such as surveys, focus groups,

technical assistance meetings, etc.
. Design data collection tools and evaluation instruments.
. Plan and deliver project training, based upon the needs of participants.
. Conduct research into model programs that have been successfully implemented
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elsewhere, and develop a menu of recommended programs from which local schools can

select for adoptiorVadaptation. (Note: schools will not be limited to these and will be

encouraged to develop or continue other programs that are aligned to the SR2S goals.)
. Create and implement a system for regional and site planning grants, using a Request for

Proposal format.

' Develop networks and sites action plans.
. Approve and fund action plans for implementation.

' Conduct 2011 annual evaluation and submit report to C/CAG.

Implementation Phase: Januarv 2012 - June 2013

' Make project modifications, Íts needed.
. Develop detailed action plan and budget for FY 2012-13.

' Implement network and site plans and bring additional schools into the project.
. Conduct evaluations.
. Conduct research into possible sources of future funding and develop applications for

funding to sustain SR2S activities beyond this funding cycle.

' Develop County, regional and site sustainability plans.

Budget

Estimated Income

The funding model is based on an estimated budget of $2,000,000 that includes $1,429,000 of
STP/CMAQ funds and an additional $571,000 of local funds provided by C/CAG.

Timeframe

The development and implementation of the San Mateo SR2S Program is planned for an

approximate 3O-month period (January 2011 - June 2013).

Annual Expenditures

The annual expenditure estimates over the 3O-month life of the project (January 2011 - June

2013) are summarized below. These expenditures are organized on a July 1 - June 30 Fiscal

Year basis that matches the budget cycles of both County agencies and school districts (including

the County Office of Education). Once the formal contract is signed, the County Off,rce of
Education will develop an itemized line item budget for approval by C/CAG.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: March 10,2011

To: City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

From: Richard Napier, C/CAG Executive Director

Subject: Review and recommend approval of the Measure M ($10 Vehicle Registration
Fee) S-Year Implementation Plan (Special voting procedures apply.)

(For further information contact John Hoang at 363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board review and approve the Measure M ($10 Vehicle Registration Fee)
5 -Year Implementation Plan.

FISCAL IMPACT

The estimated revenue is $6.7 million annually and $33.5 million for the 5-Year period.

SOURCE OF FUNDS

Funds are derived from the imposition of $10 Vehicle Registration Fee (VRF) on each motor
vehicle registered in San Mateo County pursuant of California Government Code 65089.20
and approval of Measure M by the voters on November 2,2070.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION

C/CAG placed Measure M on the November 2,2010, ballotto impose an annual fee of ten
dollars ($10) on motor vehicles registered in San Mateo County for transportation-related
congestion mitigation and water pollution mitigation programs. Measure M, which was
approved by the voters of San Mateo County, enables C/CAG to generate an estimated $6.7
million annually ($167 million over the next25 years) to help fund various transportation
programs for the 20 cities and the County.

The Expenditure Plan indicates that 50% of the net proceeds will be allocated to
cities/County for local streets and roads and 50Yo will be used for Countywide Transportation
Programs such as transit operations, regional traffic congestion management, water pollution
prevention, and safe routes to school programs.
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An Implementation Plan has been developed to provide detailed progam information
(attached). The Plan defines the percentages breakdown and estimated revenue for the

respective categories and programs as follows:

Category / Programs Allocation

Annual
Revenue

(Million)

5-Year
Revenue

(Million)

¡

I

I

I

Pro gram Admini stration

Local Streets and Roads

Transit Operations and"/or Senior
Transportation*

Intelligent Transportation System
(ITS) and Smaf Corridors*

Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S)*

National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) and

Municipal Regional Permit (MRP)*

Up to 5%

50% ofnet revenue

22%

r0%

6%

t2%

$0.34

$3.18

$1.40

$0.64

$0.38

$0.76

$ 1.70

$1s.90

$7.00

$3.18

$1.90

$3.82

Total S6.70 $33.s0
* Countywide Tronsportation Programs (50% of net revenue)

The allocations for the Countywide Transportation Programs are derived based on anticipated
needs and estimated implementation cost to fund each respective programs and projects,

annually and over the 5-Year implementation period. It is the intent that each Countywide
Transportation programs and projects will be evaluated at the end of each year to determine
whether the initial funding level (allocations) was adequate or whether it requires adjustments

based on the actual expenditures incurred during the previous year.

ATTACHMENTS

- Measure M Implementation Plan
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Measure M Implementation Plan
$10 Vehicle Registration Fee

March 2011

PURPOSE OF THE IMPLEMENTATION PLAN

The Measure M Implementation Plan describes the various programs identified in the Expenditure Plan in
more detail and established percentages of funds allocated to each of the Countywide Transportation
Programs. The Implementation Plan also identifies specific projects and programs under each category that
would be eligible to receive funds along with identifoing the targeted performance measures for each

activity. The Implementation Plan, which requires adoption by the C/CAG Board, is developed at the onset
of the 25-Year Measure M Program and will be updated every 5 years.

COLLECTION OF THE FEE

The $10 Vehicle Registration Fee (VRF) will be collected for a period of 25 years, beginning on
ìMay 2,2011 and ending on May 1,2036. Beginning approximately July 2011 and every month thereafter
for the duration of the fee, the Department of Motor Vehicles (DlvIV) will issue C/CAG a monthly check for
revenues collected from the prior month. The estimated revenue is $6.7 million annually and $33.5 million
over the initial S-year implementation period. This amount takes into consideration the DMV's
administrative fee charge of approximately $0.005 (one-half of a cent) for each check issued to C/CAG.

IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY

As indicated in the approved Measure M Expenditure Plan, up to 5Yo of the proceeds is allocated for
administration with 50% of the net revenue allocated to the Local Streets and Roads category and 50% of the
net revenue allocated to the Countywide Transportation Programs which includes the following programs:
Transit Operations and/or Senior Transportation, Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) and Smart
Corridors, Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S), and National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
and Municipal Regional Permit.

The general categories, detailed programs and projects guidelines, and respective performance measures
contained in Measure M are further described as follows.

PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION (Up to s%)

' Allocation of funds to be taken off the top.

r I portion of the funds will be used for routine program administration activities.

. In addition to routine administration, funds will be used to reimburse C/CAG for the following costs.

o Payment to the County Registrar of Voters for placing Measure M on the November 2,2010
ballot. (These costs are not counted towards tbe 5Yo limit on administration costs and may be
amortized over a period of years, as needed)

o Payment to the DMV for the initial setup and programming for the collection of a ten-dollar
($10) fee imposed on motor vehicles registered in San Mateo County.

' Any unused administration funds would be redistributed to the Local Streets and Roads and/or
Countywide Program categories as appropriate.
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LOCAL STREETS AND ROADS (50% of Net Revenue)

' Allocations to local jurisdictions (20 cities and the County) for congestion mitigation and stormwater
pollution mitigation programs.

' Allocation to be on a cost reimbursement basis utilizing a distribution formula consisting of 50Yo
population and 50Yo road miles for each jurisdiction modified for a minimum guaranteed amount of
$75,000 for each jurisdiction. (Exhibit A)

. Allocations will be made two times ayear, at a minimum every 6 months.

' Jurisdictions have the flexibility on use of the funds between the categories and projects; therefore,
there are no requirements to split the funds evenly between the categories.

. Measure M should not be used to supplant existing city general funds.

Category Programs/Proj ects Description Performance Measure

TrafFrc
Congestion
Management

Local Shuttles/transportation

Road resurfacing/reconstruction

. Deployment of local Intelligent
Transportation System (ITS)

. Roadway operations (e.g., restriping,
signal timing/coordination, signage

. Replacement and/or upgrading of
traffic signal hardware and/or software

. Number of passengers transported

. Milesifraction of miles of roads
improved.

. Number of ITS components
installed/ implemented.

. Miles/fraction of miles of roads
improved.

. Number of units replaced and/or
upgraded.

Stormwater
Pollution
Prevention

Street Sweeping;

Roadway storm inlet cleaning

Street side runoff treatment

Auto repair shop inspections

Managing runoff from streelparking
lot

Small capital projects such as vehicle
related runoff managemenlcontrols

Capital purchases for motor vehicle
related runoff managemenlcontrols

Additional used oil drop off locations

Motor vehicle fluid recycling programs

lnstallation of new pervious surface
medium strips in roadways

Miles of streets swept

Number of storm inlets cleaned

Square feet of surfaces managed

Number of auto repair shops
inspected

Square feet of surfaces managed
annually

Number of projects implemented

Number of pieces of equipment
purchased and installed

Number of locations implemented/
operated; oil quantity collected

Number of programs implemented/
operated; fluid quantity collected

Square footage ofnew pervious
surface medium strips installed
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COIINTYWIDE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMS (50% of Net Revenue)

' Allocations for the four (4) Countywide Programs are as follows:

o Transit Operations and/or Senior Transportation - 22Yo

o Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) and Smart Corridors - l0%

o Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) - 6%

o National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) and Municipal Regional Permit
(MRP) for administration and projects - 12%

' Allocation to be on a cost reimbursement basis.

. Up to a maximum of 4Yo may be transferred between the ITS/Smart Corridors, SR2S, and
NPDES/I4RP within the 5-year period taking into consideration actual expenditures, unused
allocations, program shortfalls, and program needs.

' The ITS and NPDES projects to be selected by a competitive "call for project" process.

. The Transit Operations and/or Senior Transportation programs to be sponsored by SamTrans or
Caltrain. Proposed projects to be submitted to C/CAG annually for approval.

. The SR2S Program to be administered by the C/CAG through the County Off,rce of Education (COE)

' The ITS/Smart Corridors and NPDES/\4RP Programs to be administered by C/CAG

Category Programs/Proj ects Description Performance Measure

Transit
Operations and/or-
Senior
Transportation

SamTrans Paratransit operations and
maintenance (Caltrain projects are also
eligible)

' Senior Mobility Management projects
that complement paratransit (e. g.,
Mobility Ambassadors, Van Sharing)

. Senior Mobility Education (e.g. Senior
Mobility Guide, Website Management)

. Operating costs and fare revenue;
Usage; Operating Efficiency;
Reliability and Safety; Customer
satisfaction; Cost effectiveness

. To be determined

To be determined

ITS and

Smart Corridors

. Deployment of projects having
regional and countywide significance

' Maintenance and operations of the
Smart Corridors specific equipment
located within the San Mateo County
jurisdictions' right-of-way

. Number of ITS components
installed and implemented

. Number of instances and duration
that the equipment (directional
signs, CCTV, commun ications,
power supply line and equipment)
is inoperable; Operability and
activation of equipment

SR2S . San Mateo County SR2S Program
provides modularized activities enable
children to walk and bicycle to school
through education, outreach,
encouragement, evaluation and
enforcement activities

. Number of schools participating in
the Program;Number of programs,
projects, and activities
implemented
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COUNTYWIDE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAMS (Continue)

Category Programs/Projects Description Performance Measure

NPDES and
MRP

Street and Road Repair and
Maintenance

Green Street projects

Control mobile sources

Public outreach events

Trash load reduction and hot spot
cleanup

Vehicle brake pad pollution impacts

Number of guidance documents
developed; areallength of roadways
managed

Number of projects completed,
area of impervious surface
managed with low impact
development measures

Number of guidance documents
developed, outreach events or'
materials dishibuted, or mobile
source properly managed

Number of materials/events
developed, distributed, and/or
attended; Number of people
contacted

Number of guidance documents
developed; quantity of area
addressed by trash management
measures; amount of trash loading
reduced/prevented through
implementation of management
measures

Number of guidance documents
developed andl or quantity of
pollutants addressed by
management measures
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EXHIBIT A

The table below provides an estimated distribution for the Local Streets and Roads allocation based a
formula consisting of 50Yo population and,50%o road miles for each jurisdiction modified for a minimum
guaranteed amount of $75,000 for eachjurisdiction.

Jurisdiction 7o ofTotal
Allocation

Estimated Net
Annual Revenue

Estimated Net
5-Year Revenue

Pacifica

San Bruno

Menlo Park

San Carlos

Burlingame

Belnont

Foster City

East Palo Aho

Hillsborough

Millbrae

Atherton

Woodside

Haf Moon Bay

Portola Valley

Brisbane

Colrna

t2.t5%

11.02%

9.62%

8.82%

7.17%

4.84%

4.76%

450%

4.03%

3.95%

3.2f/o

3.12%

3.060/o

2.81%

2.74o/o

2.36%

2.36%

2.360

236%

2.360/0

236%

386,806

350,562

305,999

280,747

228,162

153,891

157,514

143,095

128341

125,668

104,5'14

99227

97,444

89423

87,046

75,000

75,000

75,000

75,000

75,000

75,000

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

1,934,032

1,752,810

1,529,995

t{03,733

1,140,872

7694s4

757,570

71547s

641,707

628338

522,872

496,134

487222

447,115

435232

375,000

375,000

375,000

375,000

375,000

375,000

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

f
$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

$

Total l00Vo $ 3,182,500 $ 15,912,499

Notes:
I . Population totals are updated based on the State of California Departrnent of Finance estimates
2. Figwes may be slightly off due to rounding offerrors.
3. Assumes constant annual revenue over the 5-year Implementation Plan period.
4. Final net distribution amounts will take into account deductions for one-time election costs (which could be

amortized over a period of years) and DMV initial set up and programming costs.
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C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

Date: March 10,2011

TO: C/CAG Board of Directors

From: Finance/ Review Committee

Subject: Review and approval of Resolution 71-24 requesting the reauthorization of the
City/ County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG)
including approval of the Joint Powers Agreement and transmittal to the Cities and

County

(For further information or response to questions, contact Richard Napier at 650 599-1420)

Recommendation:

Review and approval of Resolution 1l-24 requesting the reauthorization of the City/ County
Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) including approval of the Joint
Powers Agreement and transmittal to the Cities and County in accordance with the Finance/
Review Committee and staff recommendations.

X'iscal Impact:

None to C/CAG.

Source of Revenue:

Continued membership assessment to the Cities and County. Continued revenue from Federal,
State, and Regional sources.

B ackgro un d/D is cus s io n :

C/CAGwas founded in 1991 and renewed in 1995, 1999,2003 and2007. The current Joint
Powers Agreement that provides C/CAG its legal basis is in effect unttl72lllll. Therefore, it is
necessary to review C/CAG and consider reauthorization.

At the 2110111 meeting, the C/CAG Board authorized the Finance/ Review Committee to perform
an evaluation of C/CAG and make recommendations on the reauthorization and the associated
Joint Powers Agreement (IPA) The Finance/ Review Committee met on 2l22ll1 to review
C/CAG and discuss the continuation of C/CAG.
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C/CAG Role:

The role of C/CAG is to:
Provide a forunt for all agencies to work together on coÍrmon issues:

Transportation
NPDES
Abandoned Vehicle Abatement

Solid Waste
Airport Land Use Commission
Legislation

Educate and elevate the decision making of local elected ofücials and technical
professional staffs to include/ address countywide concerns in their local decisions.

Develop a consensus on the common issues of concern to the general public, solutions,
and applicable funding recommendations/ priorities.

Act as Progr¡m Manager for Congestion Management Plan (CMA) Transportation funds
(state and federal), AB 1546 Transportation/ Environmental Program DMV funds,
Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA), and Air Quality funds (48434/TFCA).

CIC^G Performance:

C/CAG programs are mandated, or bring in revenue to San Mateo County, or provide a cost
savings through Countywide implementation. See the attached C/CAG Program Analysis 2OII.
C/CAG has had very significant accomplishments including the Smart Coridor Project, AB 1546
C/CAG DMV Fee (Only County in State), Measure M DMV Fee, Sub-regional RHNA Process
(On1y sub-region in the State), sponsored AB 468 and SB 348 that became law, programmed
$91.3M in State and Federal funds, and the San Mateo County Energy IVatch including Local
Government Partnership with PG&E. Numerous County, Regional, State and National awards
have been received. The C/CAG FY 10-11 Budget member dues/ fees ($2,051,368) are
leveraged 5.2 times for total revenue and 15.3 times for controlled transportation funds.
Utilization of County and city sta"fffor support has minimized the staffing necessary to meet the
program requirements. This staffng approach enables C/CAG to meet the program requirements
in a cost-effective manner.

C/CAG Benefits:

Benefits of C/CAG to the member agencies includes:

Provide a forum to share ideas and solutions among agencies for common issues.

Enable all agencies to have a vote in the distribution of State and Federal
Transportation funds (S20-30M everT two years) allocated to San Mateo County.

Transportation funding provided to Cities and County. Provide support to assist
agencies in getting and maintaining funds.

Provide cost-effective programs to assist member agencies in meeting mandates.
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Provide active intergovernmental support for San Mateo County and the member

agencies in the Region.

Provide additional information to agency staff on the system wide transportation
impacts of proposed developments such that better local decisions can be made.

Provide proactive Advocation at the State level to provide additional funding such as

C/CAG sponsored legislation and to preserve Cityl County revenue.

Finance/ Review Committee Comments :

The Finance/ Review Committee met on 2122111 to review CiCAG and make a recoÍìmendation
on the continuation of C/CAG. The Staffrecommendation to the Finance/ Review Committee is

that CICAG has full-filled its role; therefore, it should retain the current role with a similar
organtzation and structure. Approval of the revised Joint Powers Agreement for submittal to the
member agencies is also recommended. The Finance/ Review Committee recommends to the
C/CAG Board the continuation of C/CAG in accordance with the staffrecommendations.

Joint Powers Agreement:

The Finance/ Review Committee reviewed the current Joint Powers Agreement. The agreement

proposed is essentially identical to the one adoptedin2003. The proposed Joint Powers
Agreement is attached. To assist in the review of the document changes are shown in bold below
and in italics in the agreement. Key changes in the Joint Powers Agreement other than numbering
or typographical include :

1- Section 3 (f). Purpose and Activities modified to update Committee list:

(2) Congestion Management and Environmental Qualþ Committee
(11) Resource Mønagement and Climate Protection Committee
(12) C/CAG Investment Committee

2- Section 12. dates changed to reflect reauthorization:
"Effective Datel Termination Date. This agreement shall be effective on July I, 2077, or
upon its execution by the County and by at least eleven (11) cities representing the

majority of the population of the County, whichever is later. This agreement shall
continue at least untíl December 75, 2075, and thereafter shall continue until
terminøted pursuant to Section 11 of this agreement.

3- Section 27 added a sentence.

21. Storm'Water Discharge Plan and Permit To the extent permitted by law and
regulation; and recogni¡edby the øpplícable government øgency; the Cityl County
Association of Governments shall assume responsibility for the following activities under
the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Program (a0 CFR 122):
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4- Section 23.Programming State and Federal Transportation Funds. C/CAG acting as the
Congestion Management Agency shall be responsible for programming State and Federal
Transportation Funds allocated to San Mateo County. These funds include but are not
limited to State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), Surfuce Transportation
Program (STP), Congestion Manøgement and Air Quality (CMAO), and Transportation
Development Act Article 3.

Section 25 and 26. Added to reflect new legislated program.

25. Measure M - Local Transportøtion Improtement Progrøm C/CAG sltall serve as

the overallprogrøm managerfor the Local Transportation Improvementhogramwhich
progrüms up to ø 810 motor vehicle fee in accordønce with Section 65089.20 of the
Government Code and Section 9250.4 of the Vehicle Code.

26. Søn Mateo Countv EnergJt Watch and Climate Protection. C/CAG shall serve as the
overall program manager for the Sàn Mateo County Energy Watch Program that
coordinates andprovides energy conservationincentives, and Coordinafes, SupporTs, ønd
províde programs üs necessøry for Climate Protection,

Miscellaneous Sections Change Subcommittee to Committee, adjusts reference numbers

as necessary, and execution language.

IN WITNESS \ryHEREOF, the parties hereto by their duly authorized representative,
have aftixed their hands on this Joint Powers Agreement effective as of the.first day of
Ju|y,2011.

Attachments:

C/CAG Program Analysis 2011
Resolution ll-24
Joint Powers Agreement: Continuing Establishment of the Cityl County Association of
Governments - Revised March 2011

Alternatives:

Review and approval of Resolution 11-24 requesting the reauthorization of the City/
County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) including approval of
the Joint Powers Agreement and transmittal to the Cities and County in accordance with
the Finance/ Review Committee and staffrecommendations.

Review and approval of ResolutionTl-24 requesting the reauthortzation of the City/
County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG) including approval of
the Joint Powers Agreement and transmittal to the Cities and County in accordance with
the Financei Review Committee and staffrecommendations with modifications.

No action.

5-

6-

1-

2-

3-
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C/CAG Program Analysis 2011

Proqrams Why G/GAG Penalty Outside Funds Member Funds Benefits
of/o Source otfo

Transportation

Congestion
Management Plan
(cMP)

C/CAG is the designated
Congestion Management
Agency (CMA) for SM
County. The CMP
complies with State
legislation and provides
biennial monitoring of
transportation network Withhold oas tax 50% MTC 50% Short term plan

Countyruide
Transportation
Plan (CTP)

Provides countywide
consensus on long-range
transoortation vision 50% MTC SOYo Lonq term planninq

Ĵ
State/Federal
Programs

CMA is designated to
administer various Federal
and State funded programs
(street maintenance,
bike/ped, streetscape, etc.) 100% MTC

Better maintained streets;
beautified street facilities,
more bike and ped friendlv

Congestion Relief
Plan

Obsolve member agency
from the need to develop
Deficiency Plans for traffic
level of service violations 100% Reduce traffic conqestion

Transportation for Clean
Air (TFCA)

Designated recipient for the
TFCA County Manager
Fund lOOo/o Air District Cleaner Air

DMV Fee ($4)
C/CAG is originator of this
oroqram lOOo/o DMV

Reduce congestion and
imorove water qualitv



Programs Why G/GAG Penaltv Outside Funds Member Funds Benefits
of
TO Source ofto

NPDES Federal/State mandate up to $101(dav B5% Parceltax 15%
Meets legal obligation;
cleaner water

Abandoned Vehicle State mandate 100% DMV Less abandoned vehicles

ALUC Mandate 20-30% Grants 70-80o/o Meets leqalobliqation

Solid Waste (48939) State mandate up to $1Ok/dav 90% County 10% Meets leqalobliqation

San Mateo County
Enerqv Watch

Countywide effort in energy
conservation 100% PG&E

Reduce energy
consumption

9̂limate Support

Provides a forum for
collaboration on climate
actions 100% Grants Climate protection

Leqislative Advocacv
Advocates for member
aqencv benefits 100% Protects local revenues



RESOLUTION 1I-24

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY/ COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY REQUESTING THE

REAUTHORIZATION OF THE CITY/ COUNTY ASSOCIATION OF
GOVERNMENTS OF SAN MATEO COUNTY (C/CAG) INCLUDING THE

APPROVAL OF THE JOINT POÏYERS AGREEMENT AND TRANSMITTAL
TO THE :ITT:-+T? -'-gYNTY

RESOLVED, by the C/CAG Board that,

WHEREAS the Joint Powers Agreement that created C/CAG expires onl2lIlll; and

WHEREAS the 20 Cities and the County approved and executed the Joint Powers
Agreement ín 1995, 1999, 2003 and 2007 continuing C/CAG for four years; and

\ryHEREAS C/CAG has achieved signifïcant accomplishments including the passage of the
Measure M Fee which will provide $165M over 25 years of which $82.5M goes to the cities and
County; and

WHEREAS C/CAG has received numerous County, Regional, State and National awards
for its programs; and

WHEREAS C/CAG's State legislative advocacy has resulted in the Governor signing into
law SB 348 lhal provides $8.75M over 3.5 years, and

\ilHEREAS C/CAG provides programs to address State Mandates in a cost effective
manner; and

WHEREAS C/CAG's performance has been of significant benefit to the Cities and the
County; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the C/CAG Board recommends the
reauthorization of the City/ County Association of Governments of San Mateo County (C/CAG)
including approval of the Joint Powers Agreement and transmittal to the Cities and County.

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED THIS 10TH DAy OF MARCH 2011.
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JOINT PO\MERS AGREEMENT
Continuing Establishment of the City/County Association of Governments

THIS AGREEMENT, by and between the COI-INTY OF SAN MATEO (hereinaft.er referred

to as "County") and those cities within the County of San Mateo who become signatories to this

agreement (hereinafter referred to as "Cities" or "City" as the context requires), is made inlight ofthe

following recitals:

A. The County and the Cities have authonty to perform a variety of functions in their

respective communities and desire to establish a City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG)

within the County of San Mateo whereby the parties will prepare, review, adopt, monitor and

facilitate implementation by the member agencies county-wide state mandated plans as specified in

3(c) below. Local land-use decisions, except as they are affected by state-mandated county-wide

plans, will remain solely within the cognizant local jurisdiction.

B. The parties are authorized to contract with each othe¡ for the joint exercise of any

common power pursuant to Government Code Sections 6500 through 6518.

NOW, THEREFORE, the County and the Cities, in consideration of the mutual promises

and agreements contained herein, AGREE AS FOLLO'WS:

1. Establishment of Citv/Countv Association of Governments of San Mateo

Countv. The parties hereby create an entity to be known as the City/County Association of

I
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GoÎernments of San Mateo County (hereinafter referred to as "C/CAG") for the preparation, review,

adoption, monitoring and facilitation of implementation by the member agencies of county-wide state

mandated plans. CiCAG shall be an entity which is separate from the parties to this agreement and

shall be responsible for the administration of this agreement. Except as provided herein, the debts,

liabilities, and obligations of C/CAG shall be the debts, liabilities, and obligations ofthe entity andnot

the debts, liabilities, andlor obligations of the parties to this agreement.

C/CAG shall have the power and is autho¡ized to do any or all ofthe following:

(Ð To make and enter contracts;

(b) To employ agents and employees;

(") To lease, maintain, manage, acquire, construct or operate any building, works or

improvements;

(d) To acquire, hold, or dispose of property;

(.) To incur debts, liabilities, or obligations;

(Ð To sue and be sued in its own name,

2. Board ofDirectors. TheBoard ofthe CitylCountyAssociationofGovernments

of San Mateo County (C/CAG) shall consist of a member of the City Council of each particþating

City to be selected by that Cþ and one (l) member of the Board of Supervisors to be selected by the

Board of Supervisors. Each City Council and the Board of Supervisors may select one (1) alternate

member from its body who shatl particþate when the regular member is absent. In addition, there

shall be two (2) non-voting ex-ofücio members: a representative of the San Mateo County Transit

District Board of Directors selected by the Board ofDirectors and a representative of the San Mateo

County Transportation Authority selected by the Authority. Additional Ex-Offficio members may be

2
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established by Board action in accordance with the special voting procedures identified in 4 (c).

Regular attendance by the designated representative or altern ate at the C/CAG Board and

CommitteeSubeetnmi#ee meetings shall be encouraged by the C/CAG Board and member agencies.

3 . Purposes and Activities. CiCAG is established to fulfillthe following purposes

operating through the Board of Directors for control, direction, and administration:

(a) Plan, organize, and maintain the work of C/CAG and be responsible for its

overall operation.

(b) Advise City Councils and the Board of Supervisors of all significant activities of

C/CAG.

(") Prepare, review, adopt, monitor and facilitate implementation by the member

agencies the following state-mandated county-wide plans :

(l) Congestion Management Plan (u, the designated Congestion

Management Agency including enforcing compliance with the

Congestion Management Plan);

(2) Integrated Solid Waste Management Plan (as the designated Local Task

Force);

(3) Airport Land Use Plan (as the designated Airport Land Use

Commission);

(4) Hazardous Waste Management Plan;

(5) NPDES - Stormwater Management Plan.

(d) Perform such additional county-wide planning activities as approved

by or directed by two-thirds (213) of the members representing two-

J
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thirds (2/3) of thepopulation of the county. Final adoption of any

such plans shall only be after the plan has been introduced at a prior

meeting held at least twenty-five (25) days earlier.

(e) Perform any additional County-Wide activities as set forth in this agreement

(Sections@2L, 27, 22, 23, 24, 25, and 26)

(Ð Utllize and establish advisory subcommittees wherever necessary, including but

not limited to:

(1) Airport Land Use Committee

Ø Congestion Management and EnvironmentølAlr Quality Committee

(3) Congestion Management Plan (CMP) Technical Advisory Committee

(4) Solid Waste Advisory Committee (Local Task Force)

(5) Hazardous waste Management pran Advisory committee

(6) Bikeways and pedestrian Advisory Committee

(7) Finance Committee

(8) NPDES Committee

(9) NPDES Technical Advisory Committee

(10) LegislativeCommittee

(11) Resource Management antl climate protection committee

(12) C/CAG Inyesttnent Committee

CommitteesSuâeemtnitfees may be established by Board action in accordance

with the special voting procedures identified in a (c). Committee&tbeennrittee

membership may include persons who are not members of the Board of

Directors, including other elected officials or public members.

4
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(g) Adopt ByJaws and such other rules of procedure as may be deemed necessary.

The duties, responsibilities or obligations of c/cAG, as set forth in this

Agreement, are not intended, and shall not be interpreted, to expand or diminish any legal duties,

responsibilities o¡ obligations that any city or county member of C/CAG has, or may in the future

have, under any provision of State or Federal law.

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in any other provision of this

Agreement, C/CAG shall have no authority andl or obligation to implement or enforce the provisions

of any County-wide plan except when C/CAG is functioning as an agency specifically designated by

state or federal law as having the authority andl or obligation to implement or enforce such County-

wide plan

4. Voting Procedures. The parties intend to strive for consensus following fuIl

discussion but in the event consensus cannot be reached the following voting procedures shall be

uttlized.

(u)

(b)

A quorum shall consist of at least a majonty of the voting members and shall be

required for all meetings of C/CAG.

All decisions and actions shall be by majority vote of those present unless the

decision involves the adoption of a county-wide plan or any one (1) member

requests the use of the special voting procedures hereinafter set forth.

The special voting procedures shall be utäzed upon the request of any one (l)

member. Addition of Ex-Offïcio members to the Board, the establishment of

Commíttees,Weexandthefina1adoptionofcounty-widep1anssha1l

require the special voting procedures. Special voting procedures shall be as

5
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follows: for a motion to be successful it must receive the votes of a majority of

the members representing a majority of the population of the County. In

determining the population of local governments, the population shall be utilized

as set forth in a resolution adopted by the Board of Directors pursuant to Section

19.

5. Budeet. The Board annually shall adopt, by a date C/CAG designates by

resolution, an operating budget for C/CAG setting forth anticipated expenses, financing sources and

proposed service levels necessary to carry out the purposes ofthis agreement. C/CAG shall establish

its fiscal year by resolution. Immediately after approving the annual budget, the Board shall

recoÍìmend the budget to the governing bodies of the members for the purpose of securing from each

of them contributions andlor appropriations in accordance with each party's obligations as set forth in

Section 6 below. It is expressly agreed and understood that the Board has no authority to bind any

governing board to make the recommended contributionandlor appropriation and that this decision

rests solely with each governing body. Each party shall deposit its monetary contribution to the

budget with the C/CAG Treasurer on or before the date C/CAG designates by resolution.

6. Contribution of Parties. In consideration of the mutual promises contained

herein, the parties agree that they shall make the following annual contributions towards maintaining

the program of C/CAG

Each member's contribution shall be its pro-rata share ofthe revenue needed for

the annual budget as adopted by the Board of Directors. The pro-rata share of each agency shall be

based upon its population as set forth in a resolution adopted by the Board ofDirectors pursuant to

Section 19. By use of the special voting procedures under special circumstances the Board of

6
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Directors may waive contributions. If a member fails to pay its annual contribution, it shall forfeit its

voting rights as provided inParagraph 10 and there shall be no further recourse against it for

nonpayment.

7 . Treasurer. The Board of Directors shall select a Treasurer from one of its

member entities who shall be the depository and have custody of all the money and property of

C/CAG from whatever source. The duties of the C/CAG Treasurer shall inciude those set forth in the

Government Code Section 6500 et seq., Joint Exercise of Powers.

8. Controller. The Board of Directors shall select a Controller from one of its

member entities who shall perform the functions of auditor andlor controller for C/CAG. The

duties of the C/CAG Controller shall include those set forth in Government Code Section 6500 et

seq., Joint Exercise of Powers.

9. StafÏine. It is understood lhat CICAG may require the support of its own

administrative staff. When deemed necessary, the Board of Directors may employ an Executive

Director. The Board shall have responsibility for all emplo¡,ment decisions regarding said Executive

Director who shall serve at the pleasure of the Board of Directors.

The Executive Director shall be responsible for the day-to-day administration of

C/CAG under the direction of the Board of Directors. The Executive Director shall seek advice and

assistance from the Administrators' Advisory Committee. The Executive Director shall have the

authority to employ administrative staffconsistent with the approved budget of C/CAG.

There shall be an Administrators' Advisory Committee. The Committee will be

7
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advisory to the C/CAG Board of Directors and Executive Director to assist them to most effectiveþ

accomplish the objectives of C/CAG by giving advice on agenda matters, monitoring outcomes of

activities, assisting with identifuing and allocating resources, and communicating with all members.

The Committee members shall be: the City Managers from cities that contract staffto C/CAG, the

County Manager, the General Manager of SamTrans, one (1) City Manager appointed by the City

Managers'Association, and, the Chair and Vice-Chair(s) andLegalCounsel of C/CAG as ex-officio

members. Committee Chairs and staffwho have items for discussion at the Committee will be invited

to particrpate. The definition and membership of this Committee may be revised by Board action in

accordance with the special voting procedures identified in a (c).

It is understood that C/CAG may employ personnel, u{rlize existing County,

SamTrans or City stafl or retain professional consultants to perform any necessary staffwork in

meeting its goals and objectives. It is further understood that no County, SamTrans or City staffwill

be utilized without the consent of the employing agency.

10. Withdrawal Any party may withdraw from this agreement by filing written

notice ofintentionto do so withthe Chair ofthe governing board by September 30th of eachyear, or

by another date CICAG designates by resolution. The rights and obligations of such party shall

terminate at the end of the first fuIl fiscal year for which the withdrawing party has made its

contribution following such notice having been given. The withdrawal of any party from this

agreement shall in no way affect the rights and obligations of the remaining parties. If a party

withdraws from this agreement, such party shall not be entitled to the return of any funds contributed

to C/CAG nor to the return in cash or in kind of any materials or supplies until termination of this

agreement. If a party fails to make its contribution in accordance with Section 6 of this agreement,

8
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that agency shall forfeit its voting rights during the period of such non-payment. However, if one of

the Cities or the County wishes to rejoin after forfeiting its membership by non-payment of its

contribution, it may do so by paying the designated amount.

11. Termination and Disposition of Property. This agreement shall be deemed

terminated when the number of Cities particrpating in this agreement contain less than a majority of

the population of the County, oÍ are fewer than eleven (1 1) in number. Upon termination, equipment

and alI other assets shall be distributed to the parties hereto in proportion to the contributions of the

parties during the life of C/CAG including distribution to parties which may have withdrawn at an

earlier date. Upon termination, any surplus money on hand shall be returned to the parties in

proportion to the contributions of the parties during the life of C/CAG including distribution to

parties which may have withdrawn at an earlier date.

12. Effective DatelTermination Date. This agreement shall be effective on Juiy 1,

2011,200+; or upon its execution by the County and by at least eleven (11) cities representing the

majority of the population of the County, whichever is later. This agreementshall continue atleast

until December 7, 2075, andthereøfter shall continueuntilterminatedpursuantto Section 11 o.f

this agreement

13. Meetings. Monthly meetings of the C/CAG Board of Directors shall be held in

accordance with the Brown Act, Government Code Section 54950 et seq. The Board of Directors

9
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shall establish a regular time and place for the required meetings. In addition, the Board ofDirectors

shall have such other meetings as are deemed necessary.

14. Notice ofAsreement. Pursuantto Government Code Section 6503.5, C/CAG

shall, within thirty (30) days after the effective date ofthis agreement, cause a notice ofthe agreement

to be prepared and filed with the Office of the Secretary of State.

1 5 . Other Associations. Particþation in C/CAG is not intended to preclude member

entities from entering into similar agreements with other jurisdictions.

16. Lesal Counsel. Unless the Board ofDirectors determines otherwise, the County

Counsel shall serve as legal counsel to C/CAG and provide all routine legal advice and service

necessary including attendance at Board of Directors meetings.

17. Insurance. The County shall add C/CAGto its existing excessliabilityinsurance

coverage and shall maintain such coverage in full force and effect during the life of this agreement.

Said excess liability insurance coverage includes a selÊinsured retention by the County. Unless the

Board of Directors decides otherwise, County shall provide for the defense of any claims or litigation

within the amount of the selÊinsured retention. Legal representation by the County will ordinarily be

provided by the Office of the County Counsel.

Any out-oÊpocket expenses or loss, by way ofjudgment or settlemen! arising out

of the operation of this agreement, within the limits of the County's selÊinsured retention shal be

shared by the parties in accordance with the formula set forth in Section 6. Expenses shall not include

10
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salaries or office expenses of any county employees, including any attorneys from the Office of the

County Counsel.

18. Amendments. This Joint Powers Agreement may be amended at any time with

the agreement ofthe majonty ofthe members representing a majority ofthepopulation ofthe County,

except as provided in 3(d).

19. Adiustment of Population Fisures. The Board of Directors shall establishby

resolution the population figures to be utilized in determining the population of local governments

under this agreement based on the results of the decennial federal census or population figures

provided by the State Department of Finance, and may revise the population figures at any time by

resolution.

20. Clean Air Vehicle Reeistration Fee Proeram. C/CAG shall serve as the overall

program manager for the San Mateo County under Health and Safety Code Section4424I for funds

made available by the increase in motor vehicie registration fees that the Bay Area Air Qualrty

Management District is authorized to levy under A.B. 434, (1991 Statutes, Chapter 807.)

21. Storm'Water I)ischarse Plan and Permit . To the extentpermittedby law and

regulation; øndrecognizedby the applicahle gotternment agency; tFheCítylCountyAssociationof

Governments shall assume responsibilrty for the following activities under the National Pollutant

Discharge Elimination System OIPDES) Program (a0 CFR 122).

(a) Ratify submission of a county-wide stormwater discharge permit application and

C/CAG JorNr PowERs Acneel,oNr (JpA) 11
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accept permit onbehalf ofthe County and Cities inthe County, as co-permittees.

(b) Prepare preliminary draft and final draft storm water management plan describing

existing activities the County and Cities are conducting to heþ minimize the

discharge of pollutants to storm water, describing new pollution measures that

will be undertaken during the initial five year period of the NPDES permit, and

containing other matters C/CAG determines are necessary or desirable.

(c) Identify and recommend alternatives for implementation of a revenue program.

(d) Enter into contracts with the County, the Cities, the County Flood Control

District, and other entities to implement the revenue program and the storm

water management plan.

(e) Perform additional county-wide activities in connection with the NPDES

program as set forth in the storm water management plan approved by, or as

directed, by the Board of Directors.

(Ð Provide coordination and overall management of the NPDES program and

advice to the County and the Cities on implementation.

The County and each City shall be solely responsibie for compþing withNeDES

permit conditions and all federal, state, and local laws and regulations, relating to discharges fromthe

storm sewers in its jurisdiction and under its control. The County and each City shall defend,

indemni$r, and hold harmless every other party to this agreement, and its officers and employees,

from all claims, suits, actions, fines, penalties, damages, or liability of every name, kind, and

descrþtion arising in any way out of the negligent or intentional acts of

that County or City in compþing or failing to comply with NPDES permit conditions, and all federal,

state, and local regulations applicable to that County or City.

I2
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22. Service Authority for Abatement of Abandoned Vehicles. C/CAG shall be the

service authority for the abatement of abandoned vehicles under Vehicle Code Section22710.

C/CAG shall impose a service fee of one dollar ($1) on vehicles registered to an owner with an

address in San Mateo County as authorized by Vehicle Code Sections 9250.7 and 22710. As

provided in Vehicle Code Section227l0(b), C/CAG may contract and undertake any actconvenient

or necessary to carry out any law relating to its duties as the service authority.

23. Programming State and Federal Transportation Funds. C/CAG acting as the

Congestion Management Agency shall be responsible for programming State and Federal

Transportation Funds allocated to San Mateo County. These funds include but are not limited to

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), Surface¡ Transportation Program (STP),

Congestion Management ønd Air Qualiry (CMAQ), and

Transportation Development Act Article 3.

24.

C/CAG shail serve as the overall program manager for the San Mateo County

TransportationÆnvironmental Program which programs up to a $4 motor vehicle fee in accordance

with Chapter 2.65 (commencing with Section 65089.11) to Division 1 of Title 7 of the Government

Code and Section 9250.5 of the Vehicle Code.

25. Measure M - Local Transportation fmnrovem.ent Progrøm ACAG shall serve

as the overall program manøger for the Local Transportation Improvement Program which
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programs up to a 870 motorvehíclefee in accordancewith Section 65089.20 of the Government

Code and Section 9250.4 of the Vehicle Code,

26. San Mateo County Energlt Watch ønd Clímate Protection. C/CAG shalt sene

as the overall program manüger .for the San Mateo Counly Energy Watch Program that

coordínates and provides energy conservation incentíves, ønd Coordinates, Supports, ønd

provide progrøms as necessary for Climate Protection.

IN \ryITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto by their duly authorized representative,

have afüxed their hands on this Joint Powers Agreement effective as of the.first døy of July,

2011.

COUNTY OF SAN MATEO

ATTEST:

Clerk of the Board President of the Board of Supervisors

TO\NN OF ATHERTON

ATTEST:

Clerk of Town Council Mayor

by

by
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CICAG AGEI{DA REPORT

DATE: March 70,2011

TO: C/CAG Board of Directors

FROM: Richard Napier, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Election of a C/CAG Chairperson and Two C/CAG Vice Chairpersons

(For further information please contact Richard Napier at (650) 599-1420)

RECOMMENDATION:

That the Board elect a Chairperson and two Vice Chairpersons. The vote can be by acclamation or a
written ballot depending on the preference of the Board.

FISCAL IMPACT:

None.

BACKGROUND/DISCUS SION :

The C/CAG By-Laws, as amended on June 10,2004, provides for the nomination of officers at the
regular February Board meeting and the election of officers shall occur at the regular March Board
meeting. This change was to allow time for the candidates to provide the Board Members with
background information to assist them in casting their votes.

At the February 10,2071 Board meeting, Bob Grassilli was nominated for Chair; and Carlos
Romero, Brandt Grotte, and Terry Nagel were nominated for the two Vice Chairs.

No additional nominations maybe submitted at the March 1Oth meeting. The Board can only accept
additional nominees from the floor in the event there are not enough candidates for the available
offices.

The voting shall be public. According to legal counsel, this can be done by hand or in writing as long as
the Board member's name appears on the ballot and it becomes part of the official record. Written
ballots will be available if the Board wants to use them.

ATTACHMENTS:

o Backgound information for Bob Grassilli, Brandt Grotte, Terry Nagel and Carlos Romero

-185-
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ulty ot San Ca¡los - Council Member Bob Grassilli

Bob Grassilli
Councilnæmber Grdsdlli
600 Em Sbeet
San C¿rlG, CA 94020
Phone: (650) 802-+160
Fax (650) 592-5824

EToü Onl

Council Member Bob Grassilli

Councilmember Information

Term of Office: November, 2009 - Noræmber, 2013
Profession: Business Consultant

Email: borassilli@citvofsanc¿rlos.oro

Phone: (650) 8024160

Biography

Mr' Grasslli's priorities ñor s.al caaos include; adoptÍng a fiscally resporslble municipal budçt and ensuringthat citizens receive the b€st tue proFctjon serv¡dJJiaì¡a¡le.

Mr' Gnssllli^Èrted his profeslonal carcer in 1970 witfr Arthur Andersen, a large Grtiñed pr¡blic
Amunting firm and ln l9v worked br sursüeam Homes wtrere rrêiæni äz y*o; the last lg asChief Financial O'fflcer. He cunenüy serves on the Board of Directors or sarnarian House as well as the e'and Cella Bena Gellert Foundation.

Mr' Gnssilli was bom ln san Francisco and moved þ the Fenlncrla at age fuur, He has llved in san carlossince 1983' He enjoys golf and travel, as well as volunteering for va¡ious charitjes on tñe peninsula,

Cou ncil Gomm ittee Acslgnmente

Each year, the Malor assþnsrrnmbe_rs of the clty council to serve on citywile and RegionalcommiEees represenHng the city of San carlos. Éere are the committees tÌ¡at this c¡uncil Memberseryes on as a Cornmittee Member and Attemate Commitee Member.

Council C.ommlttee lrlem ber

a

¡ Council of Citiesi-

.ll¡vÍgalion fllenu

htp://www'cityofsancarlos.org/gov/mayor-councivmembers/council_member_bob3rassil.. . 2/13/z0ll
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City of San Carlos - Council Member Bob Grassilli

Altcrnate Coundl Commit¡ec ìlember

r gi:lr:nqntrSah Carlos nre Departmen

Page2 of 2

Addresslng üle City Cor¡ndt
clty Council Stategtc Goa{s

-gnd.qÞ,¡9$vç.s_
MemÞels

Agenda, Mlnutes and Video
Æûtrrs

hffn://wrvw-citvofsancarlos'ors/sovlmâvor cnrncil/memhers/cormcil memher hoh srÀssil-.- 2/1?l2o1l
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Brandt Grotte has been a resident of San Mateo since 1986. He grew up in a variety of towns in the

U.S. and abroad while his father was in the Air Force, settling in San Jose where he attended Leland

High School. After high school, he obtained his BA in Aquatic Biology from UC Santa Barbara in 1979,

and subsequently a Masters Degree in Environmental Management from the University of San
Francisco in 1996. Brandt is very happily married to Kathy and has two stepsons. He currently works in
the electronics industry as the company's Global Environmental, Safety and Health Manager.

Grotte has been active in neighborhood issues since 1989 including as a founding member of the
Shoreview-Parkside Neighborhood Association and a representative to San Mateo United Homeowners
including multiple years as President of each association. Other activities in support of the City and its

residents and businesses have included
- Membership on San Mateo's Citizens Committee on Social Service Providers
- The City's committee that developed Single-Family Residential Design Guidelines (for second

story additions)
- Bay Meadows Foundation (philanthropic)
- The City's Street Tree Maintenance focus group
- San Mateo United Homeowners Subcommittee on the General Plan Update
- City of San Mateo, Citizens'Academy
- Chamber of Commerce's Leadership Program
- Chair, member and founding Councilmember of the Sustainability Advisory Committee
- Founding member of San Mateo FACT (Flood Assessment Correction Team) to remove many

of our homes from the FEMA Flood MaP
- City representative to the City/County Association of Governments (C/CAG)
- City representative to the ALS/JPA (countyrruide ambulance services)
- Measure C campaign to improve Fire and Police stations
- Measure P to preserve height and density limits
- lmplementing a Sustainability Plan and practices in our City to secure our long term future

(now an appendix to the General Plan)
- Building a new Police Station that is seismically safe, sustainably green and demonstrates to

our public safety workers that we value them
- City Council appointed lead on High Speed Rail- utilizing the opportunity to preserve and

improve downtown San Mateo, electrify CalTrain and get safe grade separations for the
streets in San Mateo

- Approved new Solar Panels on the Main Library which was determined LEED Gold in 2008

- Approved Bay Meadows Phase ll which is now bringing good jobs to San Mateo, will provide

a vibrant new Transit Oriented Development (TOD) neighborhood and significantly add 15+

acres to our system of parks
- Support for Downtown marketing efforts and the Chamber of Commerce EDGE program (to

promote business conversation, employee training and business retention) that are helping to
support our businesses in these challenging economic times

- lncreased affordable housing requirementfrom 10 to 15% in new developments
- Approved the Hines and Station Park Green TOD developments which were approved with

high green building requirements and development agreements that are business friendly and
yet increase benefits to the adjacent neighborhoods

He is currently serving on the City Council as a Councilmember and was the 2009 Mayor. Grotte served

on the Planning Commission of the City of San Mateo for 5 years including one year each as Vice-Chair

and Chairperson. As a former Planning Commissioner, he demonstrated an open and responsive
manner to all sides on any planning issue. This included listening, considering and then recommending
solutions that balance the interests of all parties, and protect the character of San Mateo while allowing it

to grow in a responsible and sustainable manner.
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Professionally, Grotte has worked in the fields of aquaculture, facilities maintenance and for the past 29
years in the electronics field. His professional responsibilities include significant efforts in the areas of
environmental management systems, risk management including fire protection, risk assessment,
workers compensation, occupational health issues, quality management systems and building
consensus between groups ranging from wage role employees to upper management.

Grotte's lnternational experience has promoted his sensitivity to a variety of cultures and includes the
challenges of achieving understanding across cultural boundaries. This is important when developing
policies, obtaining consensus, implementing programs and interpreting needs all of which are important
in the highly diverse City of San Mateo.
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Terry Nagel

Current Offices
. Mayor of Burlingame; has served on Burlingame City Council since 2003; also served as

Mayor in2OO7
o Board of Directors, San Mateo County Transportation Authority
o Board Member, City/County Association of Governments for San Mateo County (C/CAG)

o Burlingame Representative, ICLEI (now called Local Governments for Sustainability)
. City Council Liaison, Citizens Environmental Council- Burlingame
o Board Member, San Mateo County Emergency Services Council
o Burlingame City Council Civic Engagement Subcommittee
o Burlingame City Council Community Recognition Subcommittee
o Founder and Board Member, Burlingame Pet Parade (now in its 8th year)

Previous Activities
o Chair, San Mateo County Council of Cities
o Board of Directors, Central County Fire Department
o Founder and Chair, Burlingame Green Ribbon Task Force

o Chair, Burlingame Centennial Executive Committee
o San Mateo County Utilities and Sustainability Task Force
o San Mateo County Pre-Hospital Emergency Services Council
o San Mateo County Airport Round Table
o Burlingame'sCity/SchoolsLiaisonCommittee
o PTA President, Lincoln School, Burlingame
o Vice President of Fundraising, Lincoln School, Burlingame
¡ Vice President, California Press Women, Northern California Chapter
o Board of Directors, CALL Primrose Cente
o Chair, Burlingame High SchoolCommunications Committee
o Chair, Burlingame High School Music Boosters Holiday Open House fundraiser
o Deacon, First Presbyterian Church of Burlingame
o Community volunteer for Music at Kohl Mansion, San Mateo Arboretum Society, Girl

Scouts, Boy Scouts and other organizations

Training and Experience
¡ Graduated in 2006 from the League of California Cities' California Civic Leadership

lnstitute, a highly selective program that educates future leaders on state issues

o Graduated in 2003 from the Coro Center for Civic Leadership's Community Fellows

program
o Covered 10 local cities, 8 school districts, the courts and county government as

reporter/editorfor Son MqteoTimes. Laterworked aseditoratSøn FranciscoChronicle,as
Assístant Managing Editor of Forbes ASAP magazine, as Managing Editor of
GreatSchools.net and as Communications Officer for the Skoll Foundation

o Founded and managed two online travelforums for Expedia.com
o Was owner/manager of out-of-print book search firm for 18 years in Burlingame, locating

thousands of books for universities, libraries, research institutions and individuals
o Currently employed as Managing Editor for the Encore.org website at Civic Ventures, a

nonprofit channeling the talent of experienced Americans into paid encore careers that
help improve communities

o Graduated from the University of Washington in Seattle with a B.A. in English, cum laude
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Key Accomplishments

Better Power Service - Terry is best known for mobilizing hundreds of residents to obtain better
power service from Pacífic Gas & Electric. Due to her efforts, PG&E has spent more than 55.4
million on power reliability improvements in Burlingame, Millbrae, San Mateo and Hillsborough.

Transportation - Elected in 2009 and re-elected in 2011 to the San Mateo County Transportation
Authority, Terry has promoted sustainable transportation solutions such as car sharing, pre-tax
commuter benefits and electric charging stations. She has been a strong advocate for ensuring
that the high speed rail route is responsive to community concerns, and that it is part of a larger
plan that takes all of the county's transponation needs into consideration, including Caltrain and
regional connections.

Green Initiatives - As a member of the county's Utilities and Sustainability Task Force, Terry
helped shape San Mateo County's energy, water and sustainability plan. She formed Burlingame's
Green Ribbon Task Force in2OO7, signed the U.S. Mayors Climate Protection Agreement and
guided the adoption of the city's comprehensive Climate Action Plan, which is ahead of schedule
in meeting its 2012 benchmarks.

Education - Terry served as PTA President of Lincoln School, where she started a Computer Task
Force that networked the school, organized parent education seminars and initiated a program
with Stanford University that enabled students to enroll in online math courses. The Lincoln pTA

awarded her its lifetime Honorary Service Award. She was also an active volunteer at Burlingame
High School, where she chaired the Communications Committee and the Music Boosters holiday
fundraiser and started the school's e-newsletter for parents .ln 2OO7 she spearheaded a

collaborative agreement between the City of Burlingame and the Burlingame Elementary School
District. She also organized financial literacy workshops for high school and college students. The
California Teachers Association awarded her the iohn Swett Award for Media Excellence - the
highest recognition given in California for education report¡ng.

Current Initiatives

Senior Government Managers Encore Fellows - This program will match retired city managers
and other senior local government officials with cities and counties that need help, working on
defined projects that improve communities - a great way to tap the expertise of these
experienced professionals at a low cost.

Community Wish List - Terry started the Wish List in 2004, which links donors of goods and
services from more than 80 nonprofits in San Mateo County at www.communitvwishlist.orR.

Neighborhood Network - Terry founded the Neighborhood Network in 2006, which encourages
neighbors to band together for emergency preparedness and crime prevention. More than 40
groups have formed in Burlingame. Terry is working with other communíties to create a regional
model for preparedness at the neighborhood level. See www.theneighborhoodnetwork.org.

San Mateo County Nonprofit Center -This proposed center would create a shared space where
nonprofits addressing similar problems could collaborate and save money by sharing office
equipment, personnel and services. lt would serve as a catalyst for innovative solutions to
economic and social problems by providing access to research, experts and resources.

-191-



Carlos Romero's Bio

Elected in 2008, Carlos Romero serves as Mayor of East Palo Alto and Vice Chair of the East

Palo Alto Redevelopment Agency. He also chairs the Housing and Economic Development

committees on the Council. Carlos is a former member of the Metropolitan Transportation

Commission's Advisory Committees and the former vice-chair of the MTC's Minority Advisory
Sub-Committee on Equity Analysis. Prior to his election to city council he served on and chaired

the East Palo Alto Planning Commission for six years and was a member and chair of EPA's

Rent Stabili zation B oard.

Professionally, Carlos is a housing development and land use consultant for non-profit and

community based organizations since 2005. Over the past 20 years he has been involved

throughout California in almost every aspect of developing and operating community housing

development otganizations as a founder, board member, project manager, and executive director.

Prior to consulting, he headed Mission Housing Development Corporation, a San Francisco

community-based, afford-able housin g organization with an annual operating budget of $6.5

million. During his tenure there he oversaw over $110 million dollars of housing and mixed-use

development activity.

In addition to his affordable housing development skills, Carlos has extensive experience as a

communify organizer in low-income neighborhoods. He has worked on numerous grassroots

organizing campaigns ranging from the incorporation of East Palo Alto, to citizenship and civic
participation trainings for immigrants.In 1988, he co-founded EPA CAN DO, a community-based

housing development organization that has developed over 285 affordable housing units.

Carlos did his undergraduate studies in international relations and economics at Stanford

University, was a Fannie Mae Fellow at the Kennedy School of Governmentin20}Z, and in 2004

was awarded a Harvard Loeb Fellowship during which he reseaiched land use issues, national

housing policy, and real estate capital markets.
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Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

C/CAG AGENDA REPORT

March l0,20ll

City/County Association of Governments Board of Directors

Richard Napier, Executive Director

Receive the Draft Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (CBPP) and authorize
staff to receive and incorporate additional comments through a public review process

(For further information contact John Hoang at 363-4105)

RECOMMENDATION

That the C/CAG Board receives the Draft Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (CBPP) and
authorizes staff to receive and incorporate additional comments through a public review process.

FISCAL IMPACT / SOURCE OF'FTINDS

$189,000 / TDA Art.3, Measure A

BACKGROUND/DISCUSSION

C/CAG and the San Mateo County Transportation Authority (SMCTA) partnered together to develop
the CBPP to address planning, design, funding, and implementation of bicycle and pedestrian projects
located within San Mateo County that have county significance. The goal of the new San Mateo
County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (CBPP) is to update the previous bicycle plan,
adopted in 2000, and expand the document to include a new pedestrian component.

CBPP D evelopment O utreach
During the initial phase of the CBPP development process, beginning in July 2010, the 20 cities and
County were asked to complete a survey indicating the state of bicycle and pedestrian projects within
each respective jurisdiction. As needed, follow-up interviews and meetings were held with
jurisdictions. As part of the process, the C/CAG BPAC has been relied upon to provide input and
guidance towards the development of the CBPP over the course of five meetings, the most recent
meeting being on February 24,2011.

A Public Open House was held in October 2010 to allow members of the public, bicycle advocacy
groups, and local agency staff to review and discuss the Countywide Bikeway Network (CBN),
pedestrian demand analyses and improvement needs, and the vision/goals/policies. Additional input
(e-mails and letters) was received from individuals and bicycle advocacy groups.

Admínßtrative Draft CBPP
All the comments received from the outreach efforts indicated above were taken into consideration in
the development of the Administrative Draft CBPP. The purpose of the Admin Draft, which was only

ITEM 6.6
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distributed to the 20 cities and County in January 2011, was to provide the jurisdictions þroject
sponsors) the opportunity to review the document and make the necessary revisions prior to generating

the Draft CBPP that would be made available to the public.

Drøft CBPPfor Publíc Review
Additional comments from the review of the Administrative Draft were incorporated into the Draft
CBPP. The Draft CBPP was made available to the public on February 24,2011 and posted on the
project website located at

The Draft CBPP has also been made available to the cities and the County staff and the respective
bicycle and pedestrian committees as well as Caltrans, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC), and other interested agencies and individuals.

Staff proposes that the Draft CBPP be available for review and comment until April 1 5,2011. The
remaining schedule for completion of the CBPP will be as follows:

. May 19,20ll Draft Final CBPP completed

. May 26,2071 Presentation of the Draft Final CBPP to the BPAC

. July 14,2011 Adoption of the Final CBPP by the C/CAG Board

ATTACHMENTS

. Public Review Draft San Mateo County Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (Main Report
and Appendices only)

(Providedfor C/CAG Board and Alternate members only and submitted separately. Other
interested parties may contact John Hoang at 650-363-4105 for copies)
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